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HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Tuefday,  April  2,  1833. 

Ibinnm.]  ttO.  ITM  Royal  AflentwMgivm  by  Commit- 
ilon  to  tli6  SuppnMioD  of  DbturbnoM  (briand)  BOL 

Patittani  pmented.  By  Lonl  Swficld,  ftom  Clitlicrae, 
agaimt  Sunday  Tiadiqg*— ^  ^^otd  Kimq,  tram  tis. 
Flaea  in  Iidand,  9gfinATiXbmuiAChutACtmi  tnm 
a  Coi^iragalion  at  Won,  Itar  RaUef,  for  ProteitMit  Dia- 
■enteni  ftom  certain  Chxiitiani  called  Separatista,  forsub- 
Hituting  in  all  Caiee  a  Sdlenm  AflBtmatloo  for  an  Oalht 
fkom  thePolitkal  UnkmoT  YeovU,  for  tha  Abolitian  of 
Raitrietione  on  the  Pmes  and  ftomPaidey.  for  Poor 
LawB  for  Ireland.— By  Lcsda  Avcklajhd,  Surri«u>,  and 
Kiiro»  byBari7mwiu4AM,  the  Manpiaeiof  SrArvonn, 
and  tha  Doha  of  Ricbmovs*  ftom  a  Number  of  Plaoea, 
apiiwf  Slavery.— By  the  fiarlt  of  CAwnoBt  and  Roaa- 
nuiY»  flcon  Places  In  Sootknd,  agaimt  the  praeent  Syitem 
of  Chtticfa  Patranafe  in  that  Country.— By  the  Blihops  of 
Hbbspobd.  Dvkmam,  Baiioob,  and  RocaoaraB,  the 
Eail  of  Kaamm,  and  Lord  RsMnoALi«  ftom  a  Number 
of  PlMee,-4tor  a  Better  OtaMrvanoe  of  the  Sabbath.— By 
the  Earl  of  Ronair.  ftom  leveral  Plaoee  in  Irefamd, 
agalnit  tha  Mtaiiatwial  Syelem  of  Edueatlon,  and  againit 
tha  pw|waad  Mijanini  of  Chuidi  Reform. 

Church   patronage 

(WALE  SO]  Lord  King  expressed  the 
great  regret  which  he  felt,  that  when 
the  petition  respecting  the  ahuses  in  the 
Welch  Church  was  presented  last  nighty 
a  right  reverend  prdate  (the  Bishop  of 
St.  Asaph)  had  not  heen  present^  for  on 
a  former  evening  the  right  reverend  Pre* 
late  had  used  expressions  which  had  done 
great  wrong  and  injury  to  the  author  of 
a  book  which  he  had  quoted^  and  which 
he  had  denounced  as  containing  a  number 
of  sross  falsehoods.  The  right  reverend 
Pn£ite  had  adduced  two  instanoes,  and  had 
VOL.  XVII.  {Jja> 


told  the  House  to  judge  of  the  book  bj  that 
sample.  Now^  one  of  the  instances  to 
which  the  right  reverend  Prelate  had  re- 
ferred was  this—- that  it  was  stated  in  the 
book^  that  Christ  Church  Oxford  derived 
4^000/.  from  the  tithes  of  certain  parishes 
in  Wales,  whereas,  in  point  of  fact^  it  only 
derived  2,500/.  Now,  on  referring  to  the 
book,  he  found  it  stated  in  no  less  wan  four 
different  places,  at  page  125,  at  page  132, 
and  in  two  other  passages,  that  the  sum 
received  by  Christ  Church  Oxford,  was 
only  2,500/.  After  the  right  reverend 
Prelate  had  made  that  statement  to  their 
Lordships,  there  appeared  a  contradiction 
of  it  in  some  of  the  papers.  It  was  not, 
under  such  circumstances,  too  much  to 
expect  that  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
would  have  come  down  to  their  Lordships 
and  owned  that  he  made  an  unfounded 
statement,  ^especially  as  he  made  his  own 
erroneous  assertion  the  basis  of  the  strong 
comment  Ex  uno  disce  omnes.  The  right 
reverend  Prelate  mentioned  another  case 
relating  to  the  parish  of  Llandudno,  which 
proved,  that  he  had  quoted  from  the  same 
edition  of  Mr.  Johnes  s  book  which  he  then 
held  in  his  hand^  and  to  which  he  had 
already  referred.  When  a  person  of  the 
right  reverend  Prelate's  elevated  situation 
came  forward  to  destroy  the  reputation  of 
an  author,  he  should  confine  himself  strictly 
to  repeating  the  exact  words  which  that 
author  us<3.  He  addressed  the  right 
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reverend  Prelate  on  ibat  ooeMon  to  give 
him  an  opportunity  of  correcting  tbt  error 
into  which  the  right  reverend  rrelate  had 
fallen* 

The  Bishop  of   Si.  Asaph    regretted 
extremely  that  he  bad  been  prevented  by 
indi^sition  from  attending  in  his  place 
yesterday  evening ;  but  he  must  add^  that 
if  the  noble  Marquess  had  had  the  courtesy 
to  inform  him  that  he  was  going  to  present 
a  petition  connected  with  so  humble  an 
individual  as  himself,  he  would,  notwlth, 
standing  his  indisposition,  have  made  a 
point  of  attending  in  his  place  in   that 
House.    He  thanked  the  noble  baron  for 
having  given  him  an  opportunity  upon  this 
occasion  of  answering,  not  only  what  he 
(Lord  King)  had  just  said,  but  also  the 
assertion  that  he  had  on  a  former  nisht 
made  an  unfounded  statement.     He  had 
not  quoted  at  all  from  the  pamphlet  .to 
which  the  noble  Baron  had  referred»<-he 
had  read   from  a  paper    (which  he  be. 
lieved  to  be  good  authority,  as  it  came  from 
a  highly  respectable  clergyman  in  his  dio. 
ces)  a  statement  to*  this  effect — that  there 
bad  appeared  in  a  certun  pamphlet.  In  one 
pawage,  that  Christ  Church  Oxford  re- 
oeived  4,700/1  a-year,  and  in  another  that 
it  received  4,500/.   a.year  for  tithes  from 
various  parishes  in  Wales.  Now,  it  appeared 
that  the  fact  was,  that  the  whole  value  of 
the  tithes  of  the  parishes  in  question  was 
only  S|000/.  a-year,  and  that  of  this  sum 
only  500/L  a-year    was   paid    to    Christ 
Church,   Oxford.     And,  such  being  the 
case,  was  not  the  author  guilty  of  a  mis. 
representation  ?  In  the  parish  of  Llandudno 
the  author  had  said,  that  the  tithes  were 
250/.,  and  that  the  curate  received  only 
68/.    a^year.     Now,    it  was  true,   that 
the  author  never   said  that  Archdeacon 
Jones,  to  whom  the  living  belonged,  re- 
ceived all  the  tithes,  but  he  had  left  that 
fact  to  be  supposed  by  all  his  readers.  The 
petition  which    was  presented   yesterday 
came  from  the  same  quarter  as  those  which 
had  been  presented  on  a  former  occasion. 
Mr.  Jobnes  was  in  London,  as  many  of 
their  Lordships  were  already  aware:  for 
he  had  written  to  the  editor  of  a  newspaper 
a  letter  contradicting  the  statements  wluch 
he  (the  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph)  had  made  in 
that  House,  and  had  requested  the  editor 
to  publish  that  letter  along  with  his  report 
of  the  proceedings  in  that  House.     That 
was  a  gross  breach  of  privilege,  but  cer- 
tainly not  worth  the  notice  of  their  Lord- 
ships.    He    understood  that  Mr.  Jobnes 
Baa  lost  considerably  by  the  publication  of 


his  pamphlet,  and  that  he  was  now  present* 
ing  petition!  in  order  to  get  a  sale  for  it  in 
that  manner.   He  would  not  say,  that  that 
pamphlet  abounded  with  falsehoods,  but 
he  would  say,  that  it  abounded  with  gross 
ml8representations.He  was  sorry  to  hear  the 
noble  Marquess,  on  a  former  occasion,  cast 
a  sneer  upon  a  most  respectable  clerg3rman 
in  his  diocess,  the  reverend  Mr.  Cleaver. 
A  better  man  did  not  exist,  and  he  only 
wished  the  noble  Marquess  to  imitate  the 
conduot  and  follow  the  exan^le  of  that 
clergyman,  who  gave  away  among  the 
poor  three  parts  c?  the  income  which  he 
derived  from  his  living.     Regarding  this 
gentleman  and  his  brother,  Mr.  Jobnes  had 
been  guilty  of  many  misrepreeentations. 
Mr.  Jobnes  had  also  given  a  list  of  all  the 
places  from  whieh  he  (the  Bishop  of  St 
Asaph)  derived  his  income.  The  description 
was  so  minute  that  a  stranger  must  suppose 
it  true,  for  he  fummed  up  all  the  items  by 
saying,  ^*  Total  amount  of  the  revenues  of 
the  Biahoij,  9,267/*  a-year/'    So  minute 
were  the  items,  that  any  person  reading 
them  must  aupposa  ti\at  Mr«  Johnes  had 
had  access  to  the  books  of  his  receiver.  He 
could  only  say,  that  he  wished  very  much 
that  hii  inoome  was  eoeb  as  Mr,  Jobnea 
had  desoribed  it  to  be.    Their  Lordships 
would  see,  tb&t  Mr,  Johnes's  statement  wat 
a  gross  misrepresentation  when  they  had 
befera  them  the  report  of  the  Eodeihstical 
Commissioners.    Mr.  Johnes  had  published 
another  letter  in  the  papers  v£  that  morn- 
ing, in  which  he  said  "  I  will  not  believe 
that  the  right  reverend  Pxdate   would 
charge  me  with  wilful  falsehood  on  li^ht 
grounds."    He     ashed    their    Lordships 
whether  they  were  to  be  called  to  account 
hi  consequence  of  paragraphs  in  newwapers. 
He  could  not  retraet  what  he  had  on  a 
fbrmer  evening  said;  on  the  eontrarf,  he 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  persist  in  aasertipg 
that  the  bocA  written  1^  Mr.  Johnea  con- 
tained very  gross  misrep]:e8entations,  and 
statements  that  were  untruet 

The  Marquess  cf  Wetindnster  said,  that 
after  the  very  pointed  manner  in  which  he 
had  been  alluded  to,  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  refrafai  from  troubling  their  Lord, 
ships  with  a  few  observations.  He  regretted 
that  the  right  reverend  Prelate  should  have 
made  the  remarks  which  he  had  done,  for 
as  he  (the  Marquess  of  Westminster)  had 
observed  upon  a  former  evening,  they  were 
made  upon  a  person  who  had  not  the 
advantage  of  being  entitled  to  answer  them. 
The  ri^t  reverend  Prelate  now  accused 
Mr.  Johnes  of  not  having  stated  some 
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liEiatt0ne6mctly  with  rasffd  to  tlie  tfosteea 
of  a  eertain  propertjr.  u  was  possible  tbat 
Mr.  Johixea  might  not  be  eonect  as  to  the 
exact  manner  in  whleh  the  revenues  in 
auestkm  were  distributed,  but  theie  seemed 
little  doubt,  ^bat  be  was  ocMreol  as  to  the 
revenues  themselves.  It  was  somewhat 
bard  on  the  gentleman  to  be  thus  attacked 
when  the  substance  c^.  his  statement  ap- 
peared to  be  well  (bunded.  The  right 
reverend  Prelate  had  made  seriaus  charges 
against  tbis  gentleman  on  a  former  oeca- 
rien,  and  he  now  tried  to  bolster  them  up 
by  bringing  forward  fresh  charges.  The 
right  reverend  Prelate  said^  that  he  had 
e^dence  that  Mr,  Johnes^  statements  were 
nntrqe,  and  he  referred  to  a  letter  which 
he  said  was  written  by  a  most  respectable 

Sentleman  to  prove  them  to  be  so.  That 
roueht  Ae  matter  round  to  the  question^ 
which  he  had  before  urged  to  the  House^ 
namdy,  that  they  should  probe  the  subject 
%o  the  bottom,  and  for  that  reason  heshoqld 
be  glad  to  call  the  peraena  who  could 
fllve  them  infbrmatlon  to  the  bar  of  the 
Hoqie.  The  petition  which  |he  right 
reverend  PrfJate  bcfote  refoHed  to,  as 
presented  in  the  other  House  of  BsrilameBt, 
did  not  mention  hii9>  but  the  right  reverend 
Prelate  had  chosen  to  take  it.  to  himself, 
and  to  direct  bis  ifcmarks  to  it,  and  to  attack 
the  person  who  had  presented  it.  The 
statement  which  had  subsequently  been 
published  in  a  morning  paper,  seemed  to 
htm  to  be  a  triumphant  answer  to  the 
right  reterend  Prelate;  but  then  the  right 
reverend  Prelate  said,,  that  the  publication 
of  that  statement  was  a  breach  of  their 
Lordships'  privileges.  If  it  was  so,  the 
printer  mighty  by  the  rules  of  the  House^ 
be  called  to  the  Bar,  and  he  should,  in  one 
respect,  b^  glad  to  se^  that  dpne-— namely, 
if  it  woqld  a^rd  an  opportunity  of  proving 
the  truth  of  the  statement.  As  to  the 
matter  of  privilege,  howeverj,  the  Orders  of 
tho  House  were  daily  n^ore  infringed  by 
the  attendance  of  persons  to  take  notes  of 
what  passed,  and  to  publish  them,  and  still 
more  again  by  the  remarks  made  on  the 
speeches  delivered  there  ;  but  the  custom  o( 
calling  people  to  the  Bar  fbr  these  things 
was  now  pretty  well  discontinued,  and  he 
must  say  that  it  seemed  .to  him  a  custom 
"  niorQ  honoured  in  the  breach  than  the 
ohiervance,'* 

JimiBs  (  Irblanb).!  Lord  Plankett 
moved  the  second  reamng  of  the  Juries 
(Ireland)  Bill.  • 

Lord  Carhery  could  not  let  this  Bill  pass 


without  makinff  some  ehaervBtiima  upon  it» 
and  declaring  that  he  was  strongly  oppoeed 
to  the  measure^  It  professed  to  be  a  bill 
l«r  the  consolidation  d  the  law  for  the 
sunmu>ning  of  Juries  in  Ireland.  A  more 
important  snbjeet  could  not  detain  their 
iiordships'  attention.  In  his  opinion  it 
had  been  hastily  introduced,  and  without 
any  sufficient  neoessity.  It  ought  to  be 
founded  upon  the  opinion  of  the  Judges, 
and  the  defects  of  the  preaent  system  ought 
to  be  distinctly  pointed  out  before  there 
was  any  attempt  made  to  change  it  In 
his  opinion  the  whole  intended  effect  of  the 
Bill  was  to  be  found  in  the  first  dause,  by 
which  men  who  held  a  freehold  of  10/. 
a^year  value  or  were  leaseholders  to  the 
amount  of  15/<,  were  to  be  put  upon  the 
Jury  list.  Why  many  of  these  persons 
oeuld  not  read  the  issue  they  would  have  to 
try,  and  many  of  them  were  even  ignorant 
of  the  English  language;,  yet  their  names 
were  to  te  put  into  the  book,  and  the 
Judges  would  have  no  power  of  objecting 
to  them.  If  this  Bill  were  to  pass  into  a 
law,  ha  was  convinced  that  there  would  be 
an  end  of  justice,  and  of  the  security  of  the 
lubject.  The  law  would  be  liaUe  to  be 
abused  by  a  bad  or  a  corrupt  Sheriff.  He 
was  confident  that  if  the  question  were 
put  to  the  Judges  of  Ireland^  whether  it 
was  necessary  Uiat  any  change  should  be 
made  in  the  law  relating  to  the  selection  of 
Jurors,  the  majority  of  them  would  he 
against  the  change,  and  so  would  the  majori- 
ty of  the  eminent  men  at  the  bar.  Instead  of 
an  improvement,  he  was  confident  that  a 
more  dangerous  mode  of  obtaining  Jurors 
had  never  been  introduced.  He  opposed 
this  Bill,  because  he  was  interested  in  the 
welfare  of  Ireland,  which  he  wa^  sure 
would  be  injuriously  affected  by  it. 

The  Barl  of  Wicklow  thought  it  would 
1)e  better  to  continue  the  present  system 
than'  to  adopt  that  which  was  now  pro- 
posed. It  was  a  curious  fact,  but  it  was 
perfectly  true,  that  among  the  institutions 
of  Ireland,  that  which  stood  pre-eminently 
fbrward  fbr  its  good  working  was  the  Jury 
system.  It  was  said,  that  the  Jury  system 
c^  the  two  countries  should  be  assimilated. 
Noble  Lords  opposite  would  better  exercise 
their  talents  and  patriotism  if  they  were  to 
attempt  to  assimilate  the  habits  of  the 
people  and  the  condition  of  the  two 
countries,  than  their  system  of  Jury  Laws. 
If  they  could  do  that,  then  they  might 
come  with  some  degree  of  plausibility  to 
Parliament,  and  ask  for  a  law  to  assimilate 
the  Jury  systems  of  the  two  countries.    If 
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there  was  one  evil  more  than  another  from 
which  Ireland  had  suffered^  it  was  from  the 
too  great  earnestness  to  introduce  laws 
adapted  to  a  rich  and  civilized  country,  and 
to  its  refinements,  into  a  country  not  thus 
happily  circumstanced.  It  was  said,  as 
another  reason  for  introducing  this  Bill, 
that  the  present  system  did  not  work  weU. 
That  was  a  most  manifest  error.  Let 
them  consult  the  twelve  Judges  on  that 
point.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  oppo- 
site had  done  him  the  favour  to  show  him 
a  letter  from  them  on  this  subject.  That 
letter  was  supposed  to  express  their  opinion 
in  favour  of  the  proposed  alteration.  It 
did,  in  fact,  say  no  sudi  thing.  Its  meaning 
was  nustaken.  Ke  would  undertake  to 
state,  that  so  far  from  saying,  that  the  pre- 
sent system  did  not  work  well,  they  were 
of  a  contrary  opinion.  They  desired  no 
change,  but  merely  said,  that  if  this  Bill 
was  to  pass,  certain  alterations  which  they 
mentioned  ought  to  be  made,  but  they 
thought  it  not  desirable  to  alter  the  law. 
Did  then  this  recommendation  of  change 
come  from  the  public  Commisnoners  m 
Ireland  ?  No,  it  did  not ;  for  those  Com- 
misnoners, in  their  i^cport,  say  that,  having 
inquired  of  the  Sheriffs  and  Sub-Sheriffi  as 
to  the  efficacy  of  the  present  Jury  lawa, 
their  answer  had  been  a  reonnunendation 
of  them  as  they  now  stood,  and  a  denial  of 
the  existence  of  any  possible  reason  why 
they  should  not  work  well.  From  whence, 
then,  did  this  Bill  come  ?  He  would  tell 
them.  It  came  from  a  learned  King's 
Counsel,  who  was  high  in  the  confidence 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  and  to  whose 
suggestions  they  were  ever  ready  to  listen. 
It  came  from  a  learned  person  in  a  silk 
gown,  who  had  continually  merited  all  the 
high  encomiums  which  had  been  pro. 
nounced  upon  him.  The  Bill  was  of  his 
recommendation,  and  it  must  be  considered 
by  their  Lordships  as  a  new  ingredient  in 
the  dish  of  sops  for  Cerberus  which  his 
Majesty's  Government  were  in  the  habit  of 
administering  to  that  learned  Gentleman. 
Their  Lordwipe  had  not  a  choice  whether 
they  could  reject  this  Bill-^such  an  alter- 
native was  not  left  them — ^because  the 
Government  was  pledged— most  unad. 
visedly,  as  he  thought— to  this  measure. 
It  was,  therefore,  impossible  that  they 
should  reject  it  Still  he  acknowledged, 
that  when  compared  with  the  last  Bill  on 
that  subject  which  had  been  before  their 
Lordships,  it  was  decidedly  of  an  improved 
character,  though  those  improvements  were 
not  so  great  as  their  Lordships  were  led  to 


believe  they  would  have  been.  He 
willingly  admitted,  that  it  was  devoid  of 
many  of  the  objections  which  were  ob. 
servable  in  the  other  Bill— that  in  regard 
to  %)ecial  Juries,  it  adopted  the  su0ge&. 
lions  of  the  kludges — but  its  main  faults 
still  remained.  The  Jury-book  must  be 
filled  with  names  from  a  dass  he  could  not 
approve.  Such  a  host  of  persons  were  ad. 
roitled — such  a  crowd  of  individuals  as 
would  disgrace  any  Court  of  Justice,  and 
he  sincerely  hoped  that  this  would  be  cor- 
rected in  the  Committee.  Their  Lordships 
must  all  know,  that  it  was  a  total  deviation 
from  the  Constitution,  to  make  a  money 
qualification  the  sole  qualification  for  these 
important  dudes.  The  old  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment on  this  subject,  particularly  of  the 
reign  of  £dwaid  3rd,  stated  that  ''chanuster 
and  intelligence"  were  leading  qualifications 
for  a  Juror-— that  ^'  the  most  efficient  and 
least  suspected"  individuals  were  the  proper 
persons  to  be  chosen.  The  SheriflTs  oath, 
too,  bore  strongly  upon  this  point;  and 
without  its  rep^  he  did  not  see  how  they 
could  pass  this  BilL  That  oath  distinctly 
requited  him  not  to  look  to  one  qualifica. 
tion  akme,  but  to  all  qualifications— -to 
see  that  every  person  called  as  a  Juror  was 
of  sufficient  standing  in  life  and  of  sufficient 
character.  This,  however,  he  should  endea. 
vDur  to  amend  in  Committee.  One  part, 
connected  with  which  there  would  be  the 
greatest  difficulty,  which  he  considered 
would  be  wholly  inoperative,  was  that 
which  devolved  such  heavy  and  responsible 
duties  on  Magistrates.  It  required  them 
to  hold  a  Spedal  Sessions,  to  take  and 
register  the  names  from  the  various  barony 
collectors.  Now,  he  had  long  acted  as  a 
Magistrate,  and  he  well  knew  Uie  difficulty 
of  the  duty  which  those  functionaries  had 
to  perform— -he  well  knew  the  labours  they 
had  to  go  through  at  Assises,  Sessions,  and 
Petty  Sessions.  He  well  knew  how  diffi- 
cult it  would  be  to  get  them  together ;  and 
if  got  together,  that  it  would  be  impossible 
that  the  book  could  be  formed.  These 
were  the  grounds  on  which  he  oould  not 
give  his  concurrence  to  this  Bill,  and  which 
would  induce  him,  in  the  Committee,  to 
move  such  amendments  as  he  thought  oal- 
culated  to  remedy  the  evils  which  he  found 
m  It 

Lord  Wynford  said,  their  Lordships  had 
done  wrong— they  had  indeed  been  guilty 
of  inflicting  a  grievous  injury  on  the  people 
of  Ireland,  by  voting  for  the  Coercive  BUI, 
if  there  was  any  pretence  whatever  for  the 
introduction  and  pasnng  of  the  present 
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measure.    Why  had  they  been  called  upon 
to  agree  to  that  Bill — ^why  had  they  con- 
sent^ to  adopt  it  ?    Because  they  were  led 
to  believe  that  Juries  in  Ireland  were  too 
subject  to  the  influence  of  popular  opinion^ 
and  too  subseryient  to  popular  feeling.  And 
yet  they  were  now  asked  to  pass  this  Bill 
which  gave  to  popular  feeling  a  greater 
sway,  and  a  stronger  power  than  it  had  ever 
before  been  allowed  to  assume.    He  should 
endeavour  to  prevent  his  noble  friend  who 
spoke  last,  from  proposing  any  Amend- 
ments in  tlie  Committee,  for  he  looked  upon 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  as  so  bad,  that  he 
shoiUd  move  the  House  to  reject  it  alto, 
lather.    Were  it  once  put  into  operation. 
It  would  soon  be  shown,  that  the  lives  of 
many  honest  men  were  no  longer  safe.    It 
w«8  asserted  to  be  a  good  and  sound  principle 
to  assimilate  the  law  of  Ireland  with  that 
of  this  country;  but  he  must  contend  with 
his  noble  friend,  that  before  they  could 
wisely,  and  therefore  safely  do  that,  they 
must  assimilate  the  people.    The  system 
which  was  so  admirable  in  England — so 
easy  in  its  working,  and  so  beneficial  in  its 
effects,  would,  he  was  satisfied,  if  applied  to 
Ireland,  prove  the  greatest  curse  that  could 
be  sent  into  that  country ;  for  it  would  not 
only    not  affi)rd  honest  men   protection 
against  danger,  but  it  would  actually  put 
honest  men  in  danger  of  their  lives  and  pro. 
perty.    But  he  greatly  blamed  the  Go- 
vernment in  this  matter.    There  was  no 
consistency  in  their  proceedings  in  thus 
bringing  forward  a  Coercive  Bill  to  cottect 
and  control  popular  feeling,  and  a  Jury  Bill 
to  give  it  energy  and  force.    Surely  they 
might  have  stated  some  good  that  was  to 
be  wrought  by  this  Bill — some  mischief 
which  required  a  departure  from  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Establu^ed  Jury  Laws  in  Ire- 
land.   Why    was  the    duty   which    had 
hitherto  devolved  upon  the  Sheriff  taken 
from  him  by  this  enactment  ?    Could  any 
man  state  that  ?    What  had  been  the  faults 
of  the  Sherifi— where  were  their  errors? 
They  were  called  upon  to  pass  an  im. 
putation  on  every  Gentleman  in  Ireland 
from   whom    Sheriffi    were    taken,    be. 
cause  there  was  a  movement  of  some  land 
or    other  in    Dublin.     Their   Lordships 
ought  to  maintain  some  proportion  between 
the  proposed   enactment  and  its    object. 
Now,  as  to  Special  Juries,  he  admitted  that 
the  present  Bill  was,  in  some  respects,  an 
improvement  on  the  F4nglish  Speoal  Jury 
system;  for  a  qualification  was  inserted 
after  the  name  of  merchants  to  the  efi^t 
that  Uiey  should  not  bo  merchants  by  re- 


tail.   In  his  own  experieqce,  under  the 
English  Jury  system,  he  had.  seen  two 
Baronets,  a  hi^er,  and  a   gentleman's 
servant,  on  the  same  Special  Jury.    A 
oomplobit  was  made  to  him  (Lord  Wyn. 
ford)  by  the  two  Baronets ;  but  he  told 
them  he  could  do  nothing,  for  that  he  could 
not  turn  those  men  out  of  the  Special  Juror's 
box  whom  the  law  had  placed  in  it.  Never- 
theless the  Bill  itself  was  sufficient  evidence 
that  there  was  not  a  sufficient  class  in  Ire- 
land from  which  to  form  the  Special  Juries 
as  there  provided.  It  might,  therefore,.hap- 
pen,  that  though  a  person  ought  to  be  tried 
by  a  Special  Jury,  he  mi^t,  nevertheless, 
be  in  fact  tried  by  a  Common  Jury.     The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  assimilate  the 
Irish  to  the  Euglish  system  of  Trial  by 
Jury.     Now>    fdthough    he    highly    ap- 
plauded the  alterations  in  the  Criminal 
Law,  which  had  some  years  ago  been  intro- 
duced by  a  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  was 
satisfied,  that  if  full  effect  had  been  given 
to  those  alterations,  crime  would,  in  a  great 
degree,  have  been  put  down,  and  the  con- 
tinuance of  capital  punishments  rendered 
less  necessary,  he  could  not  bestow  the  same 
commendation  on  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
Jury  Bill.    The  effect  of  that  Bill  had 
certainly  been  to  lower  the  .character  of 
Special  Juries  in  this  country.    Neverthe- 
less, it  might  have  made  Common  Juries 
more  like  Special  Juries,  but  it  also  mkde 
Special  Juries  something  worse  than  Com- 
mon Juries.     He  was  old  enough  to  re- 
member when  a  Special  Jury  at  Guildhall 
consisted  of  persons  who  were  generally  so 
well  informed  as  to  be  able  to  teach  the 
Judges  on  questions  of  commercial  law; 
but  It  now  happened  that,  by  the  accident 
of  the  ballot,  persons  were  put  on  Special 
Juries  at  the  Guildhall,  and  called  upon  to 
try  commercial  questions,  who  knew  no 
more  of  oommenual  law  than  the  crier  of 
the  court.    He  was  informed,  however,  by 
those  better  acquainted  with  Ireland  than 
he  was,  that  the  persons  qualified  under  the 
present  Bill  would  not  be  sufficient  to 
furnish  the  number  required  for  Special 
Juries  in  Ireland ;  and  that  it  would  prob- 
ably often  happen  in  practice  that,  when  a 
party  in  an  action  tned  to  get  a  Special 
Jury,  and  underwent  all  the  expenses,  he 
would  have  a  good  chance  of  having  his 
cause  tried  by  a  Common  Jury.     Under- 
standing that  the  Bill  was  in  opposition  to 
the  practical  experience  of  the  Irish  Judgesi, 
and  foreseeing   that  very  serious  conse. 
quenoes  would  follow  if  such  a  m^ure  be- 
came law  in  the  present  state  of  thQ  ooun- 
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try,  he  diould  movie»  by  way  of  Amend, 
nent,  that  the  Bill  shcudd  be  read  a  wdoaoA 
tine  this  day  six  months. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanrkarde  was  sur«. 
nrised  at  the  objections  uiged  by  the  kamed 
Lord  to  the  princi^  of  the  Bill,  that  it  was 
neither  more  nor  less  than  a  step  towards 
aanmilating  the  legal  institutions  of  £ng^ 
land  and  Irehnd.  Did  the  learned  Lmi 
eee  the  full  force  of  this  objection^  Uiai  if  it 
was  good  for  anything  as  an  argument^  it 
would  be  an  aigament  for  a  Repeal  of  the 
Union  ?  What  was  the  ground  on  which 
Mr.  Pitt  proposed  and  carried  the  Union? 
Was  it  not  that  it  was  the  best  means  %d 
assiniilating  the  institutions  of  the  two 
countries?  But,  then,  sud  the  learned 
Lord,  the  English  Jury  system  would  lead  to 
abuses  in  Ireland;  it  was  too  democratic 
in  princtple  for  the  present  condition  of 
that  oountry.  Why,  if  this  were  admitted 
as  an  objection,  then  Trial  by  Jury  should 
not  have  been  introduced  into  Ireland,  for 
it  had  led  to  abuses.  Why,  in  fairness, 
aigue  from  the  abuse  against  the  use  ?  If 
the  system  had  worked  well  in  England, 
why  not^extend  its  advantages  to  Ireland. 
But)  said  the  learned  Lord,  you  should 
first  assimilate  the  condition  and  moral 
habits  of  the  two  nations.  Why»  that  was 
the  very  object  contemplated  by  the  Bill. 
What  its  supporters  wanted  was,  to  induce 
that  confidence  in,  and  ref^pect  for,  the  laws 
in  Ireland,  which  had  so  long  been  the 
blessing  of  this  country.  In  Ireland  the 
people  m  general  had  no  confidence  in  the 
law  ;  they,  in  foct,  knew  those  who  admi« 
nistered  it  but  as  so  many  legalLeed  tyrants. 
The  law  to  them  was  but  a  machinery  of 
oppressaon,  instead  of  protection;  hence 
their  approving  sy  mpathiei  were  readily  ex-^ 
tended  to  its  violators  or  its  victims ;  who, 
instead  of,  as  in  this  happier  country,  being 
regarded  withoondemnation  andabhorrence, 
were  actually  sacred  in  the  ^es  of  their 
foUow-villagerg.  Having,  then,  no  confi. 
deooe  in  the  ordinary  tribunals,  and  thence 
no  respect  fiw  their  ordinances,  they  redress* 
ad  their  own  wrongs  as  they  could;  and  thus 
sevenge— which,  according  to  Bacon»  was 
but  a  kind  of  **  wild  lustioe"— became  in« 
vested,  in  the  eyes  of  the  lawless  ignorant 
Irish  marauders,  with  the  very  attribute, 
and  garb  of  a  virtue.  It  vvas  absurd  to 
attiifiite  the  deplorable  working  of  this 
mischievous  delusion  to  the  "  sa3rings  and 
doings'*  of  Mr.  CyCcmnell  and  his  followers. 
The  grievance  lay  deeper;  it  had  its  source 
in  centuries  of  misgovemment  and  opprea. 
mm ;  it  eould  only  be  remedied  by  inqpir.. 


ing  the  people  with  a  otmAitnce  ia  4te 
laws  and  institutions  lo  whith  they  owed 
allegiance.  All  that  the  efittators  did  was 
to  take  artful  advantage  of  the  unmtled 
state  of  the  public  mind  in  Ireland,  and  te 
stimulate  it  finr  their  own  aocdid  (HUpose^ 
But  let  them  convince  the  people  of  Ire*, 
land  that  the  miigovemnsent  and  oppressioa 
which  had  so  long  laid  waste  their  oountry 
was  at  an  end;  let  every  poor  Irishman^  at 
present  uncertain  of  the  very  means  of  ex- 
istenee^  with  famine  and  rapine  staring  him 
in  the  face,  the  only  dhoioe  M^  him  being 
to  starve  or  to  emigrate,  let  him  feel  that  he 
had  a  stake  in  the  country «-that  he  was 
not  to  starve  m  the  midst  of  {denty ;  let 
him  be  taught  to  have  oomfidence  in  the  law» 
and  tranquillity  would  not  be  violated* 
Let  him  tefi  thai  the  laws  were  meant  for 
his  protection,  and  not  as  a  machinery  to 
otopietthim^  and  they  might  laugh  to  scorn 
all  the  arts  of  all  the  a^^tatoTs  that  ever 
marred  the  peace  and  pnepetitj  of  any 
country.  Were  thev  sutprised  at  the  boh^ 
fluence  exercised  by  Mr.  O'Connell  and  his 
men  ?  The  wonder  was,  that  it  was  not 
greater,  for  tundy  no  more  fittine  tools 
and  ready  dupes  could  be  devised  raan  an 
excitable  people  soaded  on  by  physical 
want  and  political  oppression.  It  wnni 
therefor^  because  he  conceived  the  present 
Bill  was  calculated  to  induce  confidence  in 
the  jury  tribunals  in  Ireland,  and  thenoe 
respect  for  the  law\  that  he  would  give  it 
his  best  support.  To  say  that  it  was  demo* 
cratic  in  principle  was  no  objection,  unlasi 
it  was  clearly  shown  that  it  wmdd  call  into 
existence,  as  Jurors,  persons  whom  the  Irish 
would  less  confide  in  then  the  present  class 
of  Jurors,  and  that  could  not  heshown^  for 
the  contrary  was  the  fiict. 

Lord  Eilenborougk  presumed  that  the 
view  taken  of  the  measure  by  the  noble 
Baron  who  had  just  sat  down  was  different 
from  the  view  taken  of  it  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  law  in 
Ireland.  To  him  (Lord  Ellenborough)  it 
appeared  strange,  that  having  yesterday 
passed  a  Bill  to  take  away  Trial  by  Jury 
from  the  Irish  on  the  ground  of  its  in« 
adequacy  to  its  purpose,  their  Lordships 
were  now  called  on  to  pass  a  BiU,  which  if 
the  noble  Baron's  understanding  of  it  was 
correct,  was  intended  to  introduce  a  very 
inferior  class  of  persons  into  tfae  Juries  c{ 
Ireland.  In  a  moral  state  of  a  country 
there  oould  be  no  greater  advantage  than 
to  extend  the  numb^  of  persons  capable  of 
serving  upon  Juries,  but  in  a  demoralised 
state  it  was  highly  dangeroufl^  i8  it  exposed 
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tbea  to  be  acted  upon  either  by  intimid*- 
tioa  or  by  partUlityj  He  was  quite  sure 
that  the  mMt  and    learned    Lord    was 


anjuotts   for    the   fair   adminutration  of  drawn  &om  it^  and  thajt  its  ammus  migfat 
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justice^  and  that  he  would  acquiesce  in  any 
Amendment  that  would  improve  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Billtandmore  especially  thatwould 
show  the  animus  with  which  it  was  passed. 
For  it  sy[ipeared  to  him  that  there  was  not 
so  much  danger  &om  the  actual  provisions 
of  the  Bill  as  from  a  nusinterpretation  of 
the  motives  of  those  provisions.  What  he 
dreaded  was»  the  infetenoe  that  would  be 
drawn  frmn  the  enactments,  rather  than 
the  enactments  themselves.  If  the  BiU 
were  passed  in  quiet  times^  it  might  be 
attended  with  no  inconvenience,  but  being 
passed  in  very  unquiet  times>  he  feared  its 
efl^ts  might  be  iiyurioum  What  was  the 
gix>und«.work  of  the  Bill  ?  Had  any  com- 
plaint been  made  of  the  recent  practice 
with  respect  tQ  the  impaneling  of  Juries 
in  Ireland?  So  far  from  that,  the  Juries 
there  had  conducted  themselves  in  a  manner 
to  eaudte  astonishmeot,  and  had  given  more 
courageous  and  better  verdicts  than  could 
have  been  expected.  And  why  ?  In  con. 
sequence  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
Shed&  had  exercised  their  functions.  The 
noble  Lord  referred  to  the  evidence  which 
was  given  before  a  Committee  <^  the  Lords 
<m  that  sul^ect,  in  order  to  prove  the  good 
composition  of  Juries  in  Ireland*  It  was 
rarely  that  he  diffiered  from  his  noble  and 
learned  friend  behind  him ;  hot  he  doubted 
whether  his  noble  and  leamed  friend  was 
^  light  in  sttpposingi  that  the  Bill  originated 
with  Mr.  OXk)aneU;  because  he  held  in 
his  hftnd  evidence  given  on  oath  by  that 
hon.  and  leamed  Gentleman  of  a  contrary 
tendemgr*  The  noUe  Lord  read  Mr. 
O'Connell's  evidence^  &<^  which  he 
deduced  the  inference^  that  even  now  the 
Sheci£  in  Ireland  were  not  enabled  to 
select  a  sufficient  number  of  proper  persons 
for  Special  Juries*  And  yet,  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  bring  inferior  peraons  mto 
Special  Juries,  instead  of  superior  persons, 
which  were  required.  He  was  quite  avrare, 
however,  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  wece 
ooamitted  to  the  Bul;  and  he  regretted 
it,  because  he  could  see  no  reason  for  the 
measure.  But,  at  any  rate,  it  was  desirahie 
that  no  false  inference  should  be  drawn 
from  it.  He  thought^  therefoxe,  that  it  would 
be  well  to  provide,  that  the  Sheriff  should 
have  the  power  of  adding  to  the  book  the 
names  of  any  persons  qualified,  but  omitted 
by  the  Magistrates.    For  the  apprehension 


be  admittad— but  that  qualified  penoiis 
should  be  omitted.  If  the  BiU  were  so 
amended,  that  no  fidse  inference  might  be 


be  shown,  it  might,  perhaps,  be  productive 
of  some  advantage. 

The  Earl  of  Uoden  wished  to  sl»te  the 

S^und  upon  which,  in  addition  to  those 
ready  stated  by  his  noble  friends  near 
him,  he  opposed  the  Bill,  which  he  conn^ 
dered  a  most  dangerous  measure.  That 
ground  was,  that  the  present  Judges  of 
Ireland  were  unanimously  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  the  measure— namely,  the 
Juror's  Book.  He  deeply  regretted,  that 
the  noble  and  leamed  Lonl  had  brou^t  it 
forward.  There  was  no  good  reason  why 
any  change  should  be  made  in  the  present 
mode  of  striking  Juries  in  Ireland.  But  as 
his  noble  and  leamed  friend  near  him  hnd 
observed,  it  was  a  sop  given  to  Cerberus. 
It  was  for  the  purpose  of  redeemiuff  an 
unfortunate  pledge,  although  at  a  nSk  of 
the  lives  and  property  of  his  Majesty  s  loyal 
subjects  in  Ireland. 

Lord  Plunkeii,  in  reference  to  the  ex- 
pression which  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  r^eated,  after  the 
noble  Lord  opposite--* namely,  that  the 
Bill  was  a  sop  to  Cerberus,  declared  himself 
at  a  loss  to  know  the  meaning  of  the 
expression.  If  he  were  compelled  to  guess 
who  was  meaut  by  Cerberus,  he  should  say 
that  he  supposed  Mr.  O'ConnelL  Whether 
Mrw  (yCobnell  would  be  a  proper  guardian 
for  the  place  <^  which  Cerberus  was  the 
keeper,  it  was  for  the  noble  Lords  to  say  ; 
but  he  (Lord  Plunkett)  had  not  introduced 
that  leamed  Gentleman  in  any  such  dia- 
racter  to  their  Lordships.  Too  much 
stress  had  been  laid  on  the  name  and 
infiuenoe  of  that  Gentleman,  for  he  oould 
assure  their  Lordships  that  he  was  not  to 
be  induced  to  brine  in  a  Bill  beoaiise  Mr. 
OXknmdl  appni^  of  it,  or  to  be  diverted 
fnnn  bringing  in  a  bill  beeaose  Mr. 
O'Conndl  disi^iproved  of  it  All  that  he 
asked  himself  was,  if  a  measure  was  a  fair 
and  a  proper  onob  But  then  never  was  a 
more  wild  and  ridieulous  supposition,  than 
that  the  present  BiU  origiaated  in  any 
suggestxm  of  Mr.  O'ComielL  It  wm 
founded  on  the  measure  which  had  been 
introdueed  by  Sir  Robert  Peel,  who  oeiv. 
tainly  was  not  very  likely  to  act  in  concert 
with  Mr.  O'Conndl.  l£  this  w«te  a  BiU 
intended  to  conciliate  Mr.  O'CoansU,  he 
(Lord  Plunkett)  found  himself  in  good 
company  in  propoflsog  it,  for  it  was  sot 


by  me  Magistrates.    For  the  apprehension   company  m  proposmg  it,  for  U  was  sot  hia 

waa-HM)t  that  unqualified  pemoaf  abould  I  BiU  akme  s  it  was  l£ewm  the  BiU  of  Ae 
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right  hoD.  Gentleman  who  lately  held  the 
office  of  Chief  Secretary  of  Ireland^  and  of 
the  Solicitor-General  of  Ireland,  as  well  as 
of  Sir  Rohert  Peel.  It  was  not  a  measure 
founded  on  any  new  principles:  it  was 
founded  on  practical  knowledge,  for  the 
p^reatest  part  of  it  had  already  been  adopted 
in  England,  The  noble  Baron  had  taunted 
them  with  wishing  to  assimilate  the  laws 

^  of  Ireland  to  those  of  England.  Did  the 
noble  Lord  mean  to  say  that  it  was  not 
right  to  do  so  ?  He  (Lord  Plunkett)  did 
not  mean  to  say,  that  a  difference  ought  not 
to  be  made  in  the  laws,  according  to  the 
habits  of  the  country  for  which  they  were 
intended.  He  allowed  it,  and  acting  upon 
that  principle,  had  made  such  alterations 
as  he  thought  necessary,  in  order  to  suit 
the  laws  in  force  on  the  subject  in  England 
to  the  state  of  Ireland.  And  would  the 
noble  Lord  say,  that  it  was  improper  thus 
to  assimilate  the  laws  of  the  two  countries  ? 
For  his  part,  he  should  consider  that  it 
would  not  only  be  absurd,  but  dangerous, 
to  act  on  a  contrary  principle.  He  regretted 
that  noble  Lords,  in  discussing  the  measure, 
had  not  confined  themselves  to  the  consi- 
deration of  the  question  before  them,  but 
had  wandered  nom  it  in  order  to  make 
unnecessary  attacks  on  the  Government. 
It  had  been  said,  that  this  was  an  improper 
time  for  the  introduction  of  such  a  measure ; 
that  it  was  not  at  the  very  time  when  they 
had  passed  a  Coercion  Bill  which  might 

*  abolish  trials  by  Jury  in  Ireland,  they 
should  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  Regulation 
of  Juries.  He  could  not  ame  with  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  made  that  assertion. 
He  thought  that  there  could  not  be  a  more 
appropriate  time  to  introduce  a  measure 
for  the  improvement  of  the  administration 
of  justice  in  Ireland,  than  at  the  time  when 
it  was  found  necessary  to  employ  harsh 
measures  for  the  suppression  of  toe  disturb, 
anoes.  It  would  show  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, that  the  Government,  while  they 
were  ready  to  adopt  efiectual  means  for  the 
suppression  of  those  disturbances,  were 
likewise  ready  to  improve  the  administnu 
tion  of  the  law.  It  was  by  a  gradual  suc- 
cession of  such  improvements  that  they 
could  hope  to  put  an  end  to  that  terrible 
statute,  and  rdieve  the  people  from  its 
operation.  The  noUe  Lord  had  said,  that 
the  present  measure  would  destroy  the 
characters  of  Jurors.  Was  the  noble  Lord 
aware  of  the  qualificaiion  which  entitled  a 
man  to  be  a  Juror  as  the  law  at  present 
stood?  What  did  their  Lordships  think 
was  the  qualification  ?    From  the  manner 


in  which  the  noble  Lord  had  expressed 
himself,  they- must  tl^nk  that  ihequalifiiau 
tion  could  not  be  less  than  100^  at  the  very 
least.  No ;  the  qualification  was^  that  the 
claimant  dbould  be  in  possession  of  a  4>0«. 
frec^ld.  And  the  oiuy  difference  made 
by  the  present  Bill  was,  that  the  persons 
qualified,  instead  of  hdng  as  formerly, 
40ff.  freeholders,  should  be  \5L  lease- 
holders: a  change  which  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  consider  an  improvement. 
The  noble  Lord  had  likewise  said,  that  the 
change  in  the  qualification  of  Jurctfs  was 
made  in  opposition  to  the  opinion  of  the 
Judges.  Now  the  fact  was  directly  the 
reverse;  for  they  had,  in  direct  terms, 
approval  of  the  contemplated  change  in 
the  qualification.  He,  therefore,  thought 
that  he  had  a  right  to  complain  that  the 
noble  Banm  shoula  have  stated  that  he  had 
brought  fbrwaxd  that  measure  in  opposition 
to  theopinionsof  the  Judges.  Hehaaagreat 
respect  for  the  great  learning  and  expenenoe 
of  the  Judges  of  Ireland;  but  he  could  not 
allow  that  their  Lordships  were  not  to 
legislate  on  the  laws  of  that  country  with* 
out  their  consent,  or  even  in  opposition  to 
their  opinions.  That,  however,  was  not  the 
case  in  the  present  instance,  for  they  did 
approve  of  the  measure.  He  denied  another 
assertion  made  by  the  noble  Baron-— 
namely,  that  that  Bill  had  been  formerly 
rejected  by  the  House  when  brou^t  befi>re 
them.  That  was  not  the  case.  The  Bill 
had  been  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  of 
the  House ;  but  before  the  Committee 
could  make  any  Report  the  Parliament  was 
prorogued,  and  was  soon  afterwards  dis» 
solved,  by  which  all  the  previous  proceedings 
fell  to  the  ground.  He  now  came  to  the 
main  objection  stated  by  the  noble  Lord. 
The  noble  Lord  objected  to  the  clause 
which  took  from  the  Sheriff,  who  is  the 
sworn  officer  of  the  Crown,  the  privilege  of 
choosing  Jurors,  which,  as  the  law  at 
present  stood,  was  possessed  by  the  Sheriff 
The  noble  Lord  stated  very  justly  and 
properly,  that  the  amount  of  property  was 
not  the  proper  criterion  by  which  to  judge 
of  the  qualifications  of  a  man  for  that  duty. 
He  (Lord  Plunkett)  did  not  deny,  that 
there  was  some  difficulty  in  that  part  of 
the  measure,  and  he  had  taken  oonsiderable 
pains  to  conrider  it;  and  he  would  then 
state  how  he  hoped  to  overcome  the  objec* 
tion.  By  the  Bill  before  them,  the  Barony 
collectors  were  to  make  returns  of  the 
names  of  all  persons  within  their  district 
who  were,  by  right  of  property,  qualified 
to  sit  as  Jurorst    In  England  that  doty 
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was  perfonned  by  the  Overseers  of  the 
Poor>  bat  there  bemg  no  Overseers  of  the 
Poor  in  Irekbd^  he  could  not  follow  that 
put  of  Sir  Robert  Peel's  BilL  The  returns 
were  to  be  made  by  the  Collectors  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Peace,  and  the  Justices  were 
empoweied .  at  the  Quarter  Sessions  to 
stnSke  out  the  names  of  all  improper  persons, 
and  to  add  the  names  of  such  as  were 
entitled  to  have  their  names  inserted. 
Thane  was  also  a  clause  inserted  which 
specially  reserved  to  the  Sherifis  all  the 
jurisdiction  which  th^  had  as  the  law  at 
present  stood.  He  thought  that  the  noble 
caron  would  more  readily  approve  of  that 
port  of  the  BiU>  when  he  was  told  that  it 
was  adopted  on  the  suggestion  of  the 
Twelve  Judges.  He  would  add,  that  he 
meant,  if  the  Bill  went  into  Committee,  to 
add  a  clause,  by.  which  retail  dealers  might 
be  added  to  the  list  of  Special  Jurors,  if 
they  proved  that  they  were  in  possession  of 
the  sum  of  5,000/.  The  noble  Lord  con. 
eluded  by  saying,  that  so  far  from  consider- 
ing it  improper  to  introduce  the  Bill  on 
account  of  the  Bill  which  had  lately  passed 
that  House,  the  passing  of  that  measure 
was  a  strong  reason  why  the  present  should 
be  adopted. 

Lord  Wynford's  Amendment  negatived* 
and  the  Bill  read  a  second  time. 
The  following  Protest  against  the  Second 

reading  of  the  Bill  was  entered  on  the 

Joumds. 

''  DiasENTiENT-i-Because  I  believe  the 
principle  on  which  a  change  hi  the  present 
practice  is  made,  and  the  provision  for 
forming  a  Juror's  Book,  by  this  Bill,  is 
contrary  to  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the 
Twelve  Judges  of  Ireland,  and  will  render 
insecure  the  lives  and  properties  of  his 
Majesty's  loyal  subjects  in  Ireland. 

"  Cl<A14BBA88ILL  (Rodcu.) 

"  Wtnford. 
"  Kbnton. 
'*  Cabbbrt." 


■«»»#»* *#  »»»» ■  ■ 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  April  2,  1833. 

liiNVTis.]  Pipen  ordcKd.  On  fbe  MoCioo  of  Ue,  E. 
RuTHTBir,  Copiet  of  the  wvcnl  BUli  oC  Cotti  ftmiihed 
by  the  Iriih  Crown  SoUdton  In  aO  Ciies,  linoe  the  5th 
Jifly.  1831,  IB  Aeeoqnt  oC  all  Money  paid  on  AoooanC  of 
Hid  Bilk  of  Cotti.^'On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Sranra  Ricn, 
the  Number  of  Pariihet  in  whidi  the  pnnriiiona  of  the 
Aettnd  and  Srd  William  4Ch«  cs|k  96,  had  been  adopted. 

New  Wiit  imed.    For  the  Borough  of  Dundee,  in  the  room 
of  0«  KiMLOCH,  Biq.,  deuBaMKJ. 

Bilb.  Readaieeondtime: — Cuatoroii  Wharlii Conveying; 

-    SlalRkid  Indemnity. 

FMitkKS  pNMDMU  Py  lift  QVhhtf  ftwk  CsmWdga, 


against  the  Diiiufbanwi  (Irelaod)  BUL— ^By  Mr.  D. 
RocRs.  ikom  Limeikk.  agalmt  the  Duty  on  6oq^-« 
By  Mr.  Crarlsb  Kjucara  Tthtjb,  ftom  Chard» 
agafaist  the  Poaonal  Eitate  Tax{  ftom  the  FoliticBl 
Union  of  Yeovil,  agahiit  the  Tasea  on  Kwiwledget 
ftwn  the  aame  Placet  and  by  Mr.  Conman*  ftom 
Totnen,  for  Fjrtendtng  the  Right  of  Electian  of  M^is- 
trates  in  Corporate  Towna. — ^By  Mr.  Stuabt  MACKunxi, 
fton  Eddeftont  by  Admiial  FLvmie,  from  StnthMaB* 
and  Baldemockt  and  by  Mr.  Mazwbu^  from  Priileyc 
against  the  present  System  of  Church  Patronage  in  Scot- 
land.— By  Mr.  R.  ptWkU),  from  the  Rand-loom  Weavcn 
of  Ola^sDw,  lbraBoardafTrade,a&dlteRdSsC— ByMr. 
TflMMTaoM,  Arom  St.  Mary,  Ncwingfeont  and  by  Mr. 
WiQNBY,  fhnn  Brighton,  against  the  AsKssed  Taxes.— By 
Mr.  JoRir  PaHTOW ,  ftom  Rochdale,  by  Mr.  Caltsit, 
Arom  Bishop  Startftxds  by  Mr.  Taaaatwmm,  ftom  the 
Opentives  of  sereral  Cotton  MiUsi  by  Mr.  Hum,  ftom 
the  Manufacturing  ptntlon  of  the  County  of  Gloucester,  in 
tnoar  ot  a  Factories  Regulation  BUI.— By  Mj||or 
BsAocLBRK,  ftom  HoTsham,  ftnr  a  Repeal  of  the  Sep. 
tennial  Act,  Vote  by  Ballot,  and  an  KitiTisinn  of  the 
Franchise  I  ftom  Henfleld,  agahist  the  Assessed  Taxes.— 
By  Mr.  Catlst,  ftom  three  PhHses,  against  the  present 
DisablUties  of  the  Dissenters.— By  Mr.  H.  Osattam, 
ftom  two  Places,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Unkmi— .By  Mr. 
Hums,  ftom  several  Places,  against  the  Abuses  praistised 
in  Coarpontions. — Fkom  Cliddiester,  and  odier  Plaeest 
for  Rdief  ftom  Taxation;  ftom  Stansfldd,  against Tithat 
from  several  Political  Unions,  for  Universal  SuAag*b 
Vofe  4by  Ballot,  and  Triennial  Parllaiimi^st  and  ftom 
Chatham,  &&,  agahist  the  Distnzbanoes  (Ireland)  BilL— . 
By  McsiTk  Cayut,  TowMLar,  HaTarr,  WasoirooB. 
LsRNAaD,  A.  PsLBAM,  and  Sir  O.  Obby,  ftom  a  grsnt 
Number  of  Pbw»s,— against  Slavcfy.-^y  Mr.  TmrMTaon, 
Mr.  HoMa,  BCr.  G.  ViRiroir,  and  many  othen,  ftom  a 
Number  of  Pliott,— Ibr  a  Better  Observance  of  llie 
Sabbath. 

Distress  —  Hand-loom  Weavers.] 
Mr.  [John  Fielden  presented  a  petition 
from  Padiham,  Lancashire^  complaining 
of  distress,  and  stating  that  the  township 
contains  a  population  of  3,529  persons* 
and  that  246  families,  or  altogether  1,381 
persons,  had  been  visited  in  January  last ; 
that  all  of  these  capable  of  work,  except- 
ing four  were  in  full  employment;  that 
their  average  income  in  wages  only 
amounted  to  Is.  9(2.  and  three-eighths  of 
a  penny  a  head  per  week ;  that  the  rent, 
fuel,  light,  and  repairs,  of  the  implements 
on  which  they  work,  amounted  to  6d.  and 
one-eighth  of  a  penny  per  head  per  week ; 
leaving  these  poor  persons  only  \s,  3d. 
and  one-eighth  per  head  per  week  for  food 
and  clothing.  The  hon.  Member  stated, 
that  this  was  one  of  those  townships  of 
Lancashire  where  hand-loom  weaving 
formed  a  principal  branch  of  the  employ- 
ment of  the  poor,  and  was  one  of  those 
comprised  in  the  survey  of  thirty*five 
townships,  of  which  he  (Mr.  Fielden)  had 
circulated  the  result,  and  should  take  an 
opportunity  of  placing  a  copy  in  the  hands 
of  every  hon.  Member  of  the  House  to 
morrow  morning.  The  petitioners  stated 
further,  that  Ute  whole  sum  received 
by   these  poor   persons  in    popr-rfttsi 
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acnountad  to  no  more  than  lOL  8<.  2^d. 
a-w«tk.    Th«  ^lition  wm  mmt  cetpot^t- 
ably  signed,  havifij^  the  names  of  the  clergy- 
man of  the  Establifthed  Church  of  the  |»lace, 
of  ihe    ChufchwanleDa   and  Overteers, 
and  moat  of  the  respecuble  persons  in 
the  township,  affixed  to  it.    Mr«  Fiddea 
preaenied  another  from  Blachinworth  and 
Calderbrook,  complaining  of  similar  dis- 
tress; and  the  hon»  Member  staled  that  a 
Ifreat  proportion  of  the  poor  persons  tn  this 
township  were  in  the  employ  of  himself 
and  his  partners;   and  the   allegations 
contained  in  the  petitions  he  of  his  own 
knowledge  knew  to  be  true*    The  inoome, 
for  food  and  clothing,  which  the  families 
visited  tn  this  township  received  for  each 
person  for  one  week,  was  only  1j»  Qd^,^  that 
IS,  for  food  and  clothing;  and  the  Poor- 
rate  distributed  amongst  them  amounts  to 
only  \L  lu  5d.\  that  out  of  l^Oll  per- 
sons visited  in  this  township,  there  were 
only  three  out  of  employ  who  were  capable 
of  working,  the  others  being  in  full  work. 
{Several  hon.  Members  had  at  divers  times 
expressed  doubts  as  to  the  truth  of  the  ex- 
lent  of  the  distress  which  he  had  repre- 
sented to  the  House.    He  regretted  ex- 
ceedingly that  such  doubts  should  be  en- 
tertained, because  it  was  calculated  to 
titevent  inquiry,  and  to  delay,  if  not  de- 
bat  a  remedy  for  this  distress.    What  had 
been  stated  by  him  was  either  true  or 
false;  and  if  hon.  Members  residing  in 
the  neighbourhood   where  this    distress 
was  represented  to  exist,  would  take  the 
pains  to  inform  themselves  on  the  subject, 
as  he  (Mr.  Fielden)  had  done,  he  was  sa- 
tisfied they  would  arrive  at  the  same  con- 
elusions*     He  had  also  to  present  petitions 
from  Langfieid,  Marsden,andBarrOwford, 
complaining  of  similar  distress :  also  one 
from  the  forest  of  Roesendale,  embracing 
eight  townships  enumerated  in  the  survey 
to  which  he  had  before  alluded,  and  one 
petition  from  the  township  of  Haslingden ; 
ell    complaining  of  the  same    distress. 
Upon  these  the  hon.  Member  remarked 
that  the  inhabitant  of  these  townships 
were  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  silk, 
of  cotton,  and  of  woollen :  the  petitions 
were  most  numerously   and  respectably 
sinied,  having  the  names  of  all,  or  nearly 
all,  the  ministers  of  the  Established  Church 
in  the  several  townships,  theChurchwardens 
and  Overseers,  many  respectable  profes- 
sional men,  and  many  of  the  most  respect- 
able manufecturere  and  tradesmen  in  the 
district  from  which  they  came,  and  he 


could  assure  the  House  that  tbe^ntiliooecs 
were  labouring  under  the  severest  distress. 
To  show  the  wretchedness  of  these  poor 
people,  nearly  the  wholeof  whom  were  infuU 
employ  (a  fact  which  should  not  be  for- 
gotten, and  which  was  the  worst  feature 
in  the  case,  because  it  was  not  want  of 
employment,  but  want  of  adequate  wagep 
for  that  employment),  he  could  not  re* 
frain  from  readmg  a  letter  which  he  had 
received  from  a  respeoiable  dissenting 
BStnister,  though  in  humble  life,  in  which 
was  described  the  privation  and  suffering 
under  which  thev  laboured.  The  hon. 
Member  read  the  letter  as  follows :  *  The 

*  distress  we  have  witnessed  in  taking  thia 

*  survey  is  almost  inexpressible.    Had  I 

*  not  been  an  eye-witness  of  the  state  of 
'  the  labouring  poor  therein  contained,  i 
'  should  not  have  credited  their  wretdbed 
'  and  miserable  condition.    In  some  fo- 

*  milies  of  six,  seven,  or  eight  in  number, 
'  we  find  only  one  bed,  and  a  lap  or  two 

*  of  straw.  The  mistress  of  one  lamilv  in 
'  particular,  of  seven  in  number,  said  they 
'  had  only  one  blanket,  and  that  nearly 

*  worn  out,  and  nothing  for  the  cradle, 

*  except  an  old  cloak.  Ine  clothing  of  a 
'  large  number  of  them  is  not  worth  more 
*than  6$.  or  8&,  and  one  or  two  years' 
'  rent  behind  ;  the  nauseous  smells,  and 

*  the  miserable  aspect  of  some  of  the  in- 
'  habitants,  are  truly  distressing,  and  many 
'  there  are  that  say  they  have  not  the 

*  means  of  procuring  soap  either  to  cleanse 
'  themselves  or  what  should  be  their  linen. 
'  We  are  conscious  that  we  have  not  uoder- 
'  rated  their  income,  nor  exceeded  their 
'  number. — (Signed)  Edward  Ash- 
'  WORTH.  P.  S« — Potatoes  to  dinner — half 

*  a  pound  of  mutton  fat  served  five  meals 
'  for  five  in  a  family,  thin  oatmeal  porridge 
'  for  breakfast  and  supper-^bedding  and 
'  clothing  miserable — liUle  children  in  the 

*  cradle  only  straw  to  lie  on,  and  covered 
'  with  a  cotton  fent/  The  House  would 
perhaps  allow  him  to  explain  that  this 
<'  cotton  feat*'  was  the  remnant  of  the 
web,  at  the  end  of  every  warp,  which  is 
about  a  yard  in  length,  and  istne  custom- 
ary perquisite  of  the  weaver ;  it  wes,  in 
short,  a  yard  of  cotton  calico.  The  hon. 
Member  next  presented  a  petition  from 
Castleton— the  town  of  Rochdale  behig 
pcurtly  situated  in  that  township,  and  the 
manufacture  there  is  flannel,  woollens,  and 
cotton,  but  principally  the  two  former — 
complaining  of  similar  distress,  and  stat- 

iuguiai  tiw^acftsegs^  the  wprl^  peoph 
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oolv  auKHiBtedy  after  the  reduction  neces- 
sarily iocorredy  to  It*  Id,  and  seven- 
^ghths  of  a  penny  per  week,  for  each  in- 
dividual  of  the  families  visited,  for  food 
and  clothing;  that,  of  2|427  persons 
visited,  there  were  only  Beventy-sevea 
persons  capable  of  work  who  were  out  of 
empby.  The  others  were  in  full  employ. 
He  was  glad  to  see  the  hoo«  member  lor 
Rochdale  (Mr.  Fenton)  in  his  place ;  and 
he  would  hand  over  the  petition  to  him,  in 
order  that  he  mi^ht  bear  testimony  to  the 
respectability  of  those  who  had  signed  it, 
there  being  the  names  of  many  of  his  best 
friends  attached  to  it.  He  had  also  to 
present  petitions  from  Spotland,  Wardle- 
worthy  and  Woerdle  and  Wardle,  all 
situate  in  and  near  Rochdale^  complaining 
of  similar  distress ;  and  it  was  worthy  of 
observation,  that  the  work  in  which  these 
poor  people  were  engaged  was  of  a  de- 
scription which  had  not  much  competition 
from  power-looms;  and,  therefore,  the 
argument  that  power-looms  caused  the 
distress  could  not  bear  upon  this  subject, 
and  was  indeed,  here  shown  to  be  untrue. 
He  had  another  petition  from  the  town- 
ship of  Blackburn,  siened  by  seven  per- 
sons who  had  made  the  survey  before  al- 
luded to,  which  stated  that  the  township 
contained  a  population  of  27,091  persons : 
that  1,738  families,  containing  in  all 
9,772  persons,  had  been  visited  by  the 
petitioners:  that  there  were  only  452  per- 
sons capable  of  working,  who  were  not  in 
full  employment:  that  the  total  weekly 
vagjBB  of  the  families  visited  amounted  to 
828L  I9s.  Id.  a-week,  being  an  average 
of  Is.  Sd.  and  three-eighths  of  a  penny  for 
each  person:  that  the  average  rent  for 
each  person  amounted  to  3d,  and  five- 
eighths  of  a  penny  per  week,  and  fuel, 
light,  and  other  indispensable  outgoings 
were  threepence-halfpenny  per  week; 
these  two  last  items  being  7d.  and  one- 
eighth,  which,  being  deducted  from  Is. 
8 J.  and  three-eighths  (gross  income),  left 
only  Is.  l^d,  for  food  and  clothing  for  each 
individual  for  one  week,  in  the  9,779 
persons  in  the  families  visited  by  the  pe- 
titioners: that  the  parish  relief  received 
amongst  the  families  visited  amounted  to 
no  more  than  24{.  12s.  Sd.  per  week.  He 
had  received  a  letter  from  a  most  respect- 
able professional  man  in  the  town  of  Black- 
bum,  stating  that  the  petitioners  who  had 
made  this  survey,  were  men  of  respecta- 
bility in  their  situations  of  life,  and  that 

be  Deliered  that  the  examioations  bad 


been  carefully  made,  and  were  as  correct 
as  it  was  possible  to  get  up  such  returns. 
Mr.  Pielden  regretted  that  any  attempt  to 
discredit  these  statements  Snould  nave 
been  made,  for  he  believed  them  to  be 
substantially  true.  He  had  tsJken  great 
pains  to  inform  himself  on  this  suUect, 
both  amongst  those  workmen  whom  he  nim- 
self  employed*  and  by  inquiring  of  others 
in  similar  employments.  In  giving  direc- 
tions for  these  surveys,  be  had  desired  the 
parties  to  visit  those  families  only  whose 
average  income  from  wages  for  the  whole 
of  the  family  did  not  exceed  2s.  6d.  a 
head  a-week,  and  this  had  been  in  most 
instances  observed,  but  in  some  cases  de- 
parted from;  and  there  was  one  which 
now  came  to  his  mind  that  he  could  not 
help  adverting  to— that  was,  the  township 
of  Trawden,  near  Pendle-hill,  in  Lan- 
cashire^ where  the  visitors  had  given  the 
result  of  the  survey  of  almost  all  the  families 
in  the  township.  The  population  is  2,851. 
and  there  were  2,480  persons,  six-sevenths 
of  the  whole  number  in  the  township  ), 
whose  average  income  per  head  a-week, 
applicable  for  food  and  clothing,  did  not 
amount  to  more  than  twopence-nalfpenny 
per  head  a-day,  and  the  whole  of  the 
families  visited  were  in  full  employment. 
It  was  lamentable  to  him  to  have  to  detail 
an  account  of  such  distress ;  he  knew  how 
painful  it  was  to  hon.  Members  to  hear 
such  statements  repeated  in  the  House ; 
but,  believing  them,  as  he  sincerely  did, 
to  be  true  accounts,  the  subject  appeared 
to  him  to  be  so  important  and  so  worthy 
of  the  serious  attention  of  the  Legislature, 
that  if  he  did  not  make  these  representa- 
tions, however  unpalatable,  he  snould  be 
guilty  of  the  grossest  dereliction  of  duty. 
He  would  only  observe,  in  passing,  that 
he  had  laboured,  for  many  years,  to  pre- 
vent this  reduction  in  the  value  of  labour, 
but  without  success ;  he  and  others  had 
petitioned  this  House  over  and  over  again. 
In  1829,  he  and  a  number  of  other  manu- 
facturers, had,  through  the  medium  of 
Lord  Stanley,  sent  a  memorial  to  Mr.  Se- 
cretary Peel,  detailing  the  distress  which 
had  been  then  of  many  years*  standing  ; 
but  instead  of  receiving  relief,  soldiers, 
with  their  accompaniments,  were  sent 
down,  and  consumed  the  food  which  was. 
so  much  wanted  for  these  poor  people  I 
This  distress,  had  been,  by  some,  denied, 
and  the  argument  used  was,  that  the 
hands  employed  in  mills  were  better  paid 
for  their  litbour.    But  this  was  no  answer 
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to  rebut  the  fact  of  this  distress  amongst 
these  poor  persons.  It  was  true  that  those 
families  employed  in  mills  did  receive 
better  wages ;  but  it  should  not  be  lost 
sight  of,  that  for  one  person  employed  in 
mills,  he  believed  that  there  were  three, 
at  least,  employed  in  this  other  descrip- 
tion of  work,  which  was  so  inadequately  paid 
for ;  and  the  price  for  labour  in  mills  was 
being  last  reduced  to  the  wages  received  by 
those  out  of  the  mills.  He  and  his  partners 
had  innumerable  applications  from  persons 
working  for  masters  who  paid  less  than 
themselves  for  mill-hands,  not  because 
they  were  out  of  work,  but  with  a  desire  to 
get  into  better  employment.  Indeed  two 
or  three  hours  a  day  were  frequently  taken 
up  by  one  or  other  of  his  partners  in  giv- 
ing answers  to  such  applicants.  In  one 
mill,  near  to  the  works  of  himself  and  his 
partners,  the  proprietors  got  a  certain  de- 
scription of  work  done  at  5s.  for  which  he 
and  his  partners  paid  Is.  at  least ;  and  the 
effect  would  be,  that  they  would  be  com- 
pelled (as  they  had  already  been  in  hand- 
loom  weaving)  to  adopt  the  prices  of  those 
who  paid  so  much  less  than  themselves,  or 
otherwise  abandon  their  business ;  for  it 
was  impossible  to  contend  successfully 
against  such  competitors ;  and  thus  the 
wages  of  mill-hands  would  be  brought  to 
a  level  with  the  labour  performed  in  the 
cottages  of  the  poor,  instead  of  the  wages 
of  the  latter  being  advanced  to  the  wages 
paid  in  mills.  The  petitioners  all  stated, 
that  the  value  of  their  labour  had  been 
reduced,  as  measured  in  the  necessaries 
of  life,  more  than  one  half,  since  the  close 
of  the  war ;  and  they  all  prayed  for  a  re- 
duction in  the  price  of  the  necessaries  of 
life  to  the  altered  value  of  their  wages. 
He  had  now  presented  those  petitions 
which  had  already  come  into  his  possession, 
of  about  twenty  townships  comprised  in 
the  result  of  the  survey  which  he  had  pro- 
mised to  put  into  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  to-morrow  morning,  and  he 
would  read  to  the  House  the  result  of  that 
survey : — •  That,  in  thirty-five  townships, 

*  the  population  is  203,349.  The  families 
'  visited  are  8,362.    The  persons  in  these 

*  families,  49,294,  being  nearly  one-fourth 

*  of  the  whole.  The  number  out  of  work 
'  in  the  families  visited,  is  2,287.     The 

*  number  unfit  for  work  in  the  same,  is 
'  23,060.  The  number  of  workers  is 
'  23,947.    The  total  weekly  wages  which 

*  the  families  visited  earn,  are  4,447/.  I85. 

<  This  sum  will  give  for  each  of  Uiose  who 


'  work,  a  weekly  average  of  3^.  Sd.  and  five- 
'eighths;    and  for  each  of  the  whole 

*  number   of  persons  visited,  a  weekly 

*  average  of  Is.  9d,  and  five*^ighths.    The 

*  rent  paid  by  the  families  visited  is,  per 

*  annum,  32,693/.   175.    5d.    This  sum 

*  gives  an  average  of  3d.  a-week  for  each 
'  individual  in  the  families  visited.    Fttel, 
'  light,  and  wear  of  implements,  will  be 
'  an  average  for  each  individual  of,  at 
'  least,  Sj^d.  a  week ;  and  this,  with  the 
'  average  rent  of  3(/.,  being  deducted  from 
'  Is.  9d.  and  five-eighths,  the  average  in- 
'  come  of  each  individual,  leaves  for  food 
'  and  clothing  for  each  individual  for  a 
'  week  Is.  3d.  and  one-eighth.    The  whole 
'  parish  relief  given  weekly  to  the  families 
'  visited  is  139/.  7s.,  or,  for  each,  five- 
'  eighths  of  a  penny ;    and  the  average 
'  income  of  each  for  a  day,  for  foo4  and 
'  clothing,  from  both  wages  and  relief,  is 
'  2|(/.'     Mr.  Fielden  next  presented   a 
petition  from  Thomas  Vevers,  Christopher 
Tinker,  and  George  Beaumont,  of  Hud- 
dersfield,  confirming  the  account  of  the 
distress  in  that  neighbourhood  which  he 
(Mr.   Fielden)  had  state4  on  a  former 
evening  to  the  House.    The  petitioners 
stated  that,  since  the  examination  made  in 
1 832,  the  wages  for  merinos,  cassanetts, 
and  woollen  cords,  had  been  reduced; 
that  the  suffering  amongst  the  poor  was 
extreme:  that  many  hands  were  out  of 
work,  that  the  poor  had  to  sleep  upon 
straw,  and  to  live  upon  potatoes  and  oat- 
meal and  water,  which  they  had  aptly 
called  ''tremblers,'^  being  a  composition 
of  oatmeal  and  water  boiled,  and  which  is  a 
little  thicker  than  water-gmel,  but  not  of 
a  consistency  to  be  called  porridge ;  that 
some  of  them  scarcely  ever  tasted  animal 
food;  now-and-then,  however,  obtaining 
an  onion,  which  they  considered  a  luxury. 
The  statement  of  the  distress  at  Hudders- 
field  had  been  denied  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Huddersfield,  who  was  reported  to  have 
said  in  his  place  in  the  House,  that  there 
were  very  few  persons  in  that  neighbour- 
hood who  earned  less  than  2s.  a-day,  and 
most  of  them  earned  3s.  a  day.    It  no 
doubt  was  true,  that  those  employed  in 
mills,  in  that  district,  were  better  paid  than 
those  employed  at  their  own  homes ;  bat 
the  number  of  the  latter  far  exceeded  that 
of  the  former,  who  might  be  distressedi  to 
the  extent  described,  whjle  the  former  were 
better  off.    He  therefore  expressed  his 
doubts  as  to  the  correctness  of  the  iaform- 
atioQ  of  the  boo.  member  ftyr  Sndders* 
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field ;  for  the  accounts  which  he  had  given 
of  tida  disbess  had  been  corroborated  by 
many  other  individuals,  and  by  the  result 
of  a  partial  survey,  taken  in  February  last, 
by  which  it  appeared  that  there  were  120 
families,  containing  621  persons,  whose 
weekly  income  did  not  exceed  Is.  2d. 
and  seven^eighths  of  a  penny  per  week ; 
and  when  the  necessary  expenses  these 
families  had  to  pay,  were  made,  would 
reduce  their  income  for  food  and  clothing 
for  each  individual  to  lOd.  per  week,  or 
less  than  Ij^d.  per  day ;  and  which  went  to 
confirm  the  allegations  of  the  petitioners, 
as  well  as  the  statement  of  Mr.  Stocks, 
on  which  he  (Mr.  Fielden)  founded  his 
account  given  to  the  House  on  an  early 
evening  in  the  present  Session,  and  which 
he  would  now  read  to  the  House.  Mr. 
Stocks's  statement  was,  that  an  examin- 
ation had  been  made  in  1829,  and  it 
showed  that,  out  of  a  population  of  29,000, 
there  were  13,226  who  had  only  an  average 
of  2^d.  a  day  for  subsistence.  He  would 
aead  what  Mr.  Stocks  gave  him  in  writing 
in  Januanr  last — ^namely,  '  That  the  con- 

*  dition  oi  the  above  population  is  worse 
'  at  the  present  moment ;  and  it  is  be- 
'  lieved  that  the  average  at  present  would 
'  not  es^ceed  2d,  per  day  for  all  expenses; 

*  and  that  it  is  believed  that  40,000  are  in 
'  the  above  condition  in  the  upper  division  of 
'  Aggbrig,  containing  103,384 inhabitants.' 
These  statements  wereappalling;  they  were 
either  true  or  fabe :  ana  it  behoved  the 
hon.  member  for  Huddersfield,  and  the 
members  for  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 
to  make  inquiry,  and  to  satisfy  themselves 
and  this  House,  whether  such  distress  did 
exist ;  and  he  hoped  that  during  the  re- 
cess, they  would  make  particular  inquiry 
on  this  subject ;  for  it  was  one  to  which 
too  much  attention  could  not  be  paid  by 
hon.  Members  of  this  House.  If  the  con- 
dition of  the  labouring  poor,  who  should 
be  the  consumers  of  their  own  productions 
and  the  productions  of  others,  could  not 
be  improved,  it  threatened  a  dissolution  of 
society.  He  begged  to  apologize  for  the 
time  which  he  had  occupied,  but  what  he 
bad  suted  to  the  House  appeared  to  him 
to  be  so  important,  that  he  trusted  he  should 
be  excused.  In  conclusion  he  would  beg 
leave  to  read  to  the  House  the  result  of 
a  visit  to  a  number  of  families  near 
Huddersfield,  made  by  Captain  Wood  in 
March,  1832,  and  communicated  to  him. 
The  hon.  Member  read  the  following  state- 
ment:— 


Scamonden 


1.  Benjamin  Sykes— Family  seven ;  weekly 
income  7s. $  live'  upon  potatoes  and  thin 
water-porridge ;  no  bed  clothes ;  clothes  worn 
out ;  and  nearly  naked ;  rent  36s. 

2.  James  Clay — ^Family  seven;  in  one 
room,  4  yards  by  5 ;  rent  34s. ;  all  sleep  in 
one  bed;  the  room  holds  their  loom  also;  in- 
come 6s.  per  week ;  never  any  bread  or  animal 
food. 

3.  Mary  Sugden— Family  of  three,  weekly 
iDCome  Is.  9d. ;  sleep  in  comer  of  loom^room, 
on  straw  laid  on  the  floor,  without  covering 
except  the  rags  they  wore  in  the  day-time ;  no 
furniture. 

4.  William  Lamb— family  four,  weekly  in- 
come 5s. ;  live  upon  potatoes,  and  salt,  and  thin 
water  porridge ;  no  milk,  cannot  afford  to  pay 
for  it;  no  bread  nor  meat;  has  wove  160 
yards,  and  travelled  forty-eight  miles,  for 
16s.  4d. 

5.  Hannah  Parkin,  widow — Four  children ; 
(left  with  child,  and  now  incapable  of  woik- 
ing) ;  income  4s.  6d.  per  week ;  live  on  oat- 
meal porridge,  without  milk,  or  anything  else ; 
no  furniture  of  any  Idnd,  except  bedstead ; 
when  asked,  replied  ''  don't  know  how  they 
live,''  the  poor  woman  distracted,  and  chil- 
dren in  great  want ;  at  present  receiving  2s. 
per  week  from  the  parish. 

6.  James  Bailey — ^Family  seven;  weekly 
income  5s. ;  live  on  a  little  oatmeal  and  water ; 
all  sleep  in  one  bed ;  no  blanket. 

.  7.  Joseph  Sykes— Familv  of  four;  weekly 
income  of  4s. ;  all  in  one  bed,  and  one  blanket ; 
almost  starved  to  death  at  night. 

8.  James  Dyson — ^Farollvfour;  weekly  in- 
come 3s. ;  all  in  one  chaff  bed,  with  one  blanket; 
his  wife  lately  confined,  and  all  the  nourish- 
ment she  had  was  oatmeal  and  water. 

9.  William  Bottomley — Family  nine;  rent 
3/.  which  had  just  been  distraineid  for  (land- 
lord in  possession  of  all);  weekly  income 
9s. ;  2s.  6o.  from  parish,  for  which  he  has  to 
go  to  Rochdale,  twelve  miles ;  labours  four- 
teen hours  per  day ;  three  beds  of  straw,  with 
only  one  blanket  in  the  house ;  it  is  nine  years 
old.  These  wretched  beings  live  on  thin 
water-porridge ;  they  have  one  gill  of  milk  for 
breakfast,  which  the  mother  mixes  among  the 
porridge;  for  dinner,  potatoes;  bread  never 
seen  in  their  houses ;  meat  unknown. 

Visited  about  twenty  other  houses,  where 
the  same  scenes  of  misery  were  found.  We 
took  the  houses  at  random.  Scamonden  has 
912  inhabitants;  and  at  least  two-thirds  will 
be  found  in  this  situation. 

A  most  important  feature  (showing  the 
hopelessness  of  tlieir  situation),  that  there  was 
abundance  of  work,  and  ''more,"  they  said, 
might  be  had  if  they  could  find  time  to  do  it." 
A  man  can  earn  about  5s,  clear  of  expenses  of 
winding,  per  week;  out  of  which  he  oas  rent, 
clothes,  and  keeping  to  provide ;  and  in  this 
district  a  man  has  generally  eighteen  miles  to 
walk  with  his  work: 

Mr,  Stocks,  who  led  me  to  these  scenes  of 
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wretchftdaess,  assured  me  that  a  population  of 
about  40,000  may  be  found  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Hoddersfield^  of  the  poorest  daas, 
whoee  daily  income  will  not  average  ld|.  for 
each  person.  The  visit  was  maide  March 
1B32.  JossFB  Wood. 

Mr.  Oeorge  W.  Wood  waa  aware  that  it 
was  not  proper  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  in  discussing  petitions,  because,  as 
tbe  subjects  of  those  petitions  could  not 
be  brought  sattsfactorilv  before  them,  it 
was  impossible  that  justice  could  be  done 
to  them.    He  was  aware  of  the  distress 
whieh  existed  in  some  ptrts  of  the  coun- 
try, and  he  considered  it  to  be  a  subject 
well  worthy  of  the  most  attentive  consi- 
deration of  the  House.  He  would,  though 
most  reluctantly,  offer  a  few  observations 
on  what  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  friend, 
the  member  for  Oldham,  to  whom  he  gave 
the  utmoit  crodit  for  the  purity  of  hia 
motives,  and  who,  he  waa  sure,  would  not 
intentionally    mislead    the    House.    He 
thought,  however,  that  his  hon.  friend 
was  deoeiving  himaelf  as  to  the  actusU 
condition  of  the  working  people  in  Lanca- 
shire,   Ho  had  stated  what  each  family 
bad  to  livo  on  per  head  p«r  w^ek,  and  tba 
result  of  hit  mouiries  appeared  to  be, 
that  8,309  fhmilies  earned  only  4,447/. 
per  week,  which  was   something  about 
10$.  for  each    fhmily.    That  statement 
was  obtained,  he  (Mr.  Wood)  believed,  in 
January — the  season  when  wages  were 
lowest,  and  the  fewest  persona  were  in 
employ.  The  facts  also  were  gathered  from 
the  individuals  themselves  whoso  condition 
was  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and,  therefore, 
it  was  not  unreasonable  to  suppose  that 
they  would  make  the  most  unfavourable 
statement  they  could  of  their  condition. 
Their   statements    were»   therefore,    not 
likely  to  be  altogether  correct.    Besides, 
It  waa  impossible  in  snch  a  condition  of 
society  that  the  Poor-rates  should  be  so 
low  as  they  really  were.    As  to  the  bo- 
rough which  the  hon.  Member  represented 
(Oldham),  he  believed  that  it  was  on  the 
whole  in  a  prosperous  condition ;  certainly 
it  had  increased  in  population  and  manu* 
factures  more  than  any  other  town  in  the 
county  of  Lancaster.     The  Poor-rates, 
with  every  disposition  to  do  what  was 
necessary  for  the  poor,  were  smaller  in 
Oldham  than  in  any  other  town  in  the 
lame  county.    The  persons  whose  situn*- 
tion  the  hon.  Member  referred  to,  were 
the  hand-loom  weavers.    No  one  could 
doubt  that  their  condition  was  by  no  means 
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prosperous,  or  that  it  wa»  not  one  that 
the  House  shonld  endeavour  to  alleviate  ; 
but  a  false  statement  had  been  made  as 
to  the  general  condition  of  the  working 
classes  of  that  part  of  the  oonntry.  He 
(Mr.  Wood)  believed  that  the  wages  of 
persons  who  worked  in  factories,  and  who 
formed  the  largest  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion, were  as  much  per  head,  or  nearly  so, 
as  the  hon.  Member  had  stated  them  fbr 
a  whole  family.  As  respected  the  entire 
population  of  Sooth  Lancashire,  he  knew, 
from  his  intercourse  with  it,  that  they  had 
been  for  some  years  more  prosperous  than 
formerly,  and  that  there  was  nothing  like 
the  distress  which  had  been  described. 

Mr.  Cornish  M%  equally  c<>n8ck>oi  with 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down^ 
of  the  dislike  entertained  by  the  House  to 
have  its  time  occupied  by  lengthened  dis- 
cussions on  the  numerous  petitions  pre* 
sented  to  it;  but  he  conceived  if  any 
occasion  would  juatify  an  infHngement 
on  its  time,  it  was  the  important  and 
distressine  representation  that  had  jnal 
been  niaSe,  He  regretted  ^at  such  a 
momentQua  statement  should  have  been 
made  to  so  sdanty  a  House-»a  House 
scarcely  comprising  twentv  members. 
["  JVo,  no,'"]  Yes,  yes.  He  had  counted 
the  Houae  while  tne  petitions  were  pre- 
senting, and  there  were  not  more  than  a 
score  Members  in  it.  The  attention  of  the 
House  had  been  frequently  called  by 
petitions  from  all  p^rts  of  the  country  to 
the  state  of  its  distress.  No  Parliament  ever 
met  with  the  people  under  such  excited 
expectations  :  yet  thi^t  Parliament  had 
sat  two  months,  and  to  this  hour  not  only 
no  efficient  remedy  had  been  suggested, 
but  not  even  an  investigation  into  the 
cause  of  the  distress  had  been  proposed. 
Possibly  the  evil  lay  too  deep  for  eradica* 
tion;  but  he  hoped  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  would  at  once  proceed  to  insti- 
tute an  inquiry  into  the  cause  of  the 
calamity,  and  if  this  were  done,  although 
it  should  be  out  of  the  reach  of  legislative 
redress,  the  people  would  be  satisfied  that 
proper  exertions  had  been  made,  and  that 
this  House  had  done  its  duty. 

Mr.  Cobbett  regretted  the  thinness  of 
the  House  at  the  time  his  hon.  colleague 
was  reading  the  petitions  which  he  had 
just  presented  to  the  House.  No  detaUi, 
— no  authentic  documents,  had  been 
brought  forward  in  contradiction  ^  fhf 
statements  made  by  his  hon.  frieadi  'Wk 
was  satisfied  of  the  truth  of  ^^mftttti 
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» 
)  which  his  hon,  cdleague  had  stftted  to 

the  Ronse,  and  he  trusted  that  the  House, 

ftt  last,  wouM  think  proper  to  adopt  some 

measure  of  permanent  relief.     Let  the 

taxes  be  taken  off,  in  order  that  the  poor 

man  might  get  the  pot  of  porter  for  a 

Id.  instead  of  4(£.-^a  pound  of  sti^r  for 

5^cf.  instead  of  7<f.-— and  a  pound  of  soap 

for  2d.  instead  of  6d.  or  7d.      «*  Ayr 

bat  said  the  Government,  if  you  talk 

about  taking  off  the  taxes,  **  we  can't  do 

without  the  taxes,  and  we  can't  afford  to 

talce  anyoff/* 

Mr.  Hawen  rose  to  order.  He  would 
ask  the  Speaker  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  strictly  confining  himself  to  the 
question  that  was  before  the  House  ?  If 
an  hon.  Member  was  to  occupy  the  House 
upwards  of  an  hour  upon  one  question,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  accomplish  the 
object  for  which  the  House  then  sat, 
which  was  the  presentation  of  petitions.  . 

The  Speaker  said,  since  the  alteration 
in  the  presentation  of  petitions,  when  an 
hon.  Member  presented  a  number  of 
petitions  upon  a  rariety  of  subjects,  it  was 
difficult  for  him  to  say,  on  tne  question 
that  they  do  lie  on  the  Table,  whether  aify 
hon.-  Gentleman  confined  himself  to  any 
of  the  questions  embraced  by  the  peti- 
tions. In  the  mean  time,  he  would  only 
say,  that  there  was  no  species  of  distress 
that  could  exist  but  what  was  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Fielden) ;  there- 
fore the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Cobbett) 
was  not  out  of  order. 

Mr.  Cobbett  was  merely  telling  the 
House  the  way  in  which  they  could  relieve 
the  distresses  of  these  poor  people.  There 
was  the  sum  of  16,000/.  they  nad  voted 
for  the  Museum.  If  that  sum  were  applied 
in  the  manner  suggested  by  his  hon. 
colleague,  it  would  double  the  wages  of 
9^  families,  consisting  of  4,960  persons, 
and  that  by  merely  taking  away  from  the 
loungers  of  the  British  Museum  the  privi- 
leges they  at  present  possessed.  There 
were  the  113  Privy  Councillors,  who, 
^tiording  to  a  statement  that  had  never 
ye\  been  contradtoted,  divided  amongst 
then:selves  650,000/.  Let  them  take  that 
awajr^and  distribute  it  amongst  the  people, 
and  it  would  relieve  180,555  persons. 
The  people  could  only  be  relieved  by 
applications  of  this  sort;  and  this  was 
irnat  th«  people  knew,  and  must  know ; 
and  the*  todies  must  be  struck  off  the 
Misiott^-liM,  «nd  the  sinecures  must  he 
«Mpl  away« «  If  they  were  to  take  away 


only  the  money  that  was  prodigally  spent, 
the  people  would  be  greatly  relieved ;  and 
he  believed  Ministers  were  anxious,  and 
would  be  even  glad  to  do  that ;  and  they 
would  get  rid  of  sinecures  and  pensions 
if  they  were  supported  by  this  House. 
They  wanted  the  House  to  back  them, 
and  to  support  them  in  putthig  down  the 
squandering;  He  believed  the  money 
squandered  would  amount  to  more  than 
double  the  wages  of  these  persons  in  the 
northern  and  western  manufacturing 
districts  of  the  country.  Nothing  was 
wanted  to  put  down  the  present  waste  of 
the  public  money,  but  the  House  to  back 
the  Ministers,  and  to  enable  them  to  do 
it;  and  when  he  brought  forward  his 
Motion  relative  to  the  Stamps — which  he 
should  do  to-morrow  evening — he  should 
then  show  how  the  people  became  poorer 
and  poorer;  for,  by  inquiring  into  the 
causes  of  poverty,  they  would  oe  able  to 
prevent  people  from  becoming  poor. 
These  poor  people  had  barracks  fuil  of 
soldiers  to  take  care  of  them ;  and  when 
they  saw  a  lusty  soldier  covered  all  over 
with  fine  lace,  and  a  fat,  shining  horse, 
that  cost  as  much  as  seven  families  of 
seven  children,  it  was  a  miracle  they 
suffered  so  long  and  so  patiently  as  they 
did.  He  hoped  the  House  would  take 
this  matter  into  consideration  as  soon  as 
possible.  He  suggested  to  his  hon.  friend 
the  propriety  of  moving  for  the  printing  of 
these  Petitions,  and  for  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry,  that  the  House  might  be  pro- 
perly prepared  to  meet  this  tremendous 
subject.  He  believed  there  were  no  hon. 
Members  in  that  House  so  hard-hearted 
as  not  to  be  willing  to  give  this  subject 
their  closest  attention. 

An  Hon,  Member^  in  rising  to  bear 
testimony  to  the  truth  of  the  statement  of 
the  petition  which  bad  been  oresented  by 
the  hon,  member  forOldham  (Mr.  Fielden) 
felt  bound  to  complain  of  the  course 
pursued  by  his  hon,  colleague.  Though 
It  might  be  competent  to  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber, if  he  thought  fit  to  address  the  House 
at  length,  to  bring  forward  statements  as 
to  the  distress  of  the  country,  yet  in  those 
statements  he  thought  he  ought  to  avoid 
introducing  discussions  which  might  have 
a  tendency  to  make  the  people  discon- 
tented. 

Mr.  Fielden,  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
best  answer  to  the  hon.  member  for  Lan- 
cashire, was  contained  in  a  letter  which 
he  received  yesterday,  and  which  contaior- 
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ed  a  report  of  a  speech  of  Mr*  George 
Smith  who  was  chairman  of  one  of  the 
Committees  for  securing  the  return  of  the 
right  hon.  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  for  Manchester.  It  spoke  for 
itself,  and,  without  saying  one  word  more 
on  the  subject,  he  would  only  detain  the 
House  while  he  read  it.  At  the  election 
dinner  to  celebrate  the  return  of  Mark 
Phillips,  esq.  and  the  right  hon.  Poulett 
Thomson,  as  representatives  for  the  town 
of  Manchester,  on  the  28th  December, 
1832,  on  the  health  of  the  working 
classes  being  drunk,  Mr.  Smith  said, 
Being  extensively  connected  with  the 
working  classes,  I  beg  leave  to  reply  to 
that  toast.  Our  house  employs  certainly 
upwards  of  1,000  of  those  miserable 
beings,  the  hand-loom  calico  weavers, 
and  we  pay  all  this  host  of  work-people 
with  from  250/.  to  300L  per  week,  pro- 
bably an  average  of  about  5s.  6d.  per  head 
per  week,  [Cries  of  "  Shames  shame ;"] 
and  lest  yoa  shoula  think  that  our  house 
is  fattening  on  the  vitals  of  those  poor 
people,  1  will  state  to  you  a  fact  which 
I  would  not  otherwise  have  stated — 
namely,  that  the  last  year  our  house 
manumctured  and  sold  200,000  pieces  of 
hand-loom  calicoes.  We  conducted  our 
business  with  as  much  economy  as  pos- 
sible. We  made  no  bad  debts,  and  yet, 
at  the  year's  end,  we  had  not  gained  an 
average  profit  of  a  Id.  per  piece.  I 
mention  this  to  show  you  that  all  that 
can  be  afforded  to  the  weaver  is  given  to 
him.' 
Petitions  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Political  Unions.]  Sir  John  Tyr- 
relit  ia  putting  the  question  to  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  regarding  certain  franks 
•aid  to  have  been  given  to  the  members  of 
the  Political  Unions  by  a  member  of  the 
Government,  stated  that  he  thought  it  due 
to  the  character  not  only  of  the  Govern- 
ment generally,  but  to  the  individual 
character  of  the  noble  Lord  himself,  who 
denied  all  knowledge  of  the  Unions,  to  the 
noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
and  to  the  hon.  Member  who  had  made 
the  assertion,  and  who  was  ready  to  repeat 
it,  that  a  satisfactory  answer  should  be 
given  to  his  question,  not  only  by  the 
noble  Lord  himself,  but  by  the  Govern- 
ment. If  the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord 
was  satisfactory,  he  would  let  the  matter 
drop ;  but  if  not,  he  reserved  to  himself 
the  privilege  of  proceeding  further. 


Lord  Alihorp  saicU  thai  thowh  the 
hon.  Baronet  nad  given  notice  tioat  he 
should  put  a  question  to  him,  he  had  sat 
down  without  putting  any  question,  but 
from  the  statement  made  by  him   last 
night,  he  could  understand  to  what  the 
hon.    Baronet  alluded.    He  wished   to 
know  whether  a  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Tralee  was  correct,  ia 
saying,  that  a  member  of  the  Government 
had,  during  the  period  they  were  out  of 
office,  given  fifty  franks  to  members  of  the 
Political  Unions,  in  order  to  excite  those 
Political    Unions  to    petition    for  their 
return  to  power.    When  the  matter  was 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member,  he  at  once 
declared  that  he  knew  nothing  of  it,  and 
the  hon.  Member  ^then  said,  he  had  no 
objection,  if  required,  to  mention  the  name 
of  the  person  to  whom  he  had  alluded. 
The  hon.  Member  accordingly  mentioned 
privately  to  him,  that  the  member  of  the 
Government  alluded  Co  was  Earl  Grey. 
He,  therefore,  had  mentioned  the  subject 
to  Earl  Grey,  who  denied  positivelj  having 
franked  any  letters  at  all  at  that  Ume.  He 
had  also  spoken  to  Earl  Grey's  Private 
Secretary,  who  stated,  that  he  had  no 
recollection  of  any  thing  of  the  kind.    At 
the  same  time  that  the  Private  Secretary 
admitted  that  he  might  have  franked  two 
or    three   letters,  for  persons  who  had 
requested  him  to  do  so,  without  being 
aware  of  their  contents.    But  he  denied 
positively  having  franked  letters  for  the 
purposes  stated  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  Maurice  O^Connell  said,  that  the 
statement  had  been  made  to  him  by  a 
Mr.  Rushton,  who  met  Mr.  Joseph  Parkes 
(a  well-known  leader  in  the  Birmingham 
Political  Union),  when  Mr.  Parkes  said, 
'*  See,  I  have  got  several  franks,  which 
are  directed  to  members  of  the  Political 
Unions.  They  are  official  franks,  and  are 
signed  by  Earl  Grey."  Mr.  Rushton  was 
ready  to  give  evidence  at  the  Bar  of  the 
House  to  that  efiPect, 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  be  aware  that  it  was  not 
usual  for  Members  of  the  Government  to 
give  these  official  franks.  He  certainly 
knew  Mr.  Parkes  well,  but  he  believed 
that  at  the  period  in  question  he  was  not  a 
Member  of  The  Birmingham  or  any  other 
Political  Union. 

Mr.  Charles  TFood  having  been  referred 
to  by  his  noble  friend,  must  positively 
deny  that  he  had  ever  given  a  frank, 
knowing  it  to  be  intended  for  any  Political 
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Vsioii ;  with,  the  exception*  that.at  that 
time  great  numbers  of  addresses  were  sent 
ta  Earl  Grey,  which  it  was  his  duty  as 
Private  Secretary  to  the  noble  Earl  to 
answer.  But  he  had  never,  on  an^  occa- 
sion,  made  use  of  an  expression  m  those 
letters  which  even  implied  the  existence  of 
Political  Unions* 

Sir  John  Tj^rrett  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  thinks  that  he 
was  going  too  far  when  he  stated  his  in- 
tention, notwithstanding  the  explanation 
given^  of  persevering  in  his  Motion.  He 
would,  however,  do  so,  because  he  thought 
the  denial  of  the  Government  of  the  state* 
ment  made  to  the  hon.  member  for  Tralee, 
involved  the  character  of  a  gentleman  of 
respectability,  who  was  a  barrister.  He 
would  take  the  opportunity,  too,  of  asking 
whether  a  report  current  was  true — that 
one  of  the  membeni  of  the  Government 
was. a  member  of  a  Political  Union?  He 
did  not  know  but  he  might  go  further, 
and  move  for  a  return  of  all  the  members 
of  his  Majesty's  Government  who  were 
membera  of  Political  Unions.  The  hon. 
Baronet  concluded  by  moving  that  Messrs. 
Parkes  and  Rushton  be  examined  at  the 
Bar  of  the  House  to*morrow. 

An  Hon^  Member  said,  that  it  appeared 
to  him  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  cock 
and  a  buAatory,  the  foundation  for  which 
was  mere  hearsay:  he  had  never  heard 
so  frivolous  or  ill-founded  a  charge.  If 
the  House  paid  any  serious  or  lengthened 
attention  to  it,  they  would  not  only  be  de-> 
strvedly  laughed  at  by  the  whole  country, 
bnt  the  people  would  have  good  reason  for 
making  a  serious  complaint  that  the  time 
of  the  House  was  occupied  in  this  ridiculous 
and  reprehensible  manner,  when  affairs  of 
such  moment  ought  to  be  under  discussion. 

Mr.  O'CkmnM  did  dbt  see  how  this,  if 
it  were  true  even,  could  be  called  a  charge 
against  Government,  for  it  appeared  to 
him  that  if  they  had  been  in  any  way  in- 
strumental in  raising  the  Political  Unions, 
or  bad  given  those  Unions  any  information 
on  which  to  act,  he  thought  the  Ministers 
had  done  a  very  wise  and  meritorious 
thing,  for  it  was  owing  to  the  Unions  that 
Reform  had  been  carried.  The  Motion 
bad  only  been  brought  forward  for  the  [>ur- 
pose  of  showing  that,  whereas  political 
agitation  was  stirred  up  here  by  respon- 
sible persons,  the  same  sort  of  political 
agitation,  and  those  who  stirred  it  up,  in 
Ireland,  were  hunted  down  and  utterly  ex- 
communicated. 
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Lord  Altkarp  said,  he  did  not  believe 
what  had  been  asserted;  but.  true,  or  not» 
he  put  it  to  the  House  whether  there  were 
any  grounds  for  going  into  the  matter,  and 
examining  witnesses,  because  if  the  whole 
of  the  circumstances  stated  were  perfectly 
true,  it  .would  be  ridiculous  to  found  on 
them  a  charge  against  the  Government. 

Mr.  Robert  Palmer  thought,  that  the 
explanation  which  had  been  given  was 
perfectly  satisfactory.  He  did  not  see 
now  Gentlemen  who  gave  blank  covers 
could  be  responsible  for  their  contents; 
and  this  appeared  to  be  the  present  case. 
He  trusted  the  hon.  Baronet  would  not 
press  his  Motion. 

Sir  John  Tyrell  certainly  would  not 
press  his  Motion  against  what  appeared  to 
be  the  opinion  of  the  House ;  but  he  pro- 
tested against  the  interpretation  which 
had  been  put  upon  his  motives.  He 
would  only  say,  that  there  appeared  to 
him  a  very  great  difference  between  Na- 
tional Political  Unions  and  Conservative 
Clubs. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland).]  IjOtAAlthorp. 
laid  on  the  Table^  by  command,  the  Report 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners.  The 
noble  Lord  stated^  that  it  contained  only 
extracts  from  the  evidence,  not  the.  whole 
of  the  evidence. 

Mr.  G'Connell  wished  to  take  that  op- 
portunity of  clearing  up  a  misconception 
which  he  believed  to  have  gone  forth-— 
namely,  that  he  intended  to  make  a  Mo- 
tion for  giving  Poor  Laws  to  Ireland.  This 
was  incorrect;  he  might  have  thrown  out 
some  intimation  on  the  subject,  but  he  had 
given  no  decided  notice.  He  would  say,' 
most  decidedly,  that  from  havinp;  read  the 
extracts  referred  to,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  him  to  acquiesce  in  any  system  of 
Poor  Laws  for  Ireland :  among  all  the  mis- 
fortunes of  his  unhappv  country,  it  had 
still  the  consolation  of  having  hitherto 
avoided  the  Poor  laws. 

Mr.  Richards  had  paid  considerable  at* 
tention  to  the  subject,  and  had  but  lately 
arrived  from  Ireland,  where  he  had  also 
taken  great  pains  in  inquiring  on  this 
point ;  and  since  this  visit  he  had  become 
more  convinced  than  ever  as  to  the  ex- 
pediency and  absolute  necessity  of  this 
House  passing  some  Act  for  providing  for 
the  indigent  and  half-starving  poor  of  Ire« 
land. 

Mr.  Hume  sai4.  this  was  a  que»tioa  of 
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th^  most  extreme  importafice.  Re  in- 
treated  the  douse,  beK)re  they  proceeded 
to  give  Poor  Laws  to  Ireland,  first,  to  insti- 
tute a  strict  inquiry  into  the  inonstrous 
abuses  of  the  Poor  Laws  in  England — 
abuses  which  were  among  the  tnost 
destructive  evils  with  which  this  country 
was  alBicted,  and  which,  unless  ^ome 
strong  measures  were  adopted  to  put  an 
end  to  them,  would,  ere  long,  bring  ruin 
on  the  country.  When  they  had  looked 
into  and  cbrrected  the  abuses  here,  then 
he  would  say,  give  Ireland  the  beheflt  of 
the  amended  Poor  Laws.  But  do  ilbt 
give  Ireland  the  additional  afflictldii  of 
Poor  Laws  as  they  stood  now. 

Colonel  Wood  was  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
posed measure,  as  a  charitable  and  hutnaiie 
provision  for  the  miserably  indigent  podr 
of  Ireland.  With  respect  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex, it  did  not  seem  to  him  to  bedr  oh  thid 
case,  for  it  was  qtiite  a  different  thing  to 
introduce  a  new  system  free  from  i\\^ 
errors  of  the  old  system  into  a  couhiry, 
and  to  set  about  revidng  so  long  existent 
and  complicated  code  of  Poor  Laws,  as 
was  acted  upon  in  this  codnt/y.  He 
trusted  that  tne  hon.  member  for  Knares- 
borough  would  persevere;  and  without 
i^aiting  till  the  Poor  Laws  were  cteardd 
iVom  all  abuses  in  England,  would  give  tb 
the  Irish  a  system  of  Poor  Laws  purged 
from  the  evils  and  abuses  to  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  had  alluded. 

Mr.  Pease  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
memberforKnaresborough,wnenhebrotlght 
forward  this  Motion,  would  be  fully  pre- 
pared to  submit  to  the  House  some  definite 
plan.  There  had  been  a  great  deal  said 
on  this  subject^  but  hitherto  he  must  con- 
fess he  had  not  heard  any  practicable 
suggestion.  Our  system  of  Poor  Laws,  it 
was  very  universally  asserted,  would  not 
be  applicable  to  Ireland.  No  other  prac- 
ticable suggestion ;  however,  had  been 
ofiered ;  but  he  trusted  that  as  the  hoti. 
member  for  Knaresborough  intended 
bringing  the  matter  before  the  House,  he 
would,  at  the  same  time,  come  provided 
with  some  practicable  plan. 

Mr.  Henry  Orattan  said,  that  whoever 
had  witnessed  the  frightful  state  of  mipery 
and  disease  in  Ireland,  must,  if  he  were  pos- 
sessed of  any  feelings  of  humanity,  advo- 
cate the  introduction  of  Poor  LaWs  into 
that  coontFy.  In  the  great  streets  in  Dub- 
lin, the  number  and  condition  of  the  poor 
Was  frigbtftil;  so  urgent  was  their  distress, 


that  they  were  not  coiltent  Wittt  tnerety 
asking  casual  charity,  but  they  might  be 
seen  Knocking  With  double  of  treble 
knocks  at  the  great  peopIe*8  houses,  and 
when  the  dck)r,  is  Openecf  thrusting  them- 
selves in,  and  demanding  sustenance  for 
themselves  and  their  starting  children. 
Some  hon.  Qenllemen  and  the  absentees 
did  not  like  Poor  Laws;  they  were 
alarmed  lest  thejr  should  not  get  ofFwitht- 
dilt  paying  any  longer.  A^  ati  iniitliritili 
of  the  difference  bet^veeii  Whilt  Ihbsl!  who 
lived  wh^re  there  W6r«  PbOr  LdW^  had  to 
pftt,  ^hd  those  who  lived  where  tb^re  WtiHi 
hot  Poor  ijMri,  he  wotild  stcite,  that  i^r  a 
feW  ^ctes  hd  h^A  in  Skirrey,  hb  paid  as 
tntich  in  support  of  the  poor,  ad  the  Lbrd 
Lieutenant  of  Wicklow  did  With  all  hi! 
large  property.  8inc6  there  Was  a  dhion 
of  the  couhtriei,  let  thefe  b^  ttlsd  a  Utlioh 
of  ddVahlag^s.  B^fbit  the  introdubtion  of 
Pobr-risites  here,  £hglahd  Wad  boi  ih  H 
milch  bfettdf  ^iate  thkH  tf^laritl  il  iri  ilbW: 
Siif  Hfiibm  Pnit  dkfd,  tttul  hefm  the 
Hoiile  ckihe  tb  ^  dutlihhih^tioti  bf  ihtro^ 
dtjcitig  Pbor-iaWl  itttd  tfiiltthd,  they  bUght 

td  b«  niily  MMM  ihdt  they  mn  (Mhefi^ 
ciiil.    He  thohght  it  t^ry  (jt'obabltf  that 

the  introduction  df  PooT-litWs  th«fte  W6dld- 
OOly  tierve  to  di>y  ^p  ih«  tit^setlt  flrditful 
sburees  bf  bharity.    He  would  Hbt  have' 
QoVernmerit  do  atiythihg  till  the  Report- 
of  the  tionlmisSibniii)^  hid  bci^n  c&refully 
examined;  then    he   would    have    them 
appoint  a  Commission  cohipbted  bf  men 
the  most  suitable  that  cbuld  be  foUndj  for- 
the  purpose  of  ihqulring  itttb  thb  exabt' 
stdte  bf  the  poot  of  IreldHd,  and  td  see 
how  far  in  their  jtldgthent  Pobr^UwE  WbHi 
applicable. 

CtittRCH  RefoiiM  (iRtSLAvn).] '  On 
the  Mbtibn  of  Lord  Althorp,  the  Hobse 
resolved  itself  into  a  Cbfhmitlde  oh 
Church  Temporalities  (Ireland). 

Lord  Althorp  sslid,  that  in  moving  the 
second  Resolutibn,  he  felt  it  necessary  to 
make  a  very  fbw  bbservatibns.  The  dis- 
cussion Which  tobk  place  last  night,  and 
the  speei?h  of  the  fight  hoh.  Qbhtfeniah 
opposite,  had  d  very  clbse  appliciHiob  to 
what  he  Was  about  tb  ktate.  The  right 
hon.  Getitleioari  and  bthet^  bbjecfa!d  to' 
the  principle  of  l&yitig  the  tax  on  thfe  bre- 
sent  incumbents  fb^  the  purpose  bf  relieve 
ing  the  pebfile  of  Ireland  fVoni  the  Vfestty- 
cess.  In  making  that  proposition,  tome' 
time  agb,  he  obser^d  that  he  had  every 
reason  to  believe,  from  all  the  in^Qirles 


iihiab  b&l  Majesty'd  ti^^rntnent  had 
itaade  oh  tbe  subject^  that  the  clergy  of 
thd  Cbureh  of  Ireland  Wodtd  not  fbei  any 
objection  to  the  tax  which  was  about  to 
be  th|id  imposed  on  them.  His  right  hon. 
ft-iend,  Mr.  Stanleys  who  was  not  now  a 
M(etnber  of  the  House,  had  written  down 
what  hfehad  authorized  htm  (Lord  Althorp) 
to  statis  #ith  n^f^rence  to  this  point.  HiH 
right  hdtl.  flrii^tld  Said,  <'  In  all  the  conver- 
aatioikl  Whibh*!  hatiB  had  with  the  primateft 
and  the  clergy,  there  never  was  any  objI^C'^ 
tioh  takfen  b  the  prihci|3ll^  of  tating  the 
pm^iit  itiotimbigntlli  Many  of  theoi  fe*- 
pti^ssed  an  atixiouft  wish  to  mil  that  no 
diBet^tifca  should  be  made  bet\^een  them 
and  tb^ii:  succbssbrli."  Wh^tl  be  6pbk)d 
thus  bti  IhiS  occasion  to  which  hereferred^ 
ha  therefore  had  raason  to  hopfe  that  the 
clergy  of  Ireland  had  ho  bbjactidd  to  the 
flra)lo^itlOn.  That  Wai  the  fbbdtiatibtl  oh 
which  M  expres«)sd  his  opitiiom  No^^  it 
ddddtibtadly  did  tttht  Hut  that  ttlah^f  Uf  the 

d«i^  of  I^ladd  did  bbj^ct  to  the  sy^t^w 

bf  taxatibn  pl'bpb^ed :  abd  hb  t^as  {ieHbbtly 
rbady  tb  iiay^  thtit  ir  abv  bthbr  moiJb  of 
rbliel^hig  tha  pebpla  of  ikland  fMm  tha 
Vestry-cess  could  be  pointed  obt  or  dis- 
CbVer^d,  i^hibh  Would  oe  advabtageous  to 
the  blbt-gy,  by  rendering  the  pfo{)bs^d  tax 
tibnebessaty,  he  should  not  bbjbci;  to  it. 
It  was,  however,  Under  all  circumstances, 
an  objbct  of  such  ihiportance  that  the 
Vbslty-cess  ib  Ireland  shbdld  ce^le— of 
such  impOirtancb  to  the  Church  itself— of 
such  iraportahce  to  the  interests  of  thb 
B«tdblishm»it  in  Ireland— abd  almost  to 
the  very  bxi^tfencb  of  thi*  Chbirch— that 
this  cause  of  dissatisfdctlbb  shoiild  be  re- 
mbted-^that  he  could  not  rebede  from  it. 
Hb  did  bot  thihk  thatt  ib  making  Ihis  pro- 
positibb,  h(S  was  inflictibgauy  hardship  on 
itidividbals,  and  still  l<ess  did  hb  feel,  that 
hi  wai  sdbniittibg  to  thb  Hbbse  a  project 
which  wal  at  vat-iance  t^ith  the  interests 
of  the  Churbh.  The  Corhmittee  most  see, 
that  the  proposition  did  not  apply  to  the 
present  iiicbmbent^  only,  but  thilt  it  im- 
posed the  ta^  generally.  If^  howevei*,  in 
the  bobsidei'atTon  Of  this  question,  any 
mode  cobld  be  fbbnd  for  providing  for  the 
Tbstry-bbss  iH^ithout  tobbhing  the  present 
incumbbbts,  he  dhobld  be  most  glad  tb 
adbpt  it.  But  Ktill  he  must  contend  that, 
if  such  a  fttibAtitute  ^bre  bot  found,  it  wa^ 
yet  most  dbdrablb  that  the  sacHflce  con- 
tem{^1at«d  should  be  madb  fbr  thb  interests 
of  trelbnd,  and  espebtalty  for  the  interests 
0t  the  €burbh  of  Ireland*    To  protect  and 


relieve  thb  people  of  Ireland  it  Was  de- 
sirable that  this  Vestry*eess  should  no 
longer  be  levied.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
bian  last  night  confined  himself  albiost  en« 
tirely  to  the  poor  clergy;  he,  however, 
could  notsee>in  the  present  state  of  infotm- 
ation  On  the  subject,  how  he  could  alter 
the  tax  bd  it  was  now  proposed  to  be  col- 
lected. He  should  be  well  pleased,  how- 
evbr,  if  any  other  mode  were  shown  by 
which  the  impost  could  be  avoided.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlbman  had  argued  the 
queltion  on  the  effect  which  this  tax  would 
have  bn  the  parochial  clergy  in  Ireland^ 
and  he  had  adduced  many  instances  of  the 
severe  privations  which  it  would  impose. 
Bui  tlie  Committee  would  observe,  that  a 
very  large  portion  of  the  tax  would  not  fail 
Ob  the  parochial  clergy,  but  on  tha  hier- 
Atthj  of  Ireland  \  and  the  argurhentum  ad 
Miericordiafn  could  not,  therefore,  be  ad- 
duced with  all  that  force  and  effect  which 
thb  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  last 
night  to  attach  to  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gebtlbnian  stated,  that  in  the  proposition 
which  bad  been  brought  forward  bo  dis- 
tinctibn  was  made  between  the  difibrent 
sorts  of  Vestry-cess  in  Ireland.  NoW,  on 
the  grounds  which  he  had  laid  down  be- 
fbre,  he  had  confined  himself  to  that  cesa 
Which  was  levied  by  exclusively  Protestant 
vestries.  There  was  a  great  distinction 
between  that  and  the  other  regular  charges 
Ob  thb  land,  which  Varied  according  to 
circumstances,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said.  But  the  hardship  on  the 
pbople  Was,  that  a  Vestry  exclusively  Pro- 
testant had  at  present  the  right  of  increas- 
ing at  their  pleasure  an  assessment  which 
others  who  had  no  share  in  apportioning  it 
were  obliged  to  pay.  This  was  a  hard- 
ship that  pressed  peculiarly  on  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  therefore  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic owners  and  occupiers  of  land  felt  it 
severely.  He  must  agam  insist  on  the  ne- 
cessity of  removing  the  Vestry-cess,  and 
inust  say,  that  if  no  other  mode  could  be 
devised  for  getting  rid  of  it,  Parliament 
had  better  agree  to  the  proposition  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers.  With  respect  to  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  member  for 
Montgomeryshire,  that  the  schedule  which 
was  appended  to  the  Bill  should  be 
attached  to  this  Resolution,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  it  would  make  no  difference  in 
the  discussion,  whether  it  were  placed  there 
or  bot.  He,  therfefore,  felt  no  unwilling- 
ness to  concede  the  point. 

Sir  Robert  Peet  had  last  night  made  M 
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that  they  were  not  content  Witif  merefy 
afiking'  casual  charity,  but  they  might  be 
seen  Knockiug  Wftn  dodble  of  treble 
knocks  at  the  great  p^ople^s  houses,  and 
when  the  dck)r,  is  Opened  thrustmg  them- 
selves in,  and  demanding  sustenance  for 
themselves  and  their  starvihg  children. 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  and  the  absehtees 
did  not  like  Poof  Laws;  they  Wet-e 
alarmed  lest  thejr  should  not  get  off  with^- 
oul  paying  any  longer.  A^  ah  itastkdciis 
of  the  difference  between  ifh^i  Ihosi!  who 
lived  wh^i-e  thefe  Wer«  PbOr  LttWi  hid  to 
ptiy )  ^fad  those  Whb  lived  where  th^re  wtfHi 
hot  Poot  tAifi,  he  wotild  stAte^  thftt  (br  a 
feir  HcreS  he  hdd  in  Surrey,  hb  psttd  a^ 
fcntich  in  support  of  the  poor,  ail  the  Lbrd 
LieUtetiant  of  Wicklow  did  With  all  hii 
large  property.  Blnct  there  Was  ft  litlioa 
of  the  cduhtrieft,  let  thei'e  be  tttsd  a  uuioh 
of  ddVahlag^s.  fe^fbi^  the  introdubtion  of 
Poor-riites  hbre,  £bglahd  Wa^  hot  ifa  ft 
mhch  b^ttfif  ante  thkH  tfelacltl  il  iri  ttb#i 
Sit"  Hmn  P^il  ftkid,  tttfti  beMHS  the 
Hbiile  tm^  to  k  dbtehhih^tiOh  bf  ihtro** 
ddcitig  Poor-lftWi  ilitd  tftglfthd,  (hey  obght 

to  be  ftilly  ifitiiii^d  thftt  they  ^\t  bfth^f!^ 

ciftl.    He  ihohght  it  vfery  (li'obable  thft^ 
the  introdttctioh  df  Poor-laWi  thi!H!  Wodld* 
odly  serve  to  dry  tip  th(s  preserit  (Vditfiil 
sources  of  dhafiiy.    He  would  not  hftvft' 
QoVehimeut  do  fttiythihg  till  the  Report- 
of  the  ConlmisStOnd^s  hftd  bdttn  cftrefully 
ezamihed;  theri    he   would    have    tbem- 
appoint  a  Cotnthissidfi  cdmpd^ed  df  men 
the  most  suitable  that  cbilld  be  foUrtd^  for- 
the  purpose  bf  ihquiring  iutd  thft  ^Hftdt' 
sUte  df  the  poot  of  li'elftHd,  and  td  seft 
how  fftr  in  their  jtldgmeht  PooM&ws  WbHI 
applicable. 


the  most  Extreme  importatice.  He  in- 
treated  the  douse,  before  they  proceeded 
to  give  Poor  Laws  to  Ireland,  first,  to  insti- 
tute a  strict  inquiry  into  the  hionstrous 
abuses  of  the  Poor  Laws  in  England — 
abuses  which  were  among  the  most 
destructive  evils  with  which  this  country 
was  alBtcted,  and  which,  unless  some 
strong  measures  were  adopted  to  pat  an 
end  to  them,  would,  ere  long,  bring  ruin 
on  the  country.  When  they  had  looked 
into  and  corrected  the  abuses  here,  then 
he  would  say,  give  Ireland  the  beheflt  of 
the  amended  Poor  Laws.  But  do  ilot 
give  Ireland  the  additional  afflictidU  of 
Poor  Laws  as  they  stood  now. 

Colonel  Wood  was  in  favour  of  the  pt-o- 
posed  measure,  as  a  charitable  and  hutuatie 
provision  fbr  the  miserably  indigent  poor 
of  Ireland.  With  respect  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex, it  did  not  seem  to  him  to  heix  oh  thid 
case,  for  it  was  qtiite  a  differeht  thing  to 
introduce  a  new  system  free  from  th^ 
errors  of  the  old  system  into  a  couritk'y, 
and  to  set  about  revising  so  loug  existent 
and  complicated  code  of  Poor  Laws,  as 
was  acted  upon  in  this  countfy.  de 
trusted  that  the  hon.  member  fbr  Knares- 
borough  would  persevere;  at)d  without 
waiting  till  the  Foot  Laws  were  clearnd 
iVom  all  abuses  in  England,  would  give  tb 
the  Irish  a  system  of  Poor  Laws  purged 
from  the  evils  and  abuses  to  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  had  alluded. 

Mr.  Pea&e  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
memberforKdaresborough,wnenhebroUght 
forward  this  Motion,  would  be  fully  pre- 
pared to  submit  to  the  House  some  aeHtiite 
plan.  There  had  been  a  great  deal  said 
on  this  subject,  but  hitherto  he  must  con- 
fess he  had  not  heai'd  any  practicable 
suggestion.  Our  system  of  Poor  Laws,  it 
was  very  universally  asserted,  would  not 
be  applicable  to  Ireland.  No  other  prac- 
ticable suggestion,  however,  had  been 
Offered ;  but  he  trusted  that  as  the  hbti. 
member  for  Knaresborough  intended 
bringing  the  matter  before  the  House,  he 
would,  at  the  same  time,  come  provided 
with  some  practicable  plan. 

Mr.  Henry  Qrattan  said,  that  whoever 
had  witnessed  the  frightful  state  of  misery 
and  disease  in  Ireland,  must,  if  he  were  pos- 
Ses^d  of  any  feelings  of  humanity,  advo- 
cate the  introduction  of  Poor  LaWs  into 
that  coontpy.  In  the  great  streets  in  Dub- 
lin, the  number  and  condition  of  the  poor 
was  frightful ;  so  urgent  was  their  distress. 


CiittRCH  RefoiiM  (IreLavd).]  On' 
the  Motion  of  Lord  Altborp,  the  HoUse 
resolved  itself  into  a  Gdihmitt^  oii 
church  TempoMities  (Ireland). 

Lord  Althorp  sslid,  that  in  mbvhig  the 
second  Resdlutidn,  he  felt  it  necessary  to 
mftke  a  very  fhw  observations.  The  dis- 
cussion Which  took  place  last  tiight.  ftrid 
the  sp^eeh  of  the  fight  hoti.  Qehtfenifth 
opposite,  hftd  ft  very  clbsfc  ftpplidfttioH  to 
what  he  iVas  about  td  ktsite.  The  right 
hon.  QetitlettaU  and  Others  objected  to 
the  prihciple  of  liiythg  the  tftx  oft  t\ik  pre- 
sent incuthbents  fbi-  the  purpose  of  relieve 
ing  the  people  of  Ireland  fVonith^  Vbstty- 
cess.  In  mdlcing  that  proposition,  tome' 
time  ftgjt>,  he  obserired  thftt  he  had  ev^ty 
reason  to  believe,  from  all  the  inquiries 


%hieh  bin  Mafestj'd  &fltenim6t)t  had 
itaade  oil  tkh  subject^  that  the  clergy  of 
th^  Church  of  Ireland  would  itbt  fbei  any 
6bJiection  to  the  tax  which  was  about  to 
be  thp6  impoised  on  them.  His  right  hon. 
fViend^  Mr.  Stanley ^  who  was  not  now  a 
Member  of  the  House,  had  written  down 
whdt  his  had  authorized  hihi  (Lord  Althorp) 
to  statb  #ith  H»ferehce  to  this  point.  His 
right  hon*  flriettd  said^  *^  In  all  the  conver- 
satibikl  Whibh^I  hatb  had  with  the  prikusiteft 
and  the  clergy,  there  never  was  atij  bbj^c- 
tidii  tftkfen  \o  the  prihciple  of  tating  the 
pt«ftfeht  ti)c«iihb«nnii  Many  of  theoi  ^*- 
pn^ssed  iin  atitiouft  wi^h  to  tnii  thAt  no 
diBeretite  should  be  made  between  thetti 
and  tbit  suec^ssbr^."  When  he  bpbke 
thus  bti  lh(g  dccasidti  to  whibH  he  referred) 
he  therefor^  hiid  reason  td  hope  that  the 
clergy  of  Ireland  had  no  bbjectidn  to  the 
{)ro|losttldn.  Th^t  Wai  the  IbiltttlatiotI  oh 
which  h^  expressed  hiii  opinion,  l^oir^  it 
utiddtlbtlSdly  did  ttirn  but  th&t  itittfl)^  bf  th^ 

der^  of  Irelatid  did  bbject  to  the  sy^t^m 
df  taxation  pfdpds^d :  atid  hh  t^as  {ieffbbtli^ 

r^ftdy  tb  say;  thAt  if  ^by  bther  itiode  of 
rtitiethig  the  pebple  of  Il*eland  frdm  th6 
Vestry-cess  could  be  pointed  oiit  or  dis- 
(ibVered,  Which  Would  oe  advat)tageous  to 
the  btetgy,  by  rendeHng  the  proposed  tax 
tlilnecessairy,  he  gbbuld  not  object  to  it. 
It  was,  howevi^r,  tinder  all  circumstances^ 
an  object  of  such  importance  that  the 
Vbstty-cess  in  IreliEind  shbdld  cedle— of 
shch  iropbttanc^  to  the  ChUrch  itself— of 
such  iroportslhce  to  the  interests  of  the 
B^t^blishtnSnt  in  Ireland— and  almost  to 
ihe  tery  ^xJ^tenc^  of  the  Chbtch— that 
this  cause  of  dissatisfaction  shoiild  be  re- 
iribted— :^that  he  could  not  reb^de  from  it. 
He  did  Udt  thihk  thatj  ih  rtiaking  this  pro- 
positibii,  he  was  inflicting  fitly  hardship  on 
individuals^  and  still  less  did  he  feel,  that 
b#  wad  sdbnlittidg  to  the  Hotise  a  prbjebt 
which  wait  At  vaHance  With  the  interests 
of  the  Churbh.  The  Coihmittee  must  see, 
that  the  proposition  did  ttot  apply  to  the 
present  iricUmbent^  only,  but  thilt  it  im- 
posed the  tat  generally.  If,  howevei*,  in 
the  bobsideratibn  bf  thiit  queistidn,  any 
modti  conid  be  fbdnd  for  providing  for  the 
Yestry-cess  Without  tdiichihg  the  present 
incumbetits,  he  should  be  most  glad  to 
adopt  it.  But  still  he  must  contend  that, 
if  such  k  ftttbAlitute  Were  not  found,  it  waii 
yet  most  desirable  that  the  sacrifice  con- 
templated should  be  made  fbr  thb  interests 
of  Ireland,  and  espe&ially  for  the  interests 
df  the  Church  of  Ireland*    To  protect  and 


relieve  the  ^ople  df  Ireland  it  Was  de- 
sirable that  this  Vestry-cess  should  no 
longer  be  levied.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man last  nieht  confined  himself  almost  en« 
tirely  to  the  poor  clergy;  he,  however, 
could  notsee^in  the  present  state  of  infotm. 
atidn  on  the  subject,  how  he  could  alter 
the  tax  lis  it  was  now  proposed  to  be  col- 
lected.   He  should  be  well  pleased,  how- 
ever, if  any  other  mode  were  shown  by 
which  the  impost  could  be  avoided.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had    argued    the 
qiiedtion  on  the  effect  which  this  tax  would 
have  bn  the  parochial  clergy  in  Ireland, 
and  he  had  adduced  many  instances  of  the 
seviere  privations  which  it  would  impose, 
Bui  tlie  Cbmmittee  would  observe,  that  a 
very  large  portion  of  the  tax  would  not  fall 
on  the  parochial  clergy,  but  on  the  hier- 
Allshy  of  Ireland  s  rxA  ihe  argumentutn  ad 
ihiiericordiam  could  not,  therefore,  be  ad- 
vanced with  all  that  force  and  effect  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  last 
lii^ht  to  attach  to  it;    The  right  hon. 
Gebtlenian  stated,  that  in  the  propoftitioii 
which  had  been  brought  forward  tio  dii- 
titiction  was  made  between  the  difibrent 
sorts  of  Vestry-cess  in  Ireland.    NoW,  on 
the  grounds  which  he  had  laid  down  be- 
fore, he  had  confined  himself  to  that  cesa 
Which  Was  levied  by  exclusively  Protestant 
vestries.    There  was  a  great  distinction 
between  that  and  the  other  regular  charges 
oh  thb  land,  which  varied  according  to 
circumstances,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said.     But  the  hardship  on  the 
people  was,  that  a  Vestry  exclusively  Pro- 
testant had  at  present  the  right  of  increas- 
ing at  their  pleasure  an  assessment  which 
others  who  had  no  share  in  apportioning  it 
were  obliged  to  pay.    This  was  a  hard- 
ship that  pressed  peculiarly  on  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  therefore  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic owners  and  occupiers  of  land  fblt  it 
Severely.    He  must  agam  insist  on  the  ne- 
cessity of  removing  the  Vestry-cess,  and 
ihust  say,  that  if  no  other  mode  could  be 
devised  for  getting  rid  bf  it^  Parliament 
had  better  agree  to  the  proposition  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers.    With  relpect  to  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  niember  for 
Montgomeryshire,  that  the  schedule  which 
was    appended    to    the    Bill  should  be 
attached  to  this  Resolution,  »t  -^n-A^i^ 
to  him  that  it  would  make  r 
the  discussion,  whether  it  w 
or  not.     He,  therefore,  fe' 
ness  to  concede  the  point 
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appeal  to  the  justice  of  the  House,  and  if 
that  appeal  had  been  successful,  the 
House  would  not  be  to  blame  in  listening 
to  it  and  doing  justice.  He  hoped  that 
^he  noble  Lord  concurred  in  his  views,  that 
if  the  Vestry-cess  ought  to  be  abolished, 
it  ought  not  to  be  imposed  on  the  present 
incumbents.  If  the  noble  Lord  concurred 
in  that,  he  would  ask  him  not  to  force 
the  Committee  to  come  to  a  division. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  the  removal 
of  the  cess  was  necessary,  but  he  believed 
the  noble  Lord  had  overrated  the  burthen. 
The  noble  Lord  stated  it  at  60,000/.; 
but  let  the  nob}e  Lord  inquire  further, 
aod  he  would  find  the  exclusive  Vestry- 
cess  did  not  amount  to  so  much.  iJet 
the  noble  Lord  too,  above  all,  consider,  that 
it  was  not  necessary  to  pass  the  Resolutions 
immediately.  Perhaps,  if  the  Vestry-cess 
were  abolished  immediately,  the  noble 
Lord  could  provide  for  it  by  a  vote  of 
public  money.  [Lord  AUhorp  was  under- 
stood to  say  across  the  Table  that  he 
meant  to  do  that  for  the  present  year.] 
Why,  then,  if  the  noble  Lord  intended 
it,  let  him  not  hasten  the  question  to  de- 
cision—  let  him  not  make  it  a  party 
dispute.  He  was  ready  to  meet  the  noble 
Lora  half-way.  All  he  asked  at  present 
was,  that  the  noble  Lord  shoula  grant 
them  a  short  delay.  Let  the  noble  Lord 
withdraw  the  Resolutions  and  introduce 
them  after  the  recess,  and  after  an  oppor- 
tunity of  fully  considering  the  subject. 
He  was  ready  to  concede  the  principle, 
that  the  Vestry-cess  should  be  abolished, 
and  a  provision  made  for  the  charges  which 
that  cess  was  levied  to  defray  out  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Church.  But  he  asked 
for  delay,  that  the  arrangement  should  be 
just  as  well  as  complete. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  as  there  would  be 
many  opportunities  to  amend  the  Resolu- 
tions in  a  future  stage,  he  hoped  that  no 
delav  would  then  be  interposea.  The  se- 
cond Resolution  being  a  money  Resolution 
must  be  again  moved  in  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House.  He  believed  that 
there  was  then  an  understanding  between 
him  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
the  Amendment  should  not  be  moved. 
He  proposed  that  they  should  assent  to 
the  Kesolutions,  and  that  provision  should 
be  made  hereafter,  that  those  Resolutions 
should  not  be  carried  further  than  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  hoped,  that  the  noble 
Lord,  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  would 


expressW  admit,  that  all  existing  interests 
should  be  exempted.  If  that  were  the 
case,  he  was  little  inclined  to  stickle  for 
forms,  and  should  advise  his  hon.  friends 
to  permit  the  Resolutions  to  pass,  with 
the  understanding  that  they  should  not 
be  restricted  in  proposing  any  alteratk>ns 
in  the  Bill  they  thought  proper  hereafter. 
It  was  most  proper,  in  consenting  to  these 
Resolutions,  that  they  should  take  care 
that  existing  interests  were  not  exposed  to 
difficulties. 

Mr.  Wynn  said,  that  the  Committee 
ought  not  to  vote  a  general  sum  without 
knowing  what  was  the  actual  sum  re- 
quired. It  was  usual  for  Committees  to 
vote  not  merely  that  a  tax  should  be 
levied,  but  that  a  tax  should  be  levied  of 
a  certain  amount.  The  noble  Lord  did 
not  seem  to  be  quite  certain  of  the  amount 
of  the  exclusive  Vestry-cess,  and  that 
should  be  precisely  stated  before  the 
Resolutions  were  voted.  It  would  be 
better,  in  his  opinion,  to  delay  the  whole 
matter  till  after  the  holidays,  or  at  least 
till  Government  could  put  the  House  into 
possession  of  correct  infiarmation  as  to  the 
sum  demanded. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  the. argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  related  to 
the  difference  between  taxing  the  present 
and  the  future  incumbents.  On  that 
point  he  did  not  think  the  Committee 
could  then  come  to  a  decision.  The  right 
hon.  Grentleman  was  willing  to  let  the 
Resolntions  pass,  provided  he  (Lord 
Althorp)  admitted  a  certain  qualification 
which  was  formerly  alluded  to— or,  if 
that  were  declined,  provided  that  he 
would,  as  a  member  of  the  Government, 
pledge  them  not  to  bring  forward  a  propo- 
sition for  imposing  a  tax  on  the  present 
incumbents.  Situated  as  he  was,  he 
could  only  say,  that  he  was  prepared  to 
give  the  proposition  his  most  serious  con- 
sideration, lliat  he  would  say,  and  more 
he  could  not  say. 

Mr.  ShaiD  certainly  thought,  that  in 
common  justice,  the  existing  interests  of 
the  present  incumbents  should  not  be 
burthened  with  this  tax.  The  noble 
Lord  had  greatly  exaggerated  the  amount 
of  Vestry-cess  that  was  devoted  to  purely 
ecclesiastical  purposes  when  he  estimated 
It  at  60,000/.  or  70,0002.  a-year.  He 
(Mr.  Shaw)  had  taken  great  pains  to 
ascertain  the  amount  levied  by  the  exclu- 
sive vestries,  and  the  result  of  his  inquiry 
was,  thai  it  did  not  amount  to  more  than 
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I^^OOOL  per  annum.  He  believed  that 
it  aventged  abont  20/.  for  every  parish 
Church  in  Ireland.  Now,  he  would  beg 
to  propose  as  a'  anbetttute  for  that  cess, 
if  it  was  to  be  done  away  with,  that  as 
there  was  a  debt  due  to  the  Board  of 
First  Fruits  of  400,000/.,  that  sum  should 
be  jpaid,  and  put  out  at  interest,  so  as  to 
make  up  for  the  amount  of  this  cess.  The 
sur{4os  of  the  revenues  of  the  Bishopric 
of  Derry  might  be  also  applied  to  that 

Crjxise.  He  felt  indebted  to  the  noble 
ra  for  the  concessions  which  he  had 
made,  and  he  was  therefore  inclined  to  go 
as  far  as  he  could  to  meet  him ;  but  he 
must  say  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
could  never  meet  with  his  concurrence. 
It  went  to.  invade  all  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty, and  unquestionably  its  tendency 
was  to  exterminate  the  Protestant  religion 
in  Ireland.  He  hoped  that  the  tax  which 
the  noble  Lord  intended  to  impose  would 
not  be  thrown  solely  upon  the  clergy, 
but  that  the  absentees  and  the  landed 
proprietors  would  be  made  to  bear  their 
proportion  of  it.  Above  all,  the  lay 
impropriators  ought  to  bear  a  full  share. 
In  one  diocese  alone  according  to  the  Par- 
liamentary Returns;  the  income  of  lay 
impropriators  under  theTithe<}ompo6ition 
Act,  was  above  12,000/.  per  annum,  and 
a  large  income  besides,  from  land  not 
compounded  for,  and  yet  the  whole  sum 
annually  paid  in  that  diocese  by  impro- 
priators for  the  service  of  the  Church,  was 
but  80/*  Was  it,  then,  just  to  tax  the 
clergyman — ^not  onlv  for  his  own  parish 
from  which  he  did  derive  an  income,  but 
also  for  the  neighbouring  parish  of  a  lay 
impropriator  from  which  the  Church 
deriveid  no  income  ?  The  clergy  of  Ire- 
land had,  for  the  last  few  years,  been  suf- 
fering under  the  most  accumulated  op- 
pression«  Not  long  since,  they  had  their 
incomes  reduced,  on  an  average,  of  from 
ten  to  twenty  per  cent  under  the  Tithe 
Composition  Act,  in  order  to  secure  a 
quiet  and  certain  payment  Then,  last 
year,  fifteen  per  cent  to  the  landlords, 
with  the  prospect  of  a  further  loss,  by 
idling  their  interests  at  sixteen  years' 
purchasei  and  buying  land  at  twenty; 
and  were  tfiey  in  addition  to  all  that,  to 
anfler  a  loss  of  from  five  to  fifteen  per 
cent  by  the  present  measure?  Would 
aaqr  other  profession  bear  such  injustice  ? 
Would  the  oflBcers  of  the  Army  suffer 
themselves  to  be  taxed  for  the  building 
fod  repairiog  barracks;'  or  lawyers  for 


Courts  of  Justice?  No;  but  they  were 
represented  in  the  House,  and  the  clergy 
were  unrepresented.  He  entreated  hon. 
Members  to  grant  the  same  measure  of 
justice  to  that  oppressed  and  comparatively 
defenceless  body,  which  they  would  re- 
quire foi*  themselves.  He  was  sure  thkt 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  re-consider  the 
question,  he  would  have  no  difficulty 
in  finding  a  substitute  for  this  tax.  *  He 
had  no  wish  to  divide  the  House,  or  go 
further  into  the  question  at  present,  as  it 
seemed  to  be  the  general  feeling  that  it 
would  be  better  that  the  question  should 
not  be  now  discussed.  He  trusted, 
however,  that  the  noble  Lord  would  con- 
sent to  introduce  the  words  he  had  sug- 
gested into  this  Resolution.  It  should  ba 
recollected  that  the  clergy  were  in  a 
situation  of  the  greatest  distress,  and  that 
for  the  last  three  years  they  had  received 
hardly  any  of  their  incomes.  He  had  a 
statement  which  was  read  at  the  meeting 
over  which  the  Bishop  of  London  presided, 
and  in  the  correctness  of  which  he  reposed 
implicit  faith  —  showing  that  the  large 
majority  of  the  Irish  clergy  had  receiveid 
comparatively  little  of  their  incomes  for 
the  last  two  years  and  a  half.  At  present 
the  clergy  had  to  depend  upon  any  assist- 
ance which  might  be  afforded  them  by 
the  humane,  and  those  who  could  respect 
th^  distress,  and  appreciate  their  priva- 
tions. They  had  to  struggle  with  the 
greatest  diflSculties.  He  knew  the  priva- 
tions which  many  learned  and  pious  cler- 
gymen and  their  families  had  been  ex- 
posed to.  It.  would  be  painful  to  the 
House  if  he  were  to  state  circumstances 
which  had  come  to  his  knowledge  on  this 
subject.  It  was  only  yesterday  morning 
that  he  received  a  communication  from 
an  old  and  high-minded  clergyman  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland,  in  which 
he  stated  that  his  family  and  himself  were 
denying  themselves  in  every  way,  and  that 
they  spent  only  3«.  a  week  in  bread,  the 
rest  of  their  sustenance  being  made  up  by 
potatoes,  of  which  (he  thanked  God!) 
there  had  been  a  fine  crop.  He  added, 
that  his  whole  family  bore  their  privations 
with  the  greatest  cheerfulness.  This 
letter  was  not  written  in  the  spirit  of 
complaint,  nor  could  the  writer  have  the 
least  idea  that  any  portion  of  it  would  be 
made  public.  He  was  sure  that  there 
was  not  a  man  in  the  House  who  would 
not  cheerfully  contribute  to  relieve  the 
^clergy  from  such  a  miserable  situatioBr 
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Be  had  also  been  informed,  by  a  friend 
of  his,  that  he  had  lately  visited  a  cleigy- 
man  in  the  county  of  Cork,  who  was  in 
9pch  a  state  of  destitution  as  to  be  able 
^o  afford  bread  only  to  his  wife,  who  wa| 
sick,  the  rest  of  the  family  being  obliged 
to  put  up  with  potatoes.  He  had  known 
others  who  had  been  obliged  to  adopt 
similar  food;  some  had  been  compelled 
to  withdraw  their  children  from  school, 
and  others  had  been  obliged  to  rely  en- 
tirely on  the  kindness  of  their  friends. 
Now,  could  they  conceive  anything  more 
painful  to  the  feelings  of  a  clergyman  and 
a  gentleman  than  to  be  placed  in  such  a 
situation  ?  He  had  mentioned  these  cir^ 
cumstances  in  order  to  satisfy  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  condition  of  the  clergy  of 
Ireland  was  such  as  to  entitle  them  to  the 
utmost  forbearance  on  the  psirt  of  the 
Government  and  Parliament.  He  had 
known  many  instances  in  which  they  had 
been  compelled  to  give  up  the  insurances 
they  had  effected  on  their  lives,  and  upon 
which  they  relied,  as  on  a  certain  provi- 
sion for  their  families,  after  their  deaths. 
He  really  did  not  see  any  more  reason  why 
the  clergy  should  be  solely  taxed  for  the 
preservation  of  the  Churches,  than  lawyers 
should  be  compelled  to  build  and  keep 
up  the  Courts  of  Justice.  It  should  be 
recollected  that  the  clergy  were  not  repre- 
sented in  that  House,  the  lawyers  and  the 
officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy  were.  He 
trusted,  that,  at  all  events,  the  present 
incumbents  would  not  be  taxed,  and  that, 
even  in  reference  to  its  future  collection, 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  throw  this  tax 
entirely  on  the  clergy,  but  that  it  should 
also  fall  upon  the  landed  proprietors  and 
the  absentees. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  he  had  already 
stated  all  that  he  could  state  in  reply  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  he  thought 
that  what  he  had  stated  had  satisfied  that 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman.  It  appeared, 
however,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleinan  who  had  last  spoken  was  not  satis- 
fied with  that  statement.  Now,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  agree  in  the  views  of  that 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  Supposing 
that  the  present  incumbents  should  be 
relieved  from  this  tax,  yet  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  not  be  satisfied 
if  the  amount  of  the  tax  for  the  purposes 
intended  should  be  solely  drawn  from 
the  revenues  of  the  Church,  by  a  deduc- 
tion from  the  incomes  of  Individual  der* 
gymen  who  wers  not  as  yet  incumbentst 


The  hon.  and  learned  Gent^man  ym 
therefore  against  imposing  this  tax  ^vea 
qpon  the  incomes  of  futute  inoumbents. 
to  such  a  principle  as  that  ha  could  not 
assent.  Looking  at  the  itate  9f  tde  trisli 
Church  and  the  amount  of  its  reveni^of, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  the  t^x  substitutes 
for,  and  to  be  deitotfsd  to  the  purposes  of 
this  cess,  should  be  deducted  from  the 
incpmes,  not  of  the  presenty  hut  of  the 
future  incuml^epts. 

Mr.  6ou^{m  8aid»  he  wptjld  lacrffiof 
all  the  objections  which  he  had  to  fither 
parts  of  the  noble  Lord's  proposition — and 
they  were  many — if  the  noble  Lord  would 
make  the  sacrifice  to  hi^i  on  the  present 
question,  that  existing  interests  should 
not  be  taxed.  He  wished  to  avoid  so 
manifest  an  injustice. 

Lord  AUkorp  was  surprised  that  the ri^ht 
hon.  Qentlemao,  knowing  the  peculiar  si* 
tuation  in  which  he  was  plaoed,  should 
press  him  to  say  mo^e  than  h€^  had  done. 

Sir  M.  W.  Jfiidku  thought  the  Qentle- 
mep  opposite,  ought  to  be  satisfied  witl| 
what  the  noble  Lord  had  already  stated* 
tie  would  pQt  have  been  sorryt  had  he 
gone  a  little  further ;  but  at  the  same  time 
he  thought  the  admissions  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  were  as  much  as  conld  he  fxt 
pect^d  from  a  Minister  of  the  Qrowsv 
whom  they  certainly  could  not  ask  tq  alter 
the  n^aterial  prinpiple  op  which  the  Bill 
was  founded,  in  its  present  stage. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  that  be  felt  grateM 
to  the  noble  Loud  for  the  concession  ha 
bad  already  made — and  he  oertainly  had 
been  much  mistaken  if  the  Hqusq  appre- 
bf^ed  it  was  his  intention  to  presh  his 
suggestion  to  a  division. 

Mr.  Gou^um  would  consent  to  the 
Resolution  passing  in  its  present  shape 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  promise  to  take  it 
into  consideration,  and  let  the  discussion 
take  place  in  bringing  up  the  Report. 

Mr.  Hume  hoped  the  noUe  Lord,  after 
the  candid  statements  which  he  had  al- 
ready made,  would  pledge  himself  no 
further.  One  great  error  prevailed 
diroughout  this  discussion— that  of  con- 
sidering  the  clergy  as  the  Church  instead 
of  the  congregation.  When  there  wae 
no  congregatioui  no  allowance  ought  to 
be  made.  He  agreed  that  this  Resolution 
should  pass  in  its  present  state,  and  be 
was  sure»  that  after  the  statement  mirie 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Gentlemen  below 
might  place  full  confidence  in  biro.  In 
mtdLing  these  CQAceasioiiif  hovef era  bt 
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rtt^^  h#  WM  strictly  wt^had  by  two  dif- 

•m^ii  (^y  yi^idipi  c^F^in  ppiots,  oihors 

biippejiod  tQ  hiO)  tp  N  Uf^ip^  bj  «i(Qh 
li^e  fpjr  yielding  \q  tbe  pthers^  b^t  (his 
b<l  WPViM  WtJi  {hs||  bQ  l(lW9y»  WQy)d  give 
way  when  he  saw  good  ie%«PP  fof  no 
<}qifH,  Hi|  fcou.  h'md  m^H  dppppij  on 
H  (h^t  i^q  (D^D  io  Sngl^nd  poed  he  ^j^med 
in  GQmequfunp^  of  th^  ipcl|;)f|tiqn  w^icb 
ha  h^d  ahpw^  to  giy^  w»y  \9i  thp  e^afpptiPP 
pf  pr^s^qt  inc^mh^nu^i  that  he  would  give 
W«y  pi^  any  ma|eri?il  prinpjpje  pf  th^  me^i- 
fMre  to  i|ihich  he  fe]thi(X)^1f  Aledgpdi  hut, 
lu  this  jqstsippa,  be  though^  he  cpul4  give 
Wy  vi^bqpi  mfh  iptfirfeieupe, 

Hh  fw^  ^¥4t  ^b^t  thi9  (DQ%auFe  for 
tbe  Kefopu  of  the  Chi\r«h  gf  j[re)f(^d—tbis 
g^^pd  papacp^  fqr  tbe  PviU  of  ^ba^  pQUUtry 
— v^ould  ^^Tprd  reljftf  Qu\y  to  tbe  l^o^punt 
^  3Q|000^-  tq  the  SMffering  ^ud  i^tarving 
people  of  IiFejapq,  There  appeared  to  be 
^pon  hP(b  ^iue^  of  tbe  Hoq^e  s^  rivalry  %i 
to  n^hci  shoq^d  do  fpqst  to  uphpld  (hp 
prc^e^tani  es^bl>^iuppt  in  Ireland*  Re 
Wpi;)4  te)t  the  uob'p  W4  th^t  the  ppple 
of  Iv^nd  looked  uppQ  tbat  establi^iniiieftt 
as  a  {ftpiit  ipaoustrpu^  evil.  It  was  ap  eppr- 
iuoi^9  ii\ius^Qe,  If  \\  w^fk  ipteuded  fp^ 
tbf^  pKiemoti()^  of  tbe  Prote^tai^t  religion 
in  Ireland,  i^  h^^  totally  fs^ile^,  fpc  the 
Pfpte«tant  religion,  ipstpad  of  increa^iqg, 

ym  tme  dow«  ip  (bat  ponutfy.  U  nai 

the  pppulatiou  of  Irelapd  Jjvaa  2,000,000, 
and  it  now  was  8,000,000.  The ProtesUnU 
io  173^  we^e  in  the  prpportipn  of  oi^e  to 
two  and  a-b^ilf  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  now  they  were  only  as  one  and  a-half 
to  six  ^nd  a-half  of  the  population  of  ^ht^t 
country.  If,  ^bPAi  the  aproad  of  the  Prp- 
tes^nt  religiop  ^^  the  pretext  foj  the 
Viaiutpnaqce  of  such  s^o  enormops  estab- 
tUhiqeiit— an  est^blisbiaent  that  would 
AOt  he  pndpi^ed  for  a  moment  under  similar 
circumst^pces  in  this  country  —  it  had 
totally  failed  in  producing  that  effect.  It 
iKOuld  be  impo<3Sible  to  reconcile  the  Irish 
people  to  tpe  n^aiptenance  in  apy  degree 
of  that  eatablisbment  uplesa  justice  should 
bp  4p)PP  them,  ^t  Dipeaent  they  regarded 
the  maintenance  ot  that  establishment 
£^  a  badge  of  conquest.  This  measpre 
HfO^Id  give  only  tbe  small  relief  of  30,000^. 
tp^  the  people  of  Ireland,  while  it  would 

g(f  serxe  m  p^ts^listu^f  ut  w  top  pJ(^Il8ive| 
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pbiob  ba4  ^tUijietibepr  failed  iu  pvttmoltiig 

Protestantism  in  Ireland* .  In  the  county 
of  JCilHeppy,  for  instance,  tbe  Protestant 
population  100  years  s^o  was  6,000,  and 
ii  QOw«amoHnted  to  6,500 ;  showing  an 
increase  of  500  in  the  course  of  a  ceptury : 
wbjle  ^be  Catholic  population  of  Kilkenny, 
which)  100  yesini  ago,  was  about  6,000, 
npw  amopnted  to  120,0004  The  Pro- 
testapt  pppulation,  the  real  churcb-gCMng 
PQpulat.ipn  of  Ireland,  after  deducting  tbe 
^rpsbyterians  and  other  Dissenters,  did 
pqt  ampupt,  at  present,  to  more  than 
700,000.  Was  it  for  such  a  population 
^hat  ap  establishment  should  be  main- 
tained that  cost  1,000,000/.  sterling?  The 
revenues  of  tbe  whole  clergy  of  France  fhr 
«  population  of  upwards  of  39,0Q0,00O 
^id  not  aukopnt  to  more  than  1,^00,000/,, 
while  the  clergy  for  a  population  of  less 
than  700,000  cost  1,000,000/.  sterling, 
t  Mf^s  only  necessary  to  state,  that  simple 
Ig^ct  to  dep^onstrs^te  to  all  sensible  and  im- 
partial n\en  the  monstrous  nature  of  such 
an  establishment.  It  ^as  rather  remarks 
s^ble,  that  throughout  this  discussion,  while 
every  attention  was  paid  to  the  interests 
of  the  l^stablished  Church  in  Ireland,  the 
sts^te  of  the  suffering  starving  poor  there 
seemed  to  he  altogether  forgotten.  A 
great  des^l  hs^d  been  said  by  the  hop. 
and  le^rped  member  ibr  the  University  of 
Dublin  about  the  distress  of  the  Irish 
clergy,  bpt  he  would  defy  the  bon.  and 
learned  Member  to  show  that  there  was  a 
yeaf*^  tithe  due  to  the  clergy  of  Ireland. 
U  should  not  be  forgotten,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  at  this  moment  there  were 
in  Ireland  1,000,000  able-bodied  men, 
who  were  willing  to  work,  apd  who  were 
not  able  to  obtain  even  6d^  a-day.  U 
should  be  also  recollected,  that  every  man 
connected  with  that  country  h^d  byeen 
latterly  more  or  less  reduced  ip  his  cir«> 
cumstances.  The  clergy  bad  not  been, 
as  was  represented,  the  sole  spfferers,  anct 
their  inter^ts  did  not  clemcmd  exclusive 
consideration. 

Lord  4//Aprp  deprecated  the  tone  of 
Ihe  spepci^  of  the  bon.  Gentleman,  at 
calculated  to  lead  to  unpleasant  discus^ 
siop.  He  most  certainly^  on  bringing 
forward  t^is  proposition,  did  not  seek  to 
abolish  the  EstaUiished  Church  in  Irelapid*, 
His  aim  was,  merely  to  reform  its  abuses. 
It  was  un&ir  of  the  bon.  Gentleman  alsci 
to  assume  that  this  Bill  was  the  onlyk 
measure  of  relief  intended  to  be  brought 

forward  \>y  bis  M^y^e^t^'s  Qoveiupgyeat^ 
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t^trnf'  tk^  Mutiay.  Apt  lupplied  many 
other  n^iliUiry  pHpiahmepti  h^^ides  thtl, 
which  WM  «P  flIenpgQtpry  tQ  the  netianal 
characiei: ;  ^n(i  the  (apt  w^f,  ihat  flagging 
icas  iqflicta^  fnerely  )>epause  pflicart  had  it 
ia  their  ppwe^ ;  Mfh^c^a^,  if  they  were  de* 
prWed  0f  that  ppwer»  they  wo^ld  find 

if^ipy  Qlhef  paeans  vnhii^h  wpqld  effect  all 
the  p^iapts  whiph  they  qcmld  havp  in  view. 
It  \11a9  ifnpps$ible  tp  let  thi«  subject  sleep 
in  a  Reformed  Parliap^^pt.  The  pMpish- 
ii^apt  pf  »lave«  wa*  poflfined  tp  ^fteep 
lasheai*  CoMld  it  be  necessary  for  piain- 
taining  the  di^ciplipp  pf  the  army  to  ^Mb- 
ject  the  soldiers  to  2pQ,  300,  and  50p  ? 

)p  addition  to  apy  piher  punishment 
pQurts-martial  may  direct ''  the  q^end^re 
tp  he  marked  pn  the  lef(  side,  twq  ipphes 
below  the  armpit,  wi^h  thp  letter  D,  an 
inch  Ippg,  and  with  giinpow^er]  not  liable 
tp  h^  obliterated-"  He  trv^ted  that  spch 
a  ppni^hmeptf  w^hich  perp^tna^ted  the  dis- 
grace, and  tended  tp  destroy  all  feelings 
fevpiirahle  to.  reformation  in  the  soldier, 
.Was  never  car^i^d  into  effect.  He  con* 
eluded  by  o^OYing  the  clause  tp  whjch  he 
had  referred. 

.  iVIr.  l.e^nard  i^id,  that  the  hpn.  mem- 
ber for  lli^i^alesex  hafl  mentioned  him  as 
pne  pf  the  persons  who  formerly  voted 
with  him  fpr  the  abolition  of  flogging  in 
the  ^myi  and  hp  wonld  hf^  proud  to  vpte 
with  him  again  tp  attain  the  samp  ohjepU 
He  he)d  \^^  practipe  in  the  utmost  detest- 
ation.. The  country  wasco^tantly  he.ar» 
if^g  acpounts  of  punishment^  inflicted  on 
«oldiera  which  wpnid  ^ot  h^  allowed  tp  bt 
appiipd  tp  criminally  convicted  pf  thp  most 
atrocious  offences.  Why,  he  asked,  should 
the  Priti^h  soldier  be  thus  proscribed  ? 
Xhe  soldiers  of  other  countries  were  not 
subjected  to  that  degrading  punii»hment ; 
find  he  could  not  conceive  that  there  was 
anything  pecpliar  in  the  character  of  his 
countrymen  which  rendered  the  applica- 
tion of  the  lash  necessary.  It  was  an 
anomaly  thatone  description  of  punishment 
shpnld  be  applied  to  ofi^cers,  and  another 
to  privatea.  It  was  contrary  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  justice  that  there  should  be  any 
inequality  of  punishments.  The  argument 
Wgpd  in  support  of  ogging  was,  that  the 
private  soldiers  were  so  bad  a  set  of  men 
that  th^y  could  not  be  kept  in  order  with- 
out it;  but  it  was  the  punishment  of 
flogging  which  deterred  a  better  class  of 
men  from  enterin?  the  army.  Abolish  the 
punishment,  its  alleged  canse,  which  was.  in 
i;^ity  ita.effeGt|  would  (quickly  disappear. 


}ILx*Bokeri(ir4mi,  haviRg  taken  phaife  Qf 
the  Bill  in  the  ahsenpe  of  his  right  ban. 
friend*  (Sic  J.  C.  Hobhouse)>  fplt  callod 
upon  to  make  one  or  two  observ^^ticnis 
which  should  de^prvp  attention  for  their 
candour  if  not  for  their  solidity.  No  pffi- 
cial  coonezion  should  induce  him  to  vote 
against  the  daqse  of  tha  hoUt  ^nemhef  for 
Middlesex,  if  np  felt  thp  zpal  fpf  the  aMi- 
tion  of  this  punishment,  and  the  conviction 
pf  its  inutility^  which  unquestiqnably  ani- 
mated bim  and  m^^y  of  the  oppqnents  of 
military  flogging.  Finding,  howevpr,  that 
hy  far  the  majority  of  well-informed 
military  m^!i^>  those  who  were  bpst  aihle  to 
judge,  and  on  \^hose  judgment  he  placed 
the  greatest  reliance,  being  the  great  ma- 
jority of  tho^e  who  hfHl  to  administer  the 
law,  were  in  favpur  qf  Uie  continuance  of 
thp  pqwer  now  exercised,  an4  thinking 
that  their  cqnsent  ap^  f^pprqhatioA  ought 
to  be  qhtained  befprft  so  grp^  a  change 
was  made,  he  pould  not  brin^  himself  to 
vote  in  favour  of  ^hp  proposition.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  in  tbi%  as  in  otl\er  rer 
speptfi  the  army  pf  tirp^t  Britain  was  in  a 
gradual  ststte  of  improvement,  and  he  di4 
pot  thinl^  it  wqpld  oa  safp  to  disturb  the 
stes^dy  cpurse  of  that  ameUoratipn  hy  a 
measure  of  i|\judicipushaste«  Wit^i  every 
disposition,  therefore,  to  adqpt  the  Amend- 
ment, })e  did  npt  feel  sufficient  reliance 
upon  his  qwn  judgment  to  warrant  him  1^ 
supporting  it  hy  his  vote,  ^Q  rejected  the 
clanse  win  fe\^Qtance,  almoat  amounting 
to  pain^hut  at  the  same  time,  with  a  clear 
cqnspienpp.    \Vith  respect  to  the  other 

Eunishments  alludled  tq  by  the  hon.  mem« 
er  for  Middlese^^,  they  were  never  carried 
into  effect  except  the  markings  and  that 
was  only  done  when  desertion  rendered  a 
conspicuous  mark  necessary.  He  admitted 
that  this  punishment  too  was  a  painful  and 
a  degrading  one,  but  he  had  the  consola- 
tion of  knowing  that  it  was  never  carried 
into  effect  with  severity. 

Mr.  MiUbnay  was  aware  of  the  opinioa 
which  prevailed  amongst  persona  in  the 
army,  that  the  punishment  could  not  be 
abolished ;  he  was  aware  likewise  of  the 
progress  of  a  contrary  opinion,  not  only 
amongst  thp  public,  but  amongst  officers 
themselves.  He  was  s^ware,  too,  that 
there  had  been  practicall3^  a  mitigation  of 
the  punishment,  and  that  U  was  not  called 
into  practice  so  frequently  as  formerly* 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  thought 
the  time  had  come  when  the  pupishmept 
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be  dpiiMed  whtthcr  it  woqM  be  safe  to 
Tsliere  soktieni  Mrviag  abroad  from  the 
fostraint.  He  knew  a  case  of  a  soldier 
vsfaotibore  an  excellent  ckaracter  when 
sober,  but  when  intoxicated  always  attack- 
ed his  sergeants  he  twice  received  500 
lashes  for  this  ofience,  but  it  did  him  no 
good*  Though  he  was  aware  ol  the  little 
corrective  power  of  this  punishment,  as  a 
restraint  upon  soldiers  abroad,  he  was 
afraid  it  could  not  yet  be  dispensed  with 
in  the  colonies.  As  the  faon^  Member's 
Motion  was  confined  tp  the  United  King- 
dom, he  should  support  it.  It  was  of 
importance  to  raise  the  character  of  the 
English  soldier,  and  that  could  be  done 
by  abolishing  flogging  at  home. 

Mr.  ffConneU  was  happy  that  the 
wdght  of  Government  was  not  thrown 
into  the  seale  against  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex.  If,  there* 
fore,  the  practice  of  military  flogging  were 
to  be  continued — if  torture  were  still  to 
be  allowed  in  the  British  army,  it  would 
not  be  the  fault  of  Ministers,  but  of  the 
Reformed  Parliament.  Officers  were  in- 
competent judges  upon  the  subject,  and 
their  opinions  ought  therefore  to  have  po 
influence  on  the  decision  of  the  House. 
He  called  upon  the  House  to  remember, 
that  in  our  army  alone  the  practice  still 
prevailed,  which  still  kept  up  that  wide 
distance  between,  the  ofi^cer  and  the  pri- 
vate which  existed  in  no  other  body  of 
troops.  Among  them  tliere  was  a  degree 
nS  familiarity^  he  might  call  it  brotherhood, 
which  making  them  mutually  dependent 
on  the  good  opinion  of  each  other,  pre- 
served discipline  without  cruelty.  The 
question  was,  whether  not  only  British 
subjects,  but  the  very  natives  of  Britain, 
were  to  be  legally  put  to  the  torture ;  and 
he  was  sorry  to  see  that  many  who  turned 
up  the  whites  of  their  eyes,  **  till  the 
strings  of  them  (as  Sir  Fertinax  said)  were 
ready  to  cnick  **  at  the  notion  of  flogging 
negroes,  were  not  present  on  this  occasion 
to  give  a  vote  in  favour  of  their  own  coun- 
trymen. The  House  ought  to  interfere  at 
once  to  put  an  end  to  the  degrading  prac- 
tice ;  and  when  once  flogging  was  abol- 
ished, a  better  class  of  men  wquld  be  in- 
duced to  enter  the  army,  especially  at  the 
present  moment,  when  labour  was  so  cheap 
and  abundant,  that  the  reward  of  the  labour- 
er was  reduced  to  the  narrowest  pittance. 
There  was  no  flogging  in  the  army  of 
Mapdeon,  and  its  discipline  was  suffix 
oieiitiy  good  ta  eiisQie  victory.    As  long 


as  the  prevailing  distisctian  between 
officer  and  private  was  preserved,  and  the 

passage — 

That  ifi  the  Oeneral't  but «  eholctjie  woid, 
W^ioh  in  t^e  ioldier  W  fi^t  blaspBemy^— 

remained  proverb^l,  they  would  get  only 
the  worst  blass  of  men  to  enter  the  army. 
Remove  that  distioctien  a  better  class 
would  enter  the  service,  and  discipline  be 
more  easily  maintained.  He  called  upon 
the  Reformed  House  of  Commons  to  back 
the  hon.  Member  in  his  attempt  to  remove 
tliis  disgraceful  cruelty  from  England. 
What,  he  would  ask,  had  the  Reformed 
Hoqse  yet  done  for  the  oau^e  of  humanity  ? 
He  well  knew  how  much  it  bad  done  in 
opposition  to  that  cause;  but  he  hoped 
that  this  night  the  Members  would  be  able 
to  retire  to  their  beds  after  hi^ving  given 
a  vote  which  would  satisfy  their  con- 
sciences, and  make  some  little  compensa- 
tion for  the  iiyury  they  had  done  to 
Ireland. 

Lord  Altkarp  had  been  surprised  to 
hear  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  read 
his  name  as  one  of  those  who  had  for-> 
merly  voted  for  the  abolition  of  corporal 
punishment  in  the  army.  He  had  thought 
that  he  had  never  givei)  a  vote  against 
its  continuanee,  although  he  cei'tainly 
had  never  voted  in  its  fovour.  He 
had  formerly  been  of  opinion,  and  he 
retained  that  opinion  still,  that  the  w^ieh| 
of  military  authority  was  so  great,  that  it 
would  not  be  safe  entirely  to* abolish  flog- 
ging in  the  army.  True,  it  was  a  puoish<« 
ment  at  which  the  feelings  of  human 
nature  revolted,  but  he  felt,  that  he  should 
take  upon  himself  an  unjustifiable  degree 
of  responsibility  if  he  voted  in  opposition 
to  the  judgment  of  those  who  had  the  great- 
eat  experience.  Officers  were  still  men,  and 
they  possessed  the  ordinary  sympathies  of 
men,  and  while  they  possessed  them,  they 
were  competent  to  decide  on  the  fitness  or 
unfitness  of  adhering  to  the  old  practice. 
The  clause  of  the  hon.  member  for  Mid-« 
dlesex  only  applied  to  Oreat  Britain ; 
flogging  was  still  to  be  allowed  beyond 
the  limits  of  the  empire,  and  that  circum- 
stance would  materially  and  inconveniently 
increase  the  repugnance  of  the  soldiers 
to  go  upon  foreign  service.  If  any  pro- 
cess could  be  sti|^ted,  by  which  the 
punishment  could^  safely  removed,  he 
was  ready  to  give  it  bis  consideration; 
but,  under  present  circumstances,  how- 
ever painful  it  was  to  him  to  vote  against 
the  proposition  of  the  boot  member  fo# 
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Middlesex,  he  felt  that  it  would  be  quite 
inconsistent  with  his  duty  if  he  did  not  do 
his  best  to  oppose  it. 

Captain  Ctcr^mcalled  theattentbnof  the 
House  to  the  warrant  recently  issued  de- 
creasing the  pensions  of  soldiers — which 
he  said,  would  tend  still  further  to  lower  the 
character  of  the  army,  and  increase  the 
necessity  for  inflicting  corporal  punish- 
ment. He  was  aware  that  many  re* 
cruits  were  enlisted  in  a  state  of  drunken- 
ness, and  cared  little  for  any  conse- 
quences, but  that  was  not  the  case  with 
the  inhabitants  of  Scotland  who  sup- 
plied our  army  with  many  soldiers.  If 
more  than  half  the  pension  hitherto  allow- 
ed to  the  soldier,  after  a  certain  period  of 
service,  were  taken  away,  it  would  be  im- 
possible— for  the  future — to  obtain  any 
recruits,  except  from  the  prisons  and 
workhouses.  Already  the  army  had  be- 
come too  common  a  refuge  for  the  aban- 
doned, for  whenever  a  man  of  notoriously 
bad  character  was  brought  before  a  Ma- 
gistrate at  the  Quarter  Sessions,  he  inva- 
riably recommended  him  to  enlist.  If  the 
order  to  which  he  had  alluded  were  not 
rescinded,  the  army  would  soon  consist 
entirely  of  such  characters.  Would  they 
be  a  fit  class  of  persons  upon  whom  tp 
try  a  new  system  for  the  enforcement  of 
discipline?  Imprisonment  had  been  re- 
commended as  a  substitute  for  flogging ; 
but  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that 
to  confine  a  soldier  in  a  public  prison,  and 
compel  him  to  become  the  associate  of 
men  convicted  of  every  crime,  was  the  very 
worst  species  of  punishment  that  could 
possibly  be  adopted.  To  imprison  sol- 
diers in  common  gaols  would  be  to  make 
them  worse  when  they  came  out  than 
when  they  went  in ;  but  he  would  sup- 
port a  motion  for  the  erection  of  prisons 
m  barracks,  which  he  thought  might  be 
made  to  supply  the  place  of  logging. 

Sir  Rufane  Donkin  referred  to  an  ex- 
periment he  had  made  in  the  regiment  of 
which  he  was  Lieutenant  Colonel,  to  abol- 
ish corporal  punishment,  which  experi- 
ment had  failed,  for  the  men  began  with 
knocking  down  the  corporals,  went  on  to 
the  Serjeants,  and  finally  threatened  the 
officer  on  guard.  He  must,  however,  say^ 
that  whenhecommanded  abrigade  in  Spain, 
be  had  made  an  appeal  to  the  men  on  the 
subjecttand  for  fourteen  months  no  in- 
stance of  flogging  had  occurred.  It  would 
be  a  satisfaction  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
mwbGf  for  Dablia  to  be  informed,  that 


the  two  regiments  he  had  then  under  his 
orders  were  not  only  Irish,  but  Irish  p€tr 
exceUence  in  every  sense  of  the  word.  One 
was  the  Prince  of  Wales's  Royal  IrisIiyUid 
the  other  the  Connaugbt  Rangers,  coni"^ 
monly  called  the  Rollickers.  The  fact 
was,  that  the  officers  had  identified  them- 
selves with  the  men — they  had  slept  under 
the  same  trees,  and  endured  the  same 
hardships,  so  that  a  feeling  of  affection 
grew  up,  which  was  the  best  source  of 
obedience.  There  were  only  two  ways 
of  preserving  discipline  in  the  army ;  one 
was,  to  appeal  to  the  moral  feelings  of  the 
soldiers,  which  of  course  would  be  by  far 
the  best  way,  if  it  could  be  found  to 
answer ;  but  if  it  did  not  answer,  then  the 
only  other  method  was  to  have  recourse 
to  physical  suffering.  He  was  confident^ 
that  the  British  army,  at  least  in  foreign 
service,  could  not  be  kept  together  with- 
out the  House  left  to  the  officers  the 
power  of  inflicting  corporal  punishment ; 
though  God  forbid  that  such  punishment 
should  be  often  had  recourse  to,  as  indeed 
it  was  not. 

Mr.  Curteis  could  not  let  the  House 
go  into  Committee  on  this  Bill  without 
recording  on  that  occasion,  as  he  should 
on  every  other,  his  utter  abhorrence  of 
this  system  of  punishment.  There  might 
be  found  several  substitutes  for  it.  For 
instance,  it  was  found,  that  the  most 
furious  animals  were  tamed  by  a  course 
of  starvation.  He  should  most  strenuously 
support  the  abolition  of  military  flogging 
though  he  agreed  in  the  propriety  of  limit* 
ing  Uie  abolition  in  the  first  instance  to 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Major  HandUy  would  also  strongly  8up« 
port  uie  abolition  of  military  flog^ng  as 
re|^arded  troops  at  home;  he  did  not 
thmk  there  would  be  any  difficulty  in 
finding  an  effective  substitute  for  this  mode 
of  punishment.  But,  with  respeet  to  the 
army  in  service  abroad,  he  must  say,  that 
he  thought  summary  punishment,  from 
the  nature  of  their  position,  could  not  be 
dispensed  with.  They  could  not  on  a 
march  very  well  have  recourse  to  impri- 
sonment, or  to  the  very  extraordinary 
mode  of  punishment  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  spdce  last.  Thereforcr 
while  he  strongly  advocated  the  abolition 
of  this  punishment  with « respect  to  the 
army  st  home,  he  should  object  to  its 
remission  with  respect  to  troops  on  foreign 
service.  He  only  asked  for  the  power  to 
continue  it ;  he  was  fully  coBTincedi  thai 
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too  good  a  fedmg  existed  aUtoiig  officers 
to  put  it  into  elect  Terv  often.  Under 
the  Eqaperor  Napoleon  tne  French  army 
had  been  kept  in  the  finest  discipline,  yet 
oorporal  punishment  was  seldom  or  ever 
heard  .of*  The  fact  was,  the  point  of 
honour  had  been  kept  up  to  a  very  high 
degree  in  the  French  army.  For  himself, 
he  had  witnessed  in  the  Ionian  Isles  the 
best  possible  efFects  result  from  the  sub- 
stitution of  solitary  confinement  in  lieu  of 
conxmil  punishment. 

An  Hon.  Member  most  strongly  ob- 
jected  to  the  extraordinary  and  unfair 
distinction  which  was  proposed  to  be  made 
between  troops  in  foreign  service  and 
troops  at  home.  He  thought  all  soldiers 
were  alike  entitled  to  the  same  treatment. 
A  great  deal  had  been  said,  and  he  did 
not  object  to  it,  with  respect  to  the  fine 
discipline  preserved  in  the  French  army 
vrithoot  the  influence  of  corporal  punish- 
ment; but  hon.  Gentlemen  must  also 
bear  in  mind  that  punishments  were  fre- 
quently carried  into  effect  in  that  army — 
such  as  shooting,  and  obliging  deserters 
to  carry  heavy  irons— which  if  attempted 
to  be  introduced  here  would  meet  with  as 
much  opposition  and  excite  as  strong  feel- 
ings of  horror  and  dislike  as  the  punish- 
ment which  the  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex had  moved  to  abolish. 

Mr.  Shell  advocated  the  abolition  of 
this  dreadful  and  demoralizing  punish- 
ment. Some  gallant  Officers  had  opposed 
the  abolition ;  but  he  did  not  think  that 
officers  of  the  army  were  the  most  compe- 
tent judges  in  this  matter.  No,  certainly 
not.  He  would  not  go  to  a  clergyman  for 
his  opinion  aS  to  Reform  in  the  Church ; 
nor  to  the  West-India  planter  on  the  sub- 
ject of  negro  emancipation ;  nor  to  one 
of  his  own  profession  for  an  opinion  about 
reforming  the  lucrative  abuses  of  the  law. 
No  more,  then,  would  he  be  led  in  his 
opmion  of  the  propriety  of  reforming  the 
punishment  of  the  army,  by  what  an 
officer  in  the  army  might  say.  As  to  the 
substitution  of  punishment,  there  had  been 
different  ones  proposed;  one  hoo.  Mem- 
ber, who  he  supposed  was  a  member  of 
the  very  valuable  Zoological  Society, 
aeemed  to  recommend  the  practice  of  the 
Zoological  Gardens  for  the  army.  He 
did  not  agree  with  that  hon.  Member  in 
taking  a  zoological  view  of  the  case.  The 
present  system  was  a  most  degnuling  and 
demoralizing  one;  the  British  soldiery 
iviight  be  dealt  with  in  the  same  spirit 
with  the  Roman  soldiers  :— 


Fadsras  est  firem,  Rommmn  veASisit, 

Colonel  0ore£aiigr^onsaid,thatif  itwere 
wished.to  preserve  a  disciplined  and  effiMst- 
ive  army,  they  must  retain  the  power  of 
inflicting  corporal  puniriiment.  He  was 
strongly  averse  to  inflicting  it  when  it 
could  be  avoided,  bntthe  power  of  inflict* 
ing  it  ought  to  be  maintained. 

Sir  John  Byng  stated,  that  he  had 
formerly  agreed  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  as  to  the  expediency  of  abol- 
ishing the  punishment  of  floggmg  in  the 
army ;  and  he  had  accordingly  been  induced 
to  make  the  experiment  of  abstaining 
altogether  from  the  use  of  coiporal  pun- 
ishment with  respect  to  the  solcfiers  under 
his  command,  for  a  period  of  two  years; 
but  it  did  not  succeed.  At  the  expiration 
of  the  time  the  regiment  was  in  a  much 
worse  state  of  discipline  than  befoie.  He 
had,  ther€^re,  after  this  experiment,  and 
much  consideration  upon  the  subject,  been 
led  to  the  conclusion,  that  to  do  away  alto- 
gether with  the  power  of  inflicting  corporal 
punishment  would  vitally  affect  the  disci- 
pline of  the  British  army.  It  had  been 
repeatedly  urged,  that  a  substitute  might 
be  found  equally  efficient  with  the  punish- 
ment now  in  use.  But  what  was  it  to  be  ? 
He  had  for  a  long  time  turned  his  atten- 
tion  anxiously  to  the  subject,  but  he  had 
never  yet  been  able  to  devise  an  adequate 
substitute.  He  did  not  mean  to  contend, 
that  corporal  punishment  was  frequently 
to  be  resorted  to,  but  he  maintained  that 
the  power  of  inflicting  it  should  be  con- 
tinued to  commanding  officers ;  and  in  so 
saying,  he  well  knew  he  was  speaking  the 
sentiments  of  the  General  Commanding- 
in-chief ;  and  if  the  power  were  contin- 
ued, as  he  recommended,  the  House  would 
have  no  reason  to  apprehend  that  it  would 
be  abused,  for  the  practice  of  flogging  in 
the  army  was  decreasing  from  year  to 
year.  To  the  Amendment  of  the  honr 
Member  he  was  decidedly  opposed.  He 
thought  no  difference  should  be  made 
between  the  soldier  at  home  and  abroad. 
The  distinction  proposed  would  be  most 
invidious;  in  his  opinion,  it  would  bemuch 
better  to  abolish  the  system  of  corporal 
punishment  altogether,  than  agree  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Mid- 
dlesex. 

Sir  Francis  Burdett  stated,  that  he  felt 
great  difficulty  in  addressing  the  House 
upon  the  subject  before  them  at  that 
moment,  because  he  was  in  some  sort 
token  unawares ;  but  the  great  difficulty 
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he  esfniridnced,  proee«ded^  on  the  one 
liaod^  from,  his  apprehensioii  lest,  not 
having  had  due  time  for  consideration,  he 
tfiould  he  led  away  by  the  strength  of  his 
feelings ;  and,  on  the  other,  from  the  im- 
possibility of  his  being  able  to  suffer  a 
questioii  sueh  as  tbb  present  to  pass  over 
in  silence,  althoiigh  he  thought  a  much 
itiore  convenient  and  better  opportunity 
might  have  been  hereafter  fbund  for  bring- 
ing the  Motioh  forwardi  He  would  not, 
howevfer,  hesitate  to  repeat  what  he  had 
before  repeatedly  said,  that,  in  his  opinion^ 
the  practice  43f  flogging  in  the  army  was 
atrocidtts  —  wad  intolerable.  He  deeply 
regretted  that  thb  OoTernment.  to  whfcR 
he  had  madd  every  kind  of  at>pUcation  to 
take  up  the  matter  tBemselves,  had  not 
complied  with  his  entreaty — had  not  niade 
sothe  commencement,  whibh  might  serve 
tn  assure  the  people  that  a  suBjeet  which 
excited  the  strdhgest  public  feeling,  and 
whibhi  at  the  same  time»  required  debp 
thought,  would  bto  placed  by  them  in 
a  fair  way  of  bdhg  ultitattely  brought 
to  a  satisftibtory  results  He  repeated, 
that  he  rtignitted  thili  toeeedingly,  for 
if  Government  did  hdfc  do  so)  it  wohld 
soon  be  out  of  tbei^  power  to  induce 
the  English  public  longer  to  endui^  a 
practice  of  such  revolting  cruelty.  The 
gallant  General  had  contisnded  that  flog- 
ging was  always  the  ^'uliimum  remedinm ;" 
so  it  might  be  in  some  regiments,  but  thfe 
public  were  well  aware  that  this  was  neither 
always  nor  generally  the  ease;  but,  on 
the  edntrary^  it  was  f^quently  inflicted 
for  offenbes  which  did  not  jiistify  its  appli- 
cation. He  admitted  that  he  had  little 
better  authority  for  this  assertion  than  the 
public  printi ;  but  they  contained  frequent 
ibstancel  in  ^hich  corporal  punishment 
was  admiillsiered  in  cases  whete  it  was 
perfectly  disgusting  to  imagine  it  could 
nave  beett  inflicted.  Even  if  it  were  neces- 
sary that  the  powbi*  df  flogging  should 
be  continued  to  commanding  officers,  let 
it  at  teast  be  circumscribed.  Let  it  be 
confined  to  such  offences  as  mutiny  and 
stealing  from  a  comrade^  If  it  we^  so 
strongly^  asserted  that  the  possession  of 
this  power  was  absolutely  necessary  to  the 
good  government  of  the  army,  why  he 
would  consent  to  let  it  be  retainedf  but 
thAi  it  mult  be  circumscribed  within  Well 
defin^  limits.  Wbfen  it  was  much  worae 
thab  it  is  nOw---lrhen  it  was  almost  a 
hundred-fold  worsen-there  were  oflicers 
fotlnd  t^  defend  the  iSystem  as  it  then 


!  existed  s  and  sach  was  the  eff^t  of  « 
ibad  system,  that  all  men^  even  those 
of  refined  and  enlightened  minds,  were 
hardened  by  the  frequent  exhibition  of 
human  sufibring.  A  wise  man  had  said, 
that  men  were  fond  of  using  force  as 
their  right  hand,  and  reason  as  their  left. 
He  feared  that  the  existence  of  this  prac- 
tice, and  the  constant  defence  of  it  by 
oflicers  in  the  army,  aflbrded  a  great 
proof  of  the  soundness  of  that  remark. 
But  their  objections  to  its  abolition  were* 
answered  by  one  important  fact ;  namely, 
that  though  the  practice  had  so  milch 
diminished  as  to  be,  when  compared  to 
irhst  it  was  thirty  vears  ago,  almost  as  tt 
were  abolished,  still  the  character,  conduct, 
and  discipline  of  the  atmy  had  been  mm« 
terially  improved.  If)  then,  the  power  of 
inflicting  this  punishment  was  to  be  re- 
tained, let  it  be  retained  within  well 
defihed  limits.  Let  mutiny^  fairlv  under- 
stood, he  punished  id  this  manner;  but, 
as  the  matter  stood  now^  there  was  Dne 
olause  in  the  MutiUy  Bill  Which,  by  the 
introduction  of  this  word  "insubordination/* 
ifreUld  justify  aby  petty  officer  in  inflicting 
the  plinishmeht  for  any  sbpposed  affront 
[iVd,  no]»  Let  those  Gentlemen  who 
cried  no,  show  that  he  ^as  mistaken,  and 
he  should  be  hiost  happy  to  hear  the 
proof  that  convicted  him  of  his  error. 
It  was  said,  that  in  foreign  armies  inen 
w(ire  shot  for  offenbes;  he  was  almost 
rbady  to  lay,  shoot  men  rather  than  keep 
up  this  punishment  of  the  lash,  for  none 
could  be  shot  but  upon  full  investigation 
aUd  solemn  sentence  i  and  it  was  better 
tbttt  one  man  should  be  shot,  than  that 
the  whble  army  should  be  disgraced.  In 
many  regiments  corporal  punishment  had 
not  been  employed  for  years.  One  instance 
of  this,  and  he  mentidned  it  to  the  honour  of 
the  Duke  of  Gloster,  was  in  that  regiment 
of  Coldstream  Guards,  of  which  that  illus- 
tribns  Duke  was  the  Commander.  In  that 
case,  the  attention  of  the  officers  to  the 
men  was  extreme,  and  the  men  were  thus 
retaihed  in  obedience  by  affection  rather 
than  fear.  Some  years  ago  the  infliction 
of  1,000  lashes  was  thought  no  extra- 
ordinary punishiherit;  1,500  had  some* 
times  been  ordered  in  a  sentence,  and 
a  tnan  was  brought  out  three  or  fiSar, 
or  five  tiniiis  to  tebeive  his  sentence.  If 
th^  number  was  considerable^  he  was 
brought  out  so  often  that  he  might  almost 
be  Said  td  live  under  the  lash.  Tfaes^ 
were  things  past  and  gone ;  and  he  had  ne 
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dubbty  tbftt  if  the  irt&tter  was  fairly  con- 
sidered, not  these  enormities  alone,  but 
the  whole  system  mig^ht  be  abolished  with^ 
otit  the  least  danger  to  the  good  conduct 
aiid  disciptiil^  of  the  army.  The  practice 
of  flogging  ought  not  to  be  kept  np  fbr 
the  purpose  of  continuing  in  the  army 
men  Who  ought  to  be  turned  out  of  it. 
They  had  bitter  be  turtied  out  of  the 
arm3r*  The  Motion  of  the  hon.  member 
fbr  Middlesex  was  for  the  abolition  of 
this  system  in  EbglSnd,  and  surely  the 
experiment  might  be  tried  to  thkt  extent. 
He  had  the  au&ority  of  officers  for  saying 
this,  for  when  he  himself  had  brought 
forward  motions  on  this  subject  to  abo- 
lish the  system  altogether,  thi^Y  had  said 
that  it  could  not  be  Wholly  done  awflv 
withf  but  that  itmig:ht  be  abolished  ifi 
England,  though  it  btftild  hot  be  tiboU 
ished  with  regard  ko  troops  in  fo^ign 
service;  Lord  Hutchinson  had  ejtpreSsed 
his  opinion  that  discipline  could  be  kept 
up  without  it,  and  Whh  hil  filings  and 
With  that  authority,  he  tebuld  not  but  Vote 
in  faTOut  of  the  Motion.  Ril  Watf  ebn- 
fideut;  that  4f  bit  hon:  friend  had  con» 
tinned  in  the  office  bonndcted  With  the 
army,  the  clauses  of  the  Mutiny  Act 
would  have  been  fraiiied  with  a  iriew 
to  abolish  the  punishmertt  of  flogging,  sltid 
at  the  same  time,  to  Substitute  something 
that  should  hate  secured  the  safety  of  the 
public  and  the  discipline  of  the  atmy.  If 
there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  on  the 
facts,  he  thought  that  a  Comnlittee  obght 
to  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  them, 
and  to  lay  the  Rl^port  befoiv  the  House. 
Viscotltat  Palmetitan  observed,  that  he 
f^lt  ail  the  disadvantage  which  he  had  in 
rising  after  the  hon.  Baronet,  who  always 
expressed  himself  with  a  talent  and  a  fer- 
vour Which  were  sure  to  command  a 
witling  audience.  On  that  occasion,  too, 
he  had  the  advantage  of  speaking  on 
a  subject  which  had  fbr  many  years 
engaged  the  energies  of  hi^  heart  and 
mind.  The  hon.  Baronet  spoke  in  udiiion 
with  the  bSst  fedlings  of  human  nsiture, 
and  if  the  House  wer^  dbposed  to  con- 
sult onlj  such  felilings,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  Rs  to  the  conclusion  at  which 
they  would  arrive;  atid  not  only  woiild 
they  agree  to  the  notion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  MtddleSeK,  but  they  woUld 
be  eager  to  aboHlh  all  putiishment  of 
Whatever  description:  But  this  was  a 
questioh  not  to  be  disposed  of  on  fueling 
and  sentiment  alone,  fbr  It  involved  grave 


consideratiohs  6f  publid  interest  dhd  the' 
safety  of  the  community,  as  well  as  the' 
comfort  of  the  soldier,  and  must  be  decided 
by  a  calm  and  deliberate  eieaminatiofi  of  all 
the  citcudlitances  of  the  case.  Thet^  was 
man  Who  Would  venture  to  contend 
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that  a  large  army  could  be  governed  un- 
less the  officers  possessed  the  poWer  df  in- 
flicting upon  the  men  composing  H  severe 
punishnlent.'  None  hbd  ev^r  be€n  go- 
verned withotit  such  a  power.  But  then 
hon.  Gentlemen  Said,  that  they  hadsi^cciial 
objection  to  this  particular  punishmeHt. 
He  did  not  Stand  there  as  the  kdvocAte 
for  corporal  punlshnietit,  taor  to  Say  that 
it  was  good  in  itself;  ibr  he  could  faOl  but 
admit  that  its  teildehcy  was  in  Mtti^  de- 
gree to  degradii  the  HiihdS  Of  thU  bifcn 
even  tnore  tn&n  the  bfllction  ihJUNd  theit* 
body.  If  any  substitute,  therefore,  cbtlld 
be  provided  for  it,  he  should  be  gUd 
to  see  it  abolished.  Htih;  OenllemeU, 
howefel*,  who  Objected  to  this  pdnMiiUeht,' 
did  hot  suggest  any  stibstithfe  fbl*  it;  btit 
psid  the  OovertihieHt  the  iiompliment  ot 
relying  On  their  Wisdom  to  Rttd  a  SUbsti^ 
tute.  He  Would  rather  they  shonid  have 
undertaken  the  diity  than  paid  thttt  eotn- 
pliment,  particularly  when  the  OOveHi-' 
ment  said  it  kneW  of  no  iubstitute  fbi*  this 
ptinishment  Whibh  Would  answer  the  pUN 
pdse  eqhally  well.  He  could  ndt  believe, 
on  a  siibject  of  sueh  great  iUipbrtehce  al 
the  discipline  of  the  army,  which,  be  it 
remembered,  did  not  merely  concern  the 
interests  of  the  atihV>  but  those  of  the 
whole  eommunitv  with  which  it  catne  into 
contact,  and  whose  rights  end  security 
were  at  stake — he  coUld  not  bdiete,  that 

on  a  subject  of  such  ituponance,  Members 
would  allow  themselves  to  be  rUn  aWay 
with  by  their  f^^elines,  or  would  negative 
the  necessity  of  this  discipline,  without  see- 
ing their  Way  to  sOhie  adequate  substitute. 
What  were  the  substitutes  which  had  been 
proposed  ?  One  hdh.  Gentleman  said,  thdt* 
solitary  impHsOUment  would  be  productive' 
of  good  results,  ahd  an  instance  Was  given 
of  a  case  which  Occurred  in  dhe  of  the 
Ionian  islands,  ifhere  the  solitary  ithprf- 
sonment  of  one  ihitn  phodU»ld  a  most 
beneficial  effect  on  the  whole  garrison. 
But  how  was  it  possible.  With  a  Idrge  army 
scattefed  ove^  an  Imtiiehse  tl*act  Of  cdUb- 
try,  always  to  have  at  hahd  the  tneaiiS  of 
solitary  cohflnement  ?  When  he  was  Se- 
cretary-at-War,  brt  exaniining  On  on^  oc.' 
casion,  the  returns  of  the  punishments  at 
the  Guards,  he  ibund  that  sixteen  hien 
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weie  ientADced  to  solitary  imprifonment 
for. different  periods;  and  vrhere  did  the 
House  suppose  these  sixteen  men  were 
sent  to  undergo  their  sentence?  Why, 
they  were  all  confined  together  in  the 
cabin  of  a  hulk  on  the  Thames,  sixteen 
feet  long  by  ten  feet  wide;  and  in  this 
way  these  sixteen  men  were  undergoing 
their  sentence  of  solitary  confinement? 
Solitary  confinement,  to  be  really  suchj 
would  be  productive  of  so  much  expense 
in  the  construction  of  adequate  apart- 
ments in  barracks,  that  he  was  sure  it 
wofild  not  be  very  likely  to  meet  with  the 
support  of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex. 
There  were,  at  present,  diflPerent  degrees 
of  severity  connected  with  drill,  and  vari- 
ous other  matters  of  internal  regulation, 
which  were  practised  to  a  great  extent,  as 
a  means  of  punishment.  He  could  as- 
sure the  hon.  Baronet,  who  appeared  to 
think  that  flogging  was,  in  all  cases,  re- 
sorted to  in  the  first  instance,  that  the 
contrary  was  the  fact.  Indeed^  owing  to 
the  degree  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  him* 
self  bad  d^wn  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  army  to  this  subject, 
this  punishment  had  of  late  years  been 
very  considerably  diminished.  So  far 
from  its  being  the  first  method  of  enfor- 
cing discipline,  it  was  only  resorted  to  in 
cases  where  other  descriptions  of  punish- 
ment had  failed  in  producing  the  desired 
eflfeot.  One  hon.  Gentleman  had  recom* 
mended  a  species  of  punishment,  which  he 
bad  no  doubt  would  meet  with  the  appro- 
bation of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex, 
as  it  was  calculated  to  combine  economy 
with  discipline.  The  Gentleman  he  al- 
luded to  had  proposed  to  ^vern  the  army 
by  starvation— an  economical  plan  certain- 
ly, as  it  would  not  only  punish  offenders, 
but  would  save  the  country  the  expense  of 
feeding  them.  They  were  told — and  he 
admitted  the  propriety  of  the  maxim— -^< 
€H  ah  haste  c/ocm-^nd  certainly  if  our 
enemies  were  to  choose  punishments  for  us, 
none  would  better  suit  their  purpose,  than 
that  which  would  reduce  each  offending 
aohliec  to  a  skeleton.  But  what  had  been 
the  practice  of  foreign  nations — of  France, 
for  instance?  It  had  been  said,  that  the 
French  army  was  kept  during  the  war  in 
a  state  .of  the  greatest  discipline— -disci* 

fline,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
)ubiin  said,  which  led  them  to  vk^tory 
without  the  infliction  of  corporal  punish- 
ment But  that  was  a  mere  play  upon 
«|FMds,  because  though  they  certainly  did 


without  the.  infliction  of  that  species  of 
corporal  punishment  which  existed  In  tbe 
British  service ;  yet  every  man  who  knew 
«-and  he  appealed  with  confidence  to  those 
gentlemen  in  the  House  who  had  them- 
selves seen  the  practice  of  the  French  army, 
that  the  infliction  of  corporal  pain,  without 
a  Court-martial,  and  at  the  arbitrary  will  of 
the  officers,  did  take  place  to  a  very  great 
extent  in  the  armies  of  Napoleon ;    in 
which,  moreover,  shooting  was  comaion  to 
a  degree  that,  he  was  persuaded,  would 
astonish  many  hon.  Gentlemen^      Was 
any  man  prepared  to  say,  that  in  the 
British  army,  the  offences  which  are  now 
punished  by  the  lash,  ought  to  be  visited 
with  the  punishment  of  death?  H^  could 
not  admit  that  the  comparison  could  tead 
to  the  advantage  of  the  French -service; 
for,  however  distinguished  was  the  gallant 
conduct  of  that  army  in  the  field—- however 
frecj^uently  they  were  led  oa  to  victory 
against  their  enemies — still,  he  must  say, 
that  discipline  in  their  own  country,  or 
good  behaviour  towards  the  civil  inhabit^ 
ants,  was  not  the  peculiar  boast  of  the 
armies  which  served  under  the  standard  of 
Napoleon.    So  much  the  contrary,  indeed, 
was  the  fact,  that  when  our  troops  crossed 
the  Pyrenees,  and  entered  the  southero 
provinces  of  France,  the  French  people 
themselves,  in  relation  to  their  treatment 
by  our  soldiers,  observed,  that  though  they 
entered  their  country  as  invaders,  they 
treated  them  as  if  they  were  their  de- 
fenders.     In   foreign   services^    greater 
punishments  were  inflicted  than  in  ours,, 
although  in  a  different  way.    In  Prussia, 
a  practice  formerly  existed— which  had,  in- 
deed, been  only  partially  abolished— of  con- 
fining a  man  in  a  room  not  high  enough  for 
him  to  stand  upright  in,  and  which,  instead 
of  being  boarded,  was  floored  with  square 
spars,  with  their  sharp  edges  upwards;  so 
that  he  could  neither  stand,  because  there 
was  no  room,  nor  lie  down,  becauae  it  waa 
too  painful  to  do  so.    This  punishment 
was  so  severe,  that  no  man  could  sup* 
port  its  infliction,  when  it  was  carried 
on   beyond  a  certain  number  of  hours. 
When  they  were  told  then,  that,  in  foreign 
countries,  flogging  was  not  resorted  tq, 
they  ought  to  remember  that  other  punbh- 
ments  were  adopted,  which»  if  they  were 
introduced  here,  would  excito  as  much 
abhorrence  as  that  punishment  which  was 
now  the  subject  of  discusskin.    No  man 
could  deny  the  position,  that  an  army  can« 
not  be  kept  in  that  stat&of  discipline  which 
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the  ciTiI  part  of  the  community  had  a  right 
to  expeet^  without  strong  powers  of  control ; 
and  the  question  then  came  to  this— 
whether  it  would  be  safe  to  adopt  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  Mid- 
dlesex? Anhon.  friend  of  his  said,  that 
soldiers,  when  they  ^ent  on  foreign  ser- 
vice, were  subjected  to  more  arbitrary 
jurisdiction  than  they  were  at  home ;  and 
that,  primd  facie f  they  would  be  reconciled 
to  this  proposition.  He  was  ready  to 
believe,  that  such  was  the  gallantry  of 
British  troops,  that  there  was  no  addi- 
tional severity  which  would  influence 
their  feelings,  or  in  the  least  diminish 
their  alacrity  when  called  upon  to  take 
the  field  agamst  an  enemy.  But  that  was 
not  the  question — ^the  question  was, 
whether  the  British  army  was  to  be  so 
constituted,  that  while  the  men  were  to  be 
subjected  to  this  punishment  when  they 
went  to  colonial  stations,  which  was 
the  most  irksome  part  of  their  duty,, and 
the  longest  period  of  their  service,  that 
part  of  the  army  which  remained  at  home 
was  to  be  exempted  from  it.  Itappearedto 
htm  that  nothing  could  be  lesa  expedient ; 
and  if  the  question  were,  whether  this  pro- 
positionshould  be  adopted,or  whether  there 
should  be  a  general  exemption  from  this 
punishment,  he  believed  it  would  be  better 
to  abolish  the  punishment  altogether,  than 
to  make  this  mischievous  and  fatal  distinc- 
tion. They  were  told,  that  if  this  punish- 
ment were  abolished,  men  would  enlist 
more  freely  into  the  ranks,  and  that  they 
should  get  a  better  description  of  men  to 
enter  into  the  service.  He  never  knew 
that  when  they  vequired  men,  they  failed 
in  getting  the  requisite  number.  It  was 
more  the  particukir  circumstances  in 
which  a  man  stood  at  the  moment,  which 
influenced  hia  choice  of  a  military  life, 
than'  complicated  considerations  of  dis- 
cipline. It  was  also  said,  that  there  were 
examples  to  prove  that  this  punuhment 
might  be  altogether  dispensed  with*  Cases 
had  been  quoted  in  which  officers  in  the 
exercise  of  their  judgment,  and  by  their 
attentive  and  discreet  mode  of  command- 
ing their  men,  had  been  enabled  for  a 
certain  time  to  dispense  with  the  infliction 
of  this  punishment.  But  did  it  follow, 
that  if  the  power  of  inflicting  this  punish- 
ment had  not  existed,  the  same  lesalt 
would  have  taken  place,  and  that  good 
order  would  have  been  maintained  in  those 
cases  ?  He  doubted  it;  Moreover,  he  said, 
that  these  cases  were  exceptions  which,  in- 
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stead  of  subverting  the  rule,  tended  rather 
to  prove  it.  What  was  said  by  those  hon« 
Gentlemen  who  advocated  the  abolition  of 
this  punishment  ?  Why,  that  if  officers  of 
the  army  were  to  take  the  trouble  of 
making  themselves  better  acquainted 
with  their  men — if  they  were  disposed  to 
share  the  same  shelter — ^to  rest  beneath 
the  same  tree — and  to  bivouac  in  the 
same  fleld — if  they  would  partake  with 
their  men  all  the  inconveniences,  all  the 
dangers,  and  all  the  difficulties  incidental 
to  a  military  life — they  would  gain  such 
an  ascendancy  over  their  minds,  that  ^ey 
would  be  enabled  to  govern  them  by  the 
mere  force  of  moral  influence,  without 
any  punishment  whatsoever.  If  they  were 
considering  what  was  to  be  done  with  re- 
spect to  regiments  fortunate  enough  to 
have  officers  of  that  description,  they 
might,  perhaps,  be  enabled  to  dispense 
even  with  the  power  of  inflicting  this  pu- 
nishment* But  they  were  not  legislatmg 
for  any  particular  corps,  but  for  the  whole 
army ;  and  they  must  take  the  chance  of 
all  the  different  officers,  and  of  the  dispo- 
sitions of  the  men ;  and  it  would  be  a 
most  fatal  mistake  if  they  were,  from  one 
or  two  examples,  to  draw  the  conclusion, 
that  the  power  of  inflicting  this  punish- 
ment might  be  altogether  taken  away. 
What  said  the  hon.  and  gallant  General 
opposite.  Sir  R.  Donkin?  Why,  that  in 
the  instance  of  one  regiment  after  this 
punishment  had  been  suspended  mr  a 
certain  time,  the  privates  began  to  knock 
down  the  non-commissioned  officers,  and 
went  on  to  knock  down  the  others  ;  and 
that  they  were  eventually  obliged  again  to 
resort  to  corporal  punishment.  .  Neither 
the  example  of  foreign  armies,  nor  of  our 
own,  led  him  to  think  that  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  was  one 
which  it  would  be  safe  to  adopt.  However 
useful  these  discussions  might  be,  he  did 
hope  that  the  House  would  not  be  carried 
away  by  their  feelings  to  consent  to  abolish 
at  once  a  powerforthe  exercise  of  which  the 
Ministers  were  responsible  in  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country,  and  which,  in  their 
(pinion,  was  necessary  for  the  due  mainte- 
nance of  the  discipline  of  the  army.  He 
called,  therefore,  oa  the  House  to  pause 
before  they  agreed  to  the  Amendment;  to 
recollect,  that  if  they  took  away  thit 
punishment,  and  substituted,  no  other 
certain  mode  of  maintaining  the  discipline 
of  the  army,  they  might  repent  toa  lata 
the  error  they  had  committed— they  might 
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diicoTer  their  mistake  when  they  had  no 
)ong;er  the  power  to  retract  it — «Dd  would 
regret  in  vaio  the  precipitancy  of  which 
experience  had  at  length  conTinced  them 
the;  had  been  guilty. 

Sir  Ronald  Ferguion  said^  that  he 
was  an  enemy  to  corporal  punishment 
In  the  army,  but  thought  that  the  power  to 
inflict  it  ought  not  to  be  abolished.  If  it 
were,  the  army  would  be  disorganized. 
In  certain  cases — such  as  mutiny,  and 
striking  an  officer,  or  actual  disobedience, 
which  he  called  mutiny — ^it  ought  to  be 
inflicted ;  and  in  the  case  of  stealing  from 
his  comrades,  a  man  should  be  subject  to 
be  sent  out  of  the  country  by  a  Court- 
martial.  Cases  often  occurred  which  must 
be  tried  and  punished  summarily.  To 
order,  in  accordance  with  the  Amendment, 
one  species  of  punishment  abroad  and 
another  at  home  would  be  extremely  un- 
satisfactory and  unjust.  The  average  num- 
ber of  years  which  a  soldier  passed  In  his 
native  land  was  four  out  of  twenty.  It 
was  clear,  therefore,  that  the  soldier  wouM 
still,  during  four<'fifths  of  his  service,  be 
subjected  to  this  punishment.  He  could 
not  vote  with  the  hon.  Member,  who, 
by  the  Motion,  placed  hhn  in  an  awkward 
situation ;  and  he  would  not  vote  against 
him. 

Mr.  Hotch  could  not  understand  why 
the  Ministers  should  have  asked  for  money 
to  build  solitary  cells  in  all  the  barracks 
in  the  country,  if  they  did  not  mean 
to  use  them.  He  knew  from  long  ex- 
perience, that  solitary  confinement  was 
more  elRcacious  to  prevent  crimes  than 
flogging.— The  House  was  so  impatient, 
calling  question  continually,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  sat  down  without  stating 
whether  he  would  or  would  not  support 
the  Amendment. 

Sir  Frcfndn  Burdeti  signified  his  wish 
to  move  an  Amendment  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex, 
he  would  more  "That  floggmg  should  not 
be  applied  any  where  under  the  Mutiny 
Act,  except  in  cases  of  open  mutiny,  thiev- 
ing, and  cfrunkenness  on  guard." 

Mr.  Hume  would  not  object  to  the 
'suggestion  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  as  the 
commencement  of  a  good  change.  No 
person  justified  flogging  except  as  a  matter 
*of  necessity ;  and  if  theie  was  no  necessity 
for  it  in  any  one  point,  it  ought  to  be 
altered  on  that  point.  He  would  accede 
to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

The  Motion  was  put,  amended  accord* 


ing  to  the  suggestion  (^  Sir  Francis  Bur« 
dett;  and  the  House  divided — ^Ayes  140 : 
Noes  151:  Majority  II. 
The  Report  agreed  to. 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Wednesday,  April  3.  1833. 

Muttfrxs.]  Billi.  Re«d  a  taooni  timet— Privy  OauiMiL 
—Ccmmitted:— Juries  (Ireland).— Brought  up  from  thtf 
OonmoDi:—The  Marine  Mut£ny. 

PettttoMpwawHteili  By  Lord  Bvmwtv,  ftom  a  Nomfecr 
of  Plaflei,  agumt  SUvery,— -By  the  Biihop  of  8L  Abaf^ 
ftpm  two  Plaoes  in  Waleai  and  by  the  Duke  of  Abotlsp 
flom  the  PtertiytBiy  of  MuD,  Ibr  the  Betlcff  Otaier?aneecir 
the  8ahhath«— By  the  Earl  of  Roesnav,  ttom  the  Lord 
Provost  and  Town  Couneil  of  Iklinbuigh.  .as  Patnms  of 
the  Unlv^ty,  agaJast  the  Apothecaries  (Eqgland)  Act. 

Chavcb&t  Proceedings.]  TheLori 
Chancellor  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Bill 
for  the  Regulation  of  the  Proceedings 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery^  ivhich  he  had 
shortly  opened  on  a  former  evening.  He 
would  not  do  more  than  present  the  Bill 
at  that  moment,  as  there  would  be  abun- 
dant  opportunities  of  discussing  its  details 
and  principles  hereaftet.  He  would  take 
that  opportunity,  however,  to  supply  an 
omission  of  which  he  had  been  guilty  on  a 
former  evening,  when  opening  to  tbei^ 
Lordships  the  nature  and  object  of  this 
Bill.  It  was  proposed  that  the  Masters 
in  Chancery  should  not  be  remunerated 
by  fees,  but  by  salaries  principally ;  and 
that  the  fees  for  early  copies,  to  which  so 
much  objection  had  been  taken,  should  be 
abolished  altogether.  Another  material 
improvement  which  thh  Bill  would  intro-^ 
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urmy.  Thp  Mutiny  Act  supplied  many 
other  military  puoiahments  besides  this, 
which  was  so  derogatory  to  the  natianal 
character ;  and  ihe  fact  was,  that  flogging 
was  inflicted  merely  because  officers  had  it 
in  their  power ;  whereas,  if  they  were  de- 
prived of  that  power,  they  would  find 
many  other  means  which  would  efiect  all 
the  objects  which  they  could  have  in  view. 
It  WM  impossible  tp  let  this  subject  sleep 
in  a  Reformed  Parliament.  The  pMnish- 
mfipt  of  slaves  was  confined  to  fifteen 
lashes.  Could  it  be  necessary  for  main- 
taining the  disciplinp  of  the  arpay  to  sqb- 
ject  the  soldiers  to  200,  300,  and  500  ? 
in  addition  to  any  other  punishment 
Courts-martiai  may  direct ''  the  oflenders 
tp  be  marked  on  the  lef(  side,  two  inches 
below  the  armpit,  with  thp  letter  D,  an 
inch  loogy  and  with  gunpowder,  not  liable 
to  bp  obliterated."  He  trusted  that  such 
a  punishfnent,  which  perpetuated  the  dis- 
grace, and  tended  to  destroy  all  feelings 
favourable  to  rpfofipation  in  the  soldier, 
.was  never  carried  into  efiect.  He  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  clause  to  which  he 
had  referred. 

J\Ir.  Le^iiard  said,  that  the  faon.  mem- 
ber for  Mitldlesex  had  mentioned  him  as 
one  of  the  persons  who  formerly  voted 
with  Wm  for  the  abolition  of  flogging  in 
the  arnay,  an4  he  would  be  proud  to  vote 
with  him  again  to  attaip  the  same  object. 
He  held  the  practice  in  the  utmost  detest- 
ation. The  country  was  constantly  hear- 
ing accounts  of  pupishments  inflicted  on 
soldiers  whicl)  wpuld  not  be  allowed  to  be 
applied  to  criminals  convicted  of  the  most 
atrocious  ofiences.  Why,  he  asked,  should 
the  British  soldier  be  thus  proscribed  ? 
I'he  soldiers  of  other  countries  were  not 
subjected  to  that  degrading  punishment ; 
and  he  could  not  conceive  that  there  was 
anything  peculiar  in  the  character  of  his 
countrymen  which  rendered  the  applica- 
tion of  the  lash  necessary.  It  was  an 
anomaly  that  one  description  of  punishment 
should  be  applied  to  officers,  and  another 
to  privates.  It  was  contrary  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  justice  that  there  should  be  any 
inequality  of  punishments.  The  argument 
urged  in  support  of  ogging  was,  that  the 
private  soldiers  were  so  bad  a  set  of  men 
that  they  could  not  be  kept  in  oixler  with- 
out it;  but  it  was  the  punishment  of 
flogging  which  deterred  a  better  class  of 
men  from  entering;  the  army.  Abolish  the 
punishment,  its  alleged  cause,  which  was  in 
ipality  its.  effecti  would  (quickly  disappear.  I 


}llT,RoberlGranij  having  taken  charge  of 
the  Bill  in  the  absence  of  his  right  hon. 
friend,  (8ir  J.  C.  Uobhouse),  felt  called 
upon  to  make  one  or  two  observatioiiB 
which  should  deserve  attention  for  their 
candour  if  not  for  thoir  solidity.  No  offi- 
cial connexion  should  induce  him  to  vote 
against  the  clause  of  the  horn  member  for 
Middlesex,  if  he  felt  the  zeal  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  this  punishment,  and  the  conviction 
of  its  inutility,  which  unquestionably  ani- 
mated him  and  many  of  the  opponents  of 
military  flogging.  Finding,  however,  that 
by  far  the  majority  of  well-informed 
military  men,  those  who  were  bpst  able  to 
judge,  and  on  whose  judgment  he  placed 
the  greatest  reliance,  being  the  great  ma- 
jority of  those  who  had  to  administer  the 
law,  were  in  favour  of  the  continuance  of 
the  power  now  exercised,  and  thinking 
that  their  conseqt  and  approbation  ought 
to  be  obtained  before  so  great  a  change 
was  macle,  he  could  not  bring  himself  to 
vote  in  favour  of  the  proposition.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  in  this,  as  in  other  re- 
spectSi  the  array  of  Great  Britain  was  in  a 
gradual  state  of  improvement,  and  he  did 
not  think  it  would  be  safe  to  disturb  tlie 
steady  cpurse  of  that  amelioration  by  a 
measure  of  injudicious  haste.  With  every 
disposition,  therefore,  to  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment, he  did  not  feel  sufficient  reliance 
upon  his  own  judgment  to  warrant  him  in 
supporting  it  by  his  vote.  He  rejected  the 
clause  with  relpctance,  almost  amounting 
to  pain,  l|ut  at  the  same  time,  with  a  clear 
conscience.  With  respect  to  the  other 
uoishmeots  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  mem- 
er  for  Middlesex,  they  were  never  carried 
into  efiect  except  the  marking,  and  that 
was  only  done  when  desertion  rendered  a 
conspicuous  mark  necessary.  He  admitted 
that  this  punishment  too  was  a  painful  and 
a  degrading  one,  but  he  had  the  cousola* 
tion  of  knowing  that  it  was  never  carried 
into  efiect  with  severity. 

Mr.  Mildmay  was  aware  of  the  opinbn 
which  prevailed  amongst  persons  in  the 
army,  that  the  punishment  could  not  be 
abolished ;  he  was  aware  likewise  of  the 
progress  of  a  contrary  opinion,  not  only 
amongst  the  public,  but  amongst  officers 
themselves.  He  was  aware,  too,  that 
there  had  been  practically  a  mitigation  of 
the  punishment,  and  that  it  was  not  called 
into  practice  so  frequently  as  formerly. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  thought 
the  time  had  come  when  the  punishment 
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lie  doubted  whether  it  would  be  safe  to 
reliere  soldiers  serviug  abroad  from  the 
restraint.  He  knew  a  case  of  a  soldier 
who  i^  bore  an  excellent  character  when 
lober,  but  when  intoxicated  always  attack- 
ed hw  sergeants  he  twice  received  500 
lashes  for  Uiis  offence,  but  it  did  him  no 
good.  Though  he  was  aware  of  the  little 
corrective  power  of  thb  punishment,  as  a 
restraint  upon  soldiers  abroad,  he  was 
afraid  it  could  not  yet  be  dispensed  with 
in  the  colonies.  As  the  hon.  Member's 
Motion  was  confined  to  the  United  King- 
dom, ho  should  support  it.  It  was  of 
importance  to  raise  the  character  of  the 
English  soldier,  and  that  could  be  done 
by  abolishing  flogging  at  home. 

Mr.  ffC^neU  was  happy  that  the 
weight  of  Oovemment  was  not  thrown 
into  the  seale  against  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex.  If,  there- 
fore, the  practice  of  military  flogging  were 
to  be  continued — if  torture  were  still  to 
be  allowed  in  the  British  army,  it  would 
not  be  the  fault  of  Ministers,  but  of  the 
Reformed  Parliament.  Officers  were  in- 
competent judges  upon  the  subject,  and 
their  opinions  ought  therefore  to  have  no 
influence  on  the  decision  of  the  House. 
He  called  upon  the  House  to  remember, 
that  in  our  army  alone  the  practice  still 
prevailed,  which  still  kept  up  that  wide 
distance  between  the  officer  and  the  pri- 
vate which  existed  in  no  other  body  of 
troops.  Among  them  there  was  a  degree 
of  familiarity,  he  might  call  it  brotherhood, 
which  makmg  them  mutually  dependent 
on  the  good  opinion  of  each  other,  pre- 
served discipline  without  cruelty.  The 
question  was,  whether  not  only  British 
subjects,  but  the  very  natives  of  Britain, 
were  to  be  legally  put  to  the  torture ;  and 
he  was  sorry  to  see  that  many  who  turned 
up  the  whites  of  their  eyes,  **  till  the 
strings  of  them  (as  Sir  Pertinax  said)  were 
ready  to  crack"  at  the  notion  of  flogging 
negroes,  ware  not  present  on  this  occasion 
to  give  a  vote  in  favour  of  their  own  coun- 
trymen. The  House  ought  to  interfere  at 
once  to  put  an  end  to  the  degrading  prac- 
tice ;  and  when  once  flogging  was  abol- 
ished, a  better  class  of  men  would  be  in- 
duced to  enter  the  army,  especially  at  the 
present  moment,  when  labour  was  so  cheap 
and  abundant,  that  the  reward  of  the  labour- 
er was  reduced  to  the  narrowest  pittance. 
There  was  no  flogging  in  the  army  of 
Napdeon,  and  its  discipline  was  suffi* 
•itntly  good  la  epsure  victory.    As  loug 


as  the  prevailing  distinction  between 
officer  and  private  was  preserved,  and  the 
passage — 

That  in  the  General's  but  a  choleric  word, 
Which  in  the  loldier  is  flat  bUuphemy'-' 

remained  proverbit^l,  they  would  get  only 
the  worst  tlass  of  men  to  enter  the  army'. 
Remove  that  distinction  a  better  class 
would  enter  the  service,  and  discipline  be 
more  easily  maintained.  He  called  upon 
the  Reformed  House  of  Commons  to  back 
the  hon.  Member  in  his  attempt  to  remove 
this  disgraceful  cruelty  from  England. 
What,  he  would  ask,  had  the  Reformed 
House  yet  done  for  the  cause  of  humanity  7 
He  well  knew  how  much  it  had  done  in 
opposition  to  that  cause;  but  he  hoped 
that  this  night  the  Members  would  be  able 
to  retire  to  their  beds  after  having  given 
a  vote  which  would  satisfy  their  con- 
sciences, and  make  some  little  compensa- 
tion for  the  iiyury  they  had  done  to 
Ireland. 

Lord  Altkorp  had  been  surprised  to 
hear  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  read 
his  name  as  one  of  those  who  had  for-^ 
merly  voted  for  the  abolition  of  corporal 
punishment  in  the  army.  He  had  thought 
that  he  had  never  givet)  a  vote  against 
its  continuance,  although  he  certainly 
had  never  voted  in  its  fisivour.  He 
had  formerly  been  of  opinion,  and  he 
retained  that  opinion  still,  that  the  weight 
of  military  authority  was  so  great,  that  it 
would  not  be  safe  entirely  to  abolish  flog- 
ging in  the  army.  True,  it  was  a  punish- 
ment  at  which  the  feelings  of  human 
nature  revolted,  but  he  felt,  that  he  should 
take  upon  himself  an  unjustifiable  degree 
of  responsibility  if  he  voted  in  opposition 
to  the  judgment  of  those  who  had  the  great- 
est experience.  Officers  were  still  men, and 
they  possessed  the  ordinary  sympathies  of 
men,  and  while  they  possessed  them,  they 
were  competent  to  decide  on  the  fitness  or 
unfitness  of  adhering  to  the  old  practice. 
The  clause  of  the  hon.  member  for  Mid-* 
dlesex  only  applied  to  Great  Britain ; 
flogging  was  still  to  be  allowed  beyond 
the  limits  of  the  empire,  and  that  circum- 
stance would  materially  and  inconveniently 
increase  the  repugnance  of  the  soldiers 
to  go  upon  foreign  service.  If  any  pro- 
cess could  be  suggested,  by  which  the 
punishment  could  be  safely  removed,  he 
was  ready  to  give  it  his  consideration ; 
but,  under  present  circumstances,  how- 
ever painful  it  was  to  him  to  vote  against 
the  piopositioQ  of  the  hout  member  §00 
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Middktex«  he  felt  that  it  would  be  quite 
ioconiisteot  with  his  duty  if  he  did  not  do 
his  best  to  oppose  it. 

Captain  Ctcr^etf  called  theattenUonof  the 
House  to  the  warrant  recently  issued  de- 
creasbg  the  pensions  of  soldiers — which 
he  saidy  would  tend  still  further  to  lower  the 
character  of  the  army,  and  increase  the 
necessity  for  inflicting  corporal  punish- 
ment. He  was  a¥rare  that  many  re- 
cruits were  enlisted  in  a  state  of  drunken- 
ness, and  cared  little  for  any  conse- 
auences,  but  that  was  not  the  case  with 
the  inhabitants  of  Scotland  who  sup- 
plied our  army  with  many  soldiers.  If 
more  than  half  the  pension  hitherto  allow- 
ed to  the  soldier,  after  a  certain  period  of 
service,  were  taken  away,  it  would  be  im- 
possible— for  the  future— to  obtaia  any 
recruits,  except  from  the  prisons  and 
workhouses.  Already  the  army  had  be- 
come too  common  a  refuge  for  the  aban- 
doned, for  whenever  a  man  of  notoriously 
bad  character  was  brought  before  a  Ma- 
gistrate at  the  Quarter  Sessions,  he  inva- 
riably recommended  him  to  enlist.  If  the 
order  to  which  he  had  alluded  were  not 
rescinded,  the  army  would  soon  consist 
entirely  of  such  characters.  Would  they 
be  a  fit  class  of  persons  upon  whom  tp 
try  a  new  system  for  the  enforcement  of 
discipline?  Imprisonment  had  been  re- 
commended as  a  substitute  for  flogging; 
but  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that 
to  confine  a  soldier  in  a  public  prison,  and 
compel  him  to  become  the  associate  of 
men  convicted  of  every  crime,  was  the  very 
worst  species  of  punishment  that  could 
possibly  be  adopted.  To  imprison  sol- 
diers in  common  gaols  would  be  to  make 
them  worse  when  they  came  out  than 
when  they  went  in ;  but  he  would  sup- 
port a  motion  for  the  erection  of  prisons 
in  barracks,  which  he  thought  might  be 
made  to  supply  the  place  of  flogging. 

Sir  Rufane  Donkin  referred  to  an  ex- 
periment he  had  made  in  the  regiment  of 
which  he  was  Lieutenant  Colonel,  to  abol- 
ish corporal  punishment,  which  experi- 
ment had  failed,  for  the  men  began  with 
knocking  down  the  corporals,  went  on  to 
the  Serjeants,  and  finally  threatened  the 
officer  on  guard.  He  must,  however,  say^ 
that  when  he  commanded  a  brigade  in  Spain, 
be  had  made  an  appeal  to  the  men  on  the 
subject,  and  for  fourteen  months  no  in- 
stance of  flogging  had  occurred.  It  would 
be  a  satisfaction  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
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the  two  regiments  he  had  then  under  his 
orders  were  not  only  Irish,  but  Irish  par 
excellence  in  every  sense  of  the  word.  One 
was  the  Prince  of  Wales's  Royal  lrish»and 
the  other  the  Connaught  Rangers,  com** 
monly  called  the  Rollickers.  The  fact 
was,  that  the  officers  had  identified  them- 
selves with  the  men — they  had  slept  under 
the  same  trees,  and  endured  the  same 
hardships,  so  that  a  feeling  of  afiection 
grew  up,  which  was  the  best  source  of 
obedience.  There  were  only  two  ways 
of  preserving  discipline  in  the  army  ;  one 
was,  to  appeal  to  the  moral  feelings  o£  the 
soldiers,  which  of  course  would  be  by  fiff 
the  best  way,  if  it  could  be  found  to 
answer ;  but  if  it  did  not  answer,  then  the 
only  other  method  was  to  have  recourse 
to  physical  sufiering.  He  was  confident^ 
that  the  British  army,  at  least  in  foreign 
service,  could  not  be  kept  together  with* 
out  the  House  left  to  the  officers  the 
power  of  inflicting  corporal  punishment ; 
though  God  forbid  that  such  punishment 
should  be  often  had  recourse  to,  as  indeed 
it  was  not. 

Mr.  Curteis  could  not  let  the  House 
go  into  Committee  on  this  Bill  without 
recording  on  that  occasion,  as  he  should 
on  every  other,  his  utter  abhorrence  of 
this  system  of  punishment.  There  might 
be  found  several  substitutes  for  it.  For 
instance,  it  was  found,  that  the  most 
furious  animals  were  tamed  by  a  course 
of  starvation.  He  should  most  strenuously 
support  the  abolition  of  military  flogging 
though  he  agreed  in  the  propriety  of  limit- 
ing the  abolition  in  the  first  instance  to 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Major  Handky  would  also  strongly  sup« 
port  the  abolition  of  military  flogging  as 
re|^rded  troops  at  home;  he  did  not 
thmk  there  would  be  any  difficulty  in 
finding  an  effective  substitute  for  this  mode 
of  punishment.  But,  with  respect  to  the 
army  in  service  abroad,  he  must  say,  that 
he  thought  summary  punishment,  from 
the  nature  of  their  position,  could  not  be 
dispensed  with.  They  could  not  on  a 
march  very  well  have  recourse  to  impri- 
sonment, or  to  the  very  extraordinary 
mode  of  punishment  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  spoke  last.  Therefore, 
while  he  strongly  aavocated  the  abolition 
of  this  punishment  with. respect  to  the 
army  at  home,  he  should  object  to  its 
remission  with  respect  to  troops  on  foreign 
service.  He  only  asked  for  the  power  to 
continue  it ;  he  was  (uUy  conTincedi  iba^ 
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too  good  a  fedmg  existed  among  officers 
to  put  it  into  efiect  very  often.  Under 
the  Emperor  Napoleon  the  French  army 
had  been  kept  in  the  finest  discipline,  yet 
corporal  punishment  was  seldom  or  ever 
hem  of.  The  fact  was,  the  point  of 
honour  had  been  kept  up  to  a  very  high 
degree  in  the  French  army.  For  himself, 
be  had  witnessed  in  the  Ionian  Isles  the 
best  possible  effects  result  from  the  sub- 
stitution of  solitary  confinement  in  lieu  of 
corporal  punishment. 

An  Hon.  Member  most  strongly  ob- 
jected to  the  extraordinary  and  unfair 
distinction  which  was  proposed  to  be  made 
between  troops  in  foreign  service  and 
troops  at  home.  He  thought  all  soldiers 
were  alike  entitled  to  the  same  treatment. 
A  great  deal  had  been  said,  and  he  did 
not  object  to  it,  with  respect  to  the  fine 
disciplme  preserved  in  the  French  army 
without  the  influence  of  corporal  punish- 
ment; but  hon.  Gentlemen  must  also 
bear  in  mind  that  punishments  were  fre- 
quently carried  into  effect  in  that  army — 
such  as  shooting,  and  obliging  deserters 
to  carry  heavy  irons  —which  if  attempted 
to  be  introduced  here  would  meet  with  as 
much  opposition  and  excite  as  strong  feel- 
ings of  horror  and  dislike  as  the  punish- 
ment which  the  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex had  moved  to  abolish. 

Mr.  Sheil  advocated  the  abolition  of 
this  dreadful  and  demoralizing  punish- 
ment. Some  gallant  Officers  had  opposed 
the  abolition ;  but  he  did  not  think  that 
<^cers  of  the  army  were  the  most  compe- 
tent judges  in  this  matter.  No,  certainly 
not.  He  would  not  go  to  a  clergyman  for 
his  opmion  as  to  Reform  in  the  Church ; 
nor  to  the  West-India  planter  on  the  sub- 
ject of  negro  emancipation ;  nor  to  one 
of  his  own  profession  for  an  opinion  about 
reforming  the  lucrative  abuses  of  the  law. 
No  more,  then,  would  he  be  led  in  his 
opinion  of  the  propriety  of  reforming  the 
punishment  of  the  army,  by  what  an 
officer  in  the  army  might  say.  As  to  the 
substitution  of  punishment,  there  had  been 
different  ones  proposed ;  one  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who  he  supposed  was  a  member  of 
the  very  valuable  Zoological  Society, 
jeemed  to  recommend  the  practice  of  the 
Zoological  Gardens  for  the  army.  He 
did  not  agree  with  that  hon.  Member  in 
taking  a  zoological  view  of  the  case.  The 
present  system  was  a  most  degrading  and 
demoralizine  one;  the  British  soldiery 
mght  be  dealt  with  in  the  same  spirit 
wim  the  Roman  soldiers  ^— 


Fadnns  est  pivem  Rrnnannm  veitetit. 

Colonel  GoreZa9i^fonsaid,thatif  itwera 
wished  to  preserve  a  disciplined  and  effiM^t- 
ive  army,  they  must  retain  the  power  of 
inflicting  corporal  punishment*  He  was 
strongly  averse  to  inflicting  it  when  it 
could  be  avoided,  but  the  power  of  inflkt* 
ing  it  ought  to  be  maintained. 

Sir  John  Byng  stated,  that  he  had 
formerly  agreed  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  as  to  the  expediency  of  abol- 
ishing the  punishment  of  floggmg  in  the 
army ;  and  he  had  accordingly  t^en  induced 
to  make  the  experiment  of  abstaining 
altogether  from  the  use  of  corporal  pun- 
ishment with  respect  to  the  soldiers  under 
his  command,  for  a  period  of  two  years; 
but  it  did  not  succeied.  At  the  expiration 
of  the  time  the  regiment  was  in  a  much 
worse  state  of  discipline  than  before.  He 
had,  therefore,  after  this  experiment,  and 
much  consideration  upon  the  subject,  been 
led  to  the  conclusion,  that  to  do  away  alto- 
gether with  the  power  of  inflicting  corporal 
punishment  would  vitally  affect  the  disci- 
pline of  the  British  army.  It  had  been 
repeatedly  urged,  that  a  substitute  might 
be  found  equdly  efficient  with  the  punish- 
ment now  in  use.  But  what  was  it  to  be? 
He  had  for  a  long  time  turned  his  atten« 
tion  anxiously  to  the  subject,  but  he  had 
never  yet  been  able  to  devise  an  adequate 
substitute.  He  did  not  mean  to  contend, 
that  corporal  punishment  was  frequently 
to  be  resorted  to,  but  he  maintained  that 
the  power  of  inflicting  it  should  be  con- 
tinued to  commanding  officers ;  and  in  so 
saying,  he  well  knew  he  was  speakine  the 
sentiments  of  the  General  Commanding- 
in-chief;  and  if  the  power  were  contin- 
ued, as  he  recommended,  the  House  would 
have  no  reason  to  apprehend  that  it  would 
be  abused,  for  the  practice  of  flogging  in 
the  army  was  decreasing  from  year  to 
year.  To  the  Amendment  of  the  hon; 
Member  he  was  decidedly  opposed.  He 
thought  no  difference  should  be  made 
between  the  soldier  at  home  and  abroad. 
The  distinction  proposed  would  be  most 
invidious;  in  his  opinion,  it  would  be  much 
better  to  abolish  the  system  of  corporal 
punishment  altogether,  than  agree  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Mid- 
dlesex. 

Sir  Francis  Burdett  stated,  that  he  felt 
great  difficulty  in  addressing  the  House 
upon  the  subject  before  them  at  that 
moment,  because  he  was  in  some  sort 
taken  unawares ;  but  the  great  difficulty 
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to  too  great  an  extent.  Tbe  Houie  would 
bear  bim  out  in  tbe  statement,  tbat  no 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad  ever  filled 
that  Chair  bad  eyer  burthened  himself  with 
so  large  a  share  of  business. 

Borough  of  Hertford/]  Mr.  Bemal, 
pursuant  to  the  notice  he  gave  yesterday, 
rose  to  move,  that  the  issuing  of  the 
Speaker's  warrant  to  the  Cle»  of  the 
Crown  for  maldng  out  a  new  writ  for  the 
election  of  two  burgesses  for  the  Borough 
of  Hertford,  in  the  room  of  Lords  Ingestrie 
and  Mabon^  whose  election  was  declared 
void,  be  suspended ;  but  before  he  put  his 
Motion  into  the  Speaker's  hands,  he  would 
move  that  the  Special  Report  of  the  Hert. 
ford  Election  Committee  be  read. 

The  Report  was  then  read — '^  That  it 
appears  to  the  Committee  that  bribery  and 
treating  prevailed  previously  to,  and  dur- 
ing, the  last  election  for  the  borough  of 
Hertford." 

Mr.  Bemal  said,  he  would  not  enter 
into  any  argument  on  the  question,  but 
would  found  his  Motion  on  Uie  precedent 
established  in  the  case  of  the  borough  of 
Liverpool,  in  which,  when  a  similar  Special 
Report  was  made,  the  House  had  suspended 
the  issuing  of  the  Speaker's  warrant.  The 
hon.  Member  moved,  that  the  issuing  of 
the  Speaker's  warrant  be  suspended  till  the 
2«nd  of  April.— Ordered. 

Fagtoribs'  CoHBnssioN/l  Mr.  WiL 
9on  Patten  presented  three  Petitions  from 
the  Cotton  Manufacturers  of  Preston, 
Blackburn,  and  Rochdale,  prayings  for  ^ 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of 
labour  in  factories.  He  would  then  submit 
to  the  House  the  Motion  of  which  he  bad 
given  notice,  for  the  appointing  a  Commis- 
sion to  obtain  further  information  on  the 
subject  of  the  Factories'  Bill  before  that 
Bill  itself  wei)e  brought  forward.  He  had 
had  doubts,  whether  he  should  brine  the 
sttbject  forward  this  evening,  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  'being 
absent ;  but  by  the  advice  of  several  com- 
petent and  anxious  Members,  he  should^ 
notwithstanding  the  absence  of  that  hon. 
Gentleman,  proceed  with  his  Motion ;  and 
then  he  should  have  the  satisfaction  of 
having  done  his  duty.  His  only  object  in 
the  Motion  was,  to  do  an  act  of  justice.  He 
regretted  he  had  not  been  able  to  bring  it 
forward  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session, 
as  he  bad  intended;  the  inquirv  then 
would  have  proceeded  so  far  by  this  lime, 
iStaX  on  tbe  House  commencing  its  sittings 
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after  the  liolidays,  the  Bill  xX  tlie  noUe 
Lord  (Ashley)  could  liave  been  irnme* 
diately  brought  forward.  Circumstances, 
however,  over  which  he  liad  no  control, 
had  prevented  him.  He  said  thus  much 
to  excuse  himself  from  that  charge  of 
wishing  to  delay  the  Bill  which  had  been 
made  against  him  by  several  Members,  and 
by  the  public  Press.  He  considered  further 
inquiry  to  be  of  the  most  material  import* 
ance,  so  much  so,  that  an  efficient  BiR 
could  not  be  framed  without  it.  He  had 
reason  to  believe,  that  there  would  stall  be 
plenty  of  time  for  this,  and  to  pass  the  Bill 
before  the  end  of  this  Session.  He  wished, 
as  he  had  said,  to  do  an  act  of  justice  to  a 
large  body  of  men  who  had  been  seriously 
accused,  and  as  he  believed  most  unjustly, 
but  who  had  hitherto  had  no  opportunity 
of  freeing  themselves  from  the  charges 
brought  against  them.  He  also  wished  to 
euara  hon.  Members  against  the  strong 
feeling  of  humanity  in  favour  of  one  side, 
which  must  have  been  produced  in  their 
minds  by  the  evidence  already  laid  before 
the  Committee — evidence  which  those 
whom  it  was  directed  against  had  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  contradicting  up  to  the 
present  time.  That  evidence  was  very 
voluminous  j  it  was  also  of  a  strong  and 
decisive  nature.  He  would  say,  that  if  he 
thought  that  that  evidence  gave  a  true  de- 
scription of  what  was  done  in  the  manu- 
facturing districts— if  he  believed  that  what 
had  been  asserted  was  matter  of  fact,  he 
would  go  much  further  than  the  noUe 
Lord — ^he  would  declare  that  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  not  strong  enough. 
But  the  evidence  on  both  sides  had  not 
been  heard,  and  to  procure  tbat  was  the 
olject  of  his  Motion.  He  trusted  that  they 
would  not  allow  themselves  to  be  hurried 
away  by  those  feelings  of  humanity  which 
were  so  praiseworthy ;  and  for  himself  he 
did  not  believe  that  all  the  statements  made 
before  the  Committee  were  true,  though 
certain  portions  might  be  so ;  but,  taken  as 
a  whole,  they  were  far  from  giving  a  cor- 
rect view  of  the  state  of  the  manufKturing 
districts.  A  correct  view  could  only  be 
obtained  by  further  inquiry;  but  even 
were  the  statements  which  had  been  made 
in  all  respects  correct,  he  believed  that 
better  metnods  could  be  found  of  putting 
an  end  to  the  abuses  than  those  pro- 
posed in  the  noble  Lord's  Bill.  The 
late  Parliament  had  declined  to  legis* 
late  on  the  subject,  because  ihey  were 
not  provided  with  sufficient  information 
as  to  the  existing  state  of  that  great  maims 
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bcture  Ibr  whicb  ihef  were  called  upon  to 
Imakite,  «nd  ihey  had,  in  oonsequenocj 
itsfeired  tlie  nfttter  to  s  Select  Committee 
above-stain;  Imt  be  tboasht  tbat  the  pre- 
sent Parliament  was  as  ul  provided  witb 
proper  infonnation  on  the  suqject  as  before 
the  appmntment  of  a  Select  Gmimittee. 
In  fact  they  were  much  worse  off  as  to  in. 
formation  than  they  were  before;  because 
the  Committee  inquired  merely  jnto  one 
branch  of  ihe  subject,  and  that  branch  too, 
on  which  there  was  the  least  diveraty  of 
opinion.  The  inquiry  was  so  limited  also, 
that  the  result  tended  rather  to  mislead  the 
House  than  to  enlighten  it*  When  the 
Committee  was  appmnted,  it  was  suggested 
that  aU  the  points  connected  with  V^e  fac- 
tory system  should  be  taken  into  consider!^ 
-tion;  but  an  influential  member  of  the 
Comiiuttee  said,  ''You  had  better  let  me 
make  out  my  caise  before  other  evidence  is 
gone  into,*  and,  notwithstanding  the  oppo- 
sition of  several  members  of  the  Committee, 
in  this  partial  manner  were  their  proceed- 
ings conducted.  In  consequence,  witnesses 
were  summoned  from  the  country  to  appear 
before  the  Committee,  but  the  persons  to 
whom  the  selection  of  witnesses  was  in- 
trusted  were  strictly  cautioned  not  to  send 
up  any  person  on  whom  they  could  not 
lely ;  t w  is,  as  he  had  good  reason  to 
beHeve,  not  to  send  up  any  persons  who 
would  let  out  anything  un&vourable  to  the 
views  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee. 
He  spoke  in  the  hearing  of  several  Gentle- 
men who  were  members  of  the  Committee 
and  who  oould,  consequently,  contradict  his 
statement  if  he  were  not  correct.  The 
witnesses  thus  called  by  the  Chairman  were 
not  less  than  dghty,  aod  the  time  occupied 
in  establishing  his  case  satisfactorily  was 
the  remainder  of  the  Session.  It  might  be 
supposed  that  the  examination  of  these 
eiehty  witnesses  would  have  given  full 
evidence  with  respect  to  the  state  of  every 
district  of  the  country— every  branch  of 
trade— ^  the  evils,  and  all  the  most  eligible 
remedies  but  no  snch  thing  had  resiuted. 
Among  these  witnesses  there  were  twenty- 
one  medical  men,  but  out  of  them  fifteen 
leaded  in  London,  and  had  had  little  or  no 
practical  experience  upon  the  subject,  of 
which  they  gave  an  abstract  opinion.  There 
was  no  iidbrmatum  regarding  the  manu- 
fiK^turers  of  the  West  of  England — the 
centre  of  En^and,  and  very  little  indeed 
with  regard  to  Scotland.  To  make  up  for 
thii^  however,  there  were  fifty^one  witnesses 
ttorn  Leeds  and  its  ndirhbouihood.    He 


and  even  falsehood  of  great  part  of  die 
evidence  which  liad  be^  g^ven,  but  he 
would  merely  state  one  &ct,  to  ^ew  the 
reliBuice  the  House  ou^^t  to  place  on  that 
evidence.  For  this  purpose  he  would 
select  the  witness  whose  evidence  had  made 
the  greatest  xmpresaon  upon  the  puUic, 
not  only  by  the  statement  he  made  of  his 
unfortunate  case,  and  sufferings  firom  the 
factoiy  work,  but  from  the  shocking  de- 
formity of  his  person.  This  man  solemnly 
assured  the  Committee,  that  in  his  youti^ 
he  had  been  as  well  formed  and  upright  as 
any  one  of  them,  but  that,  in  consequence 
of  the  dreadful  and  peculiar  labour  he  had 
been  obliged  to  undergo  in  factories,  he  had 
gradually  become  the  crooked  object  they 
saw;  that  the  pains  he  had  throughout 
suffered  were  dreadful,  and  that  he  had 
been  ultimately  compelled  to  leave  off 
working  altogether.  This  was  the  case 
made  out  by  Uie  man  himself,  but  he  was 
ready  to  prove,  from  incontrovertible  evi- 
dence, that  the  deformity  of  this  man  had 
nothing  to  do  with  his  work  in  the  factories 
but  was  the  result  of  injuries  received  by 
him  in  a  vnrestling  match.  There  were 
several  other  instances  of  a  similar  nature. 
The  Committee,  too,  when  any  evidence 
veas  offered  which  might  turn  out  un- 
favourable to  their  views,  would  never  take 
any  proper  notice  of  it.  There  was  a  person 
who  had  been  sent  up  to  London;  this 
witness  could  be  brought  up  in  a  few  hours 
to  prove  what  he  (Mr.  W.  Patten)  now 
saii,  if  necessary.  When  this  witness 
came  up  to  town,  one  of  the  Committee 
waited  on  her — ^heard  her  statements-^ 
examined  her,  and  cross-exiunined  her,  but 
finding  that  what  she  said,  was  adverse  to 
their  views,  he  told  her  that  thero  were 
fifty  witnesses  whose  evidence  was  opposed 
to  hers,  and  so  she  might  go  back  into  the 
country.  Her  name  was  Elisabeth  Rush- 
leigh.  If  sucSi  a  thing  as  this  had  happened 
in  a  matter  before  a  Court  of  Justice,  a 
new  trial  would  most  certainly  have  been 
granted.  He  did  not,  however,  ask  for  a 
new  trial,  lior  for  fresh  inouiries ;  all  he 
wanted  was,  a  continuation  of  that  inquiry ; 
for  the  House  was  still  as  much  in  want 
of  the  informataon  for  which  a  Select  Com- 
mittee had  been  appointed  as  ever.  He 
thought  that  a  BiU  brought  in  without 
having  its  provirions  foundra  upon  the  most 
dear  and  impartial  evidence  would  tend  to 
crush  and  fetter  the  principal  branches  of 
our  manufactures.  He  thought  that  the 
system  of  relays  of  children  could  be  made 
avaiUddt    He  again  advocated  farther 
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jnquiij;  &r  if  Ihe  evidence  now  befoie  the 
House  remained  unimpe«ched,  the  House 
would,  of  coutsej  not  put  any  faith  in  the 
sinoerity  of  the  Members  wlio  opposed  the 
Bill.  Every  means  had  been  taken  to  raise 
the  feelings  of  the  people,  both  in  and  out 
of  the  House  against  the  master  manufao- 
jiurers.  He  would  give  one  instance  of  van 
attempt  o^  this  sort,  which  was  in  a 
JdancasHire  paper,  purporting  to  be  a  report 
of  a  q[»eech  delivered  by  one  of  the  hon. 
Members  of  that  House,  but  which  he 
jfuUy  believed  had  never  been  delivered,  or 
at  any  rate  in  the  terms  so  reported.  It 
gave  a  veiy  highly  coloured  statement  of 
tfaie  sufferings  of  those  who  laboured  in 
factories,  particularly  dwelling  upon  the 
miseries  endured  by  children ;  and,  for  the 
purpose  of  illustration,  the  speaker  was 
rofide  to  give  an  account  to  the  following 
effect :  that  a  poor  little  girl,  for  committing 
some  trifling  fault  or  error  had  been  laid 
hold  of  by  one  of  the  masters,  dreadfully 
beaten,  and  ill-used ;  that  the  master  had 
hold  of  the  child's  head,  and  that  in  the 
struggle  such  violence  was  used  by  the 
master,  t|)at  he  pulled  the  child's  scalp 
entirely  off!  Here  was  a  story  !  Yet  this 
was  the  illustration  said  to  be  made  use  of 
by  the  hon.  speaker.  He  (Mr.  W.  Patten) 
trusted  that  the  House  would  adopt  it  as  a 
strikinff  illustration  a£  the  sort  of  thing  of 
.which  he  complained*  He  would  also  caU 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact 
related  in  some  papers  presented  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  from  whic]»  it 
appeared  that  no  Committee,  though  there 
ban  been  some  most  expensive  Committee^ 
had  been  to  expensive  as  this  Committee 
on  the  Factories  Bill.  It  there  appeared 
that  not  a  single  witness,  rich  or  poor,  old 
or  young,  had  been  called  before  tnis  Com- 
mittee but  had  received  nine  shillings  a^y 
in  addition  to  his  expenses  up  and  down. 
He  believed,  however,  that  a  great  deal  of 
the  money  which  had  been  so  lavishly  ex- 
pended viras  appropriated  to  the  smuggling 
a  number  of  persons  out  of  London,  in 
order  that  they  might  not  elve  evidence. 
Under  such  circumstances,  ne  must  say, 
that  further  inquiries  were  necessary; 
though,  if  there  were  any  other  way  of 
obtaining  his  object  than  by  a  Commission, 
he  should  readily  adopt  it.  At  all  events 
lie  honed  that  the  House  would  not  proceed 
to  legislate  without  first  having  sufficient 
information,  so  that  they  might  produce  no 
liasty  and  crude  work.  It  nad  been  said 
that  he  wanted  to  dupe  the  Legislature, 
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masters.  Neither .  was^  Ime.  He  oiil|r 
wanted  to  do  justice  to  the  masters;  and 
the  men  would  find  that  he  had  as  strong 
a  disposition  to  do  justice  to  them  as  to  the 
masters.  He  had  no  doubt,  even,  that  he 
was  as  firm  a  friend  to  the  factoir  children 
themselves  as  his  noUe  friend.  The  ques* 
tion  was,  not  whether  they  should  consent 
to  an  Act  for  the  abridgment  of  the  labour 
of  childreu'-^to  that  they  were  aU  agreed; 
but  the  Question  was,  whether  they  should 
or  should  not  do  that  in  the  best  manner  > 
The  question  was,  whether  theyshould  no^ 
obtain  correct  information  before  prdceedina 
to  legislate,  lest,  in  their  wish  to  do  good 
to  some,  they  might  do  harm  to  others  ? 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
"  That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
his  Majesty,  praying  that  he  wiU  be 
graciou^y  pleased  to  appoint  a  Commission 
to  collect  information  in  the  manufacturing 
districts  with  respect  to  the  employment  3 
children  in  factories,  and  to  devise  the 
best  means  for  the  curtailment  of  their 
labours." 

Lord  Molyneux  seconded  the  Modon 
from  feelings  of  justice,  and  from  motives 
of  sound  policy  and  humanity.  He  was 
not  a  member  of  the  Committee,  but  he 
liad  seen  much  of  the  evidence  given  before 
it,  and  he  did  not  believe  that  there  wds 
one  atom  of  truth  in  the  imputations  whidi 
had  been  thrown  out  against  the  cotton 
manufacturers.  He  had  seen  the  large 
mills  of  the  hon.  members  for  Nottingham* 
shire,  Rochdale,  and  Manchester  ;  and  he 
was  sure  that  the  representations  siven 
before  the  Committee  could  not  apply  to 
them.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
House  would  not,  by  acting  on  a  false 
notion  of  humanity,  proceed  to  pass  an  Act 


which  would  reduce  the  profits  of  the 
manufacturers  one  sixth.  He  was  sure,  if 
they  passed  such  an  Act«  while  the  manu- 
facturers  had  to  strugg^  against  the  Com 
Laws,  and  against  the  tax  on  raw  cotton, 
that  they  would  bring  about  the  most 
disastrous  consequences.  Members  were, 
perhaps,  not  aware  of  the  nature  of  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Committee,  and 
that  it  was  ell  ooUeoted  frcun  one  quarter. 
The  persons  employed  in  the  wool,  the 
flax,  and  the  silk  mills  were  alone  exa- 
mined,and  noinformation  had  beenacquired 
of  the  present  state  of  the  cotton  districts. 
There  were  already  several  Acts  on  thia 
subject,  and  he  hoped  to  see  those  Acta 
enforced  before  they  made  new  laws.  It 
would  only  be  just  to  grant  the  Cemmis* 
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people  vMrUag'  in  colton  and  olber  factor 
lies  in  relation  to  the  other  lahouring 
claflaes  before  tliey  passed  any  such  mea- 
■ure. 

liord.ilfA^  must  eppoie  the  Motion. 
The  Commission  was  not  neoessarji  and  if 
it  were  neoesmy^  a  Commission  oould  not 
alicit  that,  evidence  which  was  desired  by 
the  House.  He  would  not  then  enter  into 
a  discttssion  of  the  Bill^  and  he  hoped  other 
lion.  Members  would  not>  as  he  should  be 
unable  to  r^ly  to  them.  The  subject  into 
which  it.  wi|s  now  pn^^osed  to  heve  a  Com- 
mission to  inquire  was  not  imknown^  it 
having  been  ror  forty  vears  under  disous* 
eion;  He  would  si ve  a  brief  outline  of  the 
prooeedings  whi<£  had  talcen  place.  In 
1796j  Drs.  Aikin  and  FereevaU  two  very 
eminent  medical  men«  had  dwelt,  strongly 
m  the  evils  of  the  factory  system,  and 
called  the  public  attention  to  them.  In 
1802^  the  late  Sir  Robert  Feel  brought  in 
hi4  Bill  to  put  a  restraint  on  the  hours  of 
Jahonr  in  cotton  mills.  If  hon.  Members 
would  }ook  at  the  provisions  of  that  mea- 
sure^ they  would  find  that  its  enactments 
lireremuch  the  same  as  those  he  had  drawn 
up.  In  181 6^  Sir  Robert  Peel  obtained  a 
Committee  of  that  House  to  inquire  into 
the  subject^  and  a  large  volume  of  evidence 
was  print^.  In  consequence  of  the  inqui- 
ries of  that  (kmimitteej  he  brought  in  an- 
other Billy  which  passed  through  that 
House,  and  was  sent  up  to  the  Lords. 
.There  were  two  Committees  appointed  in 
1818  and  1819i  and  two  folio  volumes  of 
evidence  were  the  result  of  those  inquiries. 
The  Bill,  as  it  was  agreed  to  by  the  Lords^ 
was  different  from  the  Bill  which  Sir 
.Robert.  Peel  had  brought  in.  He  had 
extended  it  to  all  factories— the  BUI  which 
was  passed  was  limited  to  cotton  factories 
only.  His  Bill  restricted  the  hours  of 
labour  to  ten-— that  Bill  extended  them  to 
twelve.  The  strongest  clauses  and  penaL 
ties  he  had  put  in  were  struck  out.  In 
18S5,  Sir  John  Hobhouse  introduced  his 
3illj  but  it  suffered  great  delay.  It  was 
.moved  in  1825,  and  the  Bill  di4  not  pass 
till  the  month  of  October,  1880.  Mr. 
Sadler  brought  his  measme  forward  in 
March*  1882,  which  was  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  in  August  the  BiU 
^  was  stifled.  Now  that  he  had  brought  in 
a  BiU,  a  Motion  was  made  to  appoint  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry.  The  public  atten. 
tion,  since  it  had  first  been  directed  towards 
this  subject,  had  never  been  long  turned 
away*     In  1818,  the  masters  had  been 
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went  up  to  the  Lords,  thev  pat|timied  to 
be  heard  by  Counsel,  and  fae  examined 
upon  oath ;  and  he  would  qiiote  the  evi« 
denoe,  to  show  how  imperfect  a  case,  tliey 
bad  Uien  made  oat*  The  mastei»  had 
called  a  considerable  number  of  medical 
men  i  but  not  on#  of  them  oould  bring 
forward  one  facV>  or  give  one  scientific  or 
physiological  reason  to  justify  the  long 
hours  of  labour.  They  always  gave  in* 
direct  or  evasive  answers  to  the  questions 
that  were  asked.  The  noble  Lord  quoted 
at  considerable  length  the  evidence  given 
by  the  medical  gentlemen  who  were 
examined  before  the  Lords'  Committee  in 
1818  and  1819  in  favour  of  the  masters, 
to  show  that  they  had  made  out  no  justifi* 
cation  whatever  for  the  practices  4>i  the 
masters*  He  was  not  a  member  of  the 
Committee  of  last  Session ;  but  he  did  not 
build  his  case  upon  the  inquiries  of  any 
Committee.  He  was  struck  with  the 
whole  system*  It  was  time  it  should  be 
checked;  and  he  would  push  the  Bill  as 
long  as  he  breathed.  He  had  heard  state- 
ments against  the  evidence  of  the  openb- 
tives,  and  be  had  heard  these  statements 
refuted ;  but  as  he  did  not  mefin  to  avail 
himself  of  the  operatives  evidence,  neither 
should  he  bring  forward  the  refutation  of 
the  assertions  by  which  that  evidence  had 
been  assailed.  The  whole  matter  had  long 
ago  been  made  to  him  quite  dear,  by  the 
evidence  of  at  least  twenty  medical  men, 
who  were  as  eminent  as  any  men  in  their 
profession.  The  last  Committee  he  con- 
sidered to  be  entirely  a  work  of  supereroga 
tion.  There  was  evidence  enough  on  their 
shelves  before  that  Committee  sat,  to  con- 
vince every  reasonable  man  that  a  more 
strong  law  than  was  already  in  existeuoe 
must  be  passed.  The  evidence  of  the 
Committees  of  1818  and  1819,  coincided 
with  the  evidence  of  last  year.  There  was 
a  great  number  of  medical  men  examined 
before  those  Committeest  who  agreed  that 
ten  hours  were  quite  as  much  as  ought  to 
be  allowed.  Nine*tenths  of  that  evidence 
related  to  cotton  manufactories;  and  it 
could  not,  therefore,  be  said  that  they  had 
not  been  inquired  into.  He  might  be 
asked,  for  what  reason  he  had  selected  ten 
hours'  labour  as  the  maximuQi?  The 
reason  was,  because  he  feared  that  he  could 
not  reduce  the  hours  of  labour  to  lune  if 
he  tried.  The  noble  Lord  here  quoted  the 
evidence  given  by  Drs.  Baillie  and  Bluur 
dell,  and  other  medical  witnesses^  before 
the  Committee    in    I8I9,  in  favour  of 
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Adib^)  had  propofled.  In  I8I9  tliere 
^rere  deven  medical  men  who  had  had 
experience  in  the  cotton  districts  examined 
upon  oath  hefore  the  Committee^  and  their 
testimonj  was  in  favour  of  such  a  measure. 
The  petition  to  the  House  of  Commons  on 
the  subject  in  1818  was  dgned  by  six 
physicians  and  seventeen  surgeons,  all  of 
whom  had  had  great  experience  in  those 
districts.  Before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  1832  Dr.  Roget, 
who  had  been  phyadan  to  the  Manchester 
Infirmary,  and  two  other  eminent  ph3rsi- 
cians  of  local  experience  in  the  cotton 
districts,  were  examined,  and  their  evidence 
went  to  the  same  effect.  The  requisition 
for  calling  the  meetini^  in  Manchester  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  which  he  (Lord  Ashley) 
had  had  the  honour  of  introducing,  was 
signed  by  five  physicians  and  sixteen  sur- 
geons there.  Altogether  he  could  appeal 
to  the  testimony  of  not  less  than  ninety 
medical  men  connected  with  the  cotton 
districts  in  favour  of  some  such  measure ; 
«nd  was  it  possible,  under  such  circum- 
stances, to  assert  that  the  House  was  not 
put  in  possession  of  sufficient  local  medical 
evidence  upon  the  subject?  The  noble 
Lord  quoted  the  evidence  given  by  some 
of  these  medical  gentlemen,  to  show  that 
it  was  proved  in  1818  that  the  cotton* 
factory  children  were  injured  in  their 
health— stinted  in  their  growth— -and  dis- 
torted in  their  lunbs,  by. the  unwholesome 
air  and  excessive  labour  of  the  ootton^miUs. 
Having  referred  to  the  evidence  of  1818, 
he  proceeded  to  call  their  attention  to  the 
evidence  at  1832,  from  which  the  noble 
Lord  read  several  extracts.  He  also  re- 
ferred to  some  statements  made  in  one  of 
the  cleverest  tracts  he  had  ever  read, 
written  by  Dr.  Kay,  of  Manchester.  He 
referred  to  the  evidence  of  this  gentleman 
with  greater  readiness  because  he  had 
declared  hknsdf  an  enemy  to  the  BilL  He 
alio  read  some  extracts  from  a  pamphlet 
written  by  one  of  the  great  master  spin* 
Hers,  in  &vour  of  the  BilL  The  author 
was  Mr.  William  Greig,  of  the  firm  of 
Samuel  Greig  and  Co.  at  Bury,  in  Lanca. 
thire.  Having  gone  through  the  evidence 
relative  to  cotton  fiictoiies,  he  then  pro- 
ceeded to  read  portions  of  the  evidence 
rdative  to  the  worsted  and  flax  nulls,  and 
other  departments  of  manufacture.  The 
evidence  given  by  Mr.  Thackeray  was  most 
satisfactory  on  this  subject  As  to  the  siUc 
mills,  when  he  told  the  House  that  the 
ehili^:en  employed  there  were  almost  exelu- 
tJTely  faaalei—Balgect  to  all  those  dieadfiil 


evils  which  pressed  so  nurticahuiy  on  that 
sex  in  consequence  of  this  sy8tem--4ie  was 
sure  he  had  saidquite  sufficient  to  convince 
the  House  that  ten  hours'  labour  was  more 
than  enough  for  young  females.  The 
evidence  of  the  mescal  men  who  had  been 
examined  against  this  Bill  was  veryun* 
satisfactory.  The  relies  were,  generally 
roealdng,  of  the  most  evasive  chimcter,  or 
else  betrayed  gross  ignorance  of  the  facts. 
The  noble  Loid  also  quoted  the  opinions  of 
Dr.  Biundell,  and  many  of  the  most  emi- 
nent medical  men  in  London^  who  repro- 
bated the  present  system  as  productive  dT 
the  most  alarming  consequences.  The 
manufacturers  who  were  now  asking  for  a 
commission  to  take  evidence,  had  weady 
had  full  opportunities  of  presenting  their 
evidence.  They  had  what  in  reality  was 
—though  not  legally  dignified  with  the 
name — a  Commission.  A  committee  of  the 
master-manufacturers  had  engaged  several 
medical  men  to  viat  all  die  factories^ 
and  report  on  the  state  of  the  children,  and 
their  evidence  was  afterwards  taken  before 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords.  Of 
the  carefulness  of  their  examination,  end 
the  value  of  their  testimony,  some  judg* 
ment  might  be  formed  from  the  following 
statement  of  one  of  these  medical  men.  In 
reply  to  a  question  of  the  number  of 
patients  he  had  examined,  and  the  time 
sudi  examination  occuped,  he  answered 
1,1 70,  and  in  nine  hours.  Several  operatives 
who  were  sufiering  under  the  effects  of  dis- 
tortion,  and  various  complaints,  were  subse- 
quently examined  before  the  Lords'  Conu 
mittee,  and  they  proved  that  they  were  sent 
out  of  the  way  from  the  factories  to  whidi 
they  belonged  when  the  medical  commis- 
sioners came  there  to  institute  their  exami- 
nation. In  consequence  of  such  imperfect 
visitation,  however,  reports  were  made.  The 
supporters  of  the  Bill  made  out  their  case 
beifbre  the  committee— the  masters  their^s-*- 
and  a  rgoinder  followed.  He  eould  not, 
therefore,  coneeive  the  necessity  of  a 
commission  to  inquire  into  further  evi- 
dence. '  In  the  endenoe  which  had  been 
given  they  had  not  acted  fairly,  for  it 
turned  ont  that  in  many  cases  which 
the  examining  physidans  bad  returned  as 
healthy,  the  poor  children  were  labouring 
under  distortion  and  various  other  afHie- 
tkms.  Two  gentlemen  connected  with  the 
manufacturing  districts  had  lately  published 
pamphlets  on  this  sulgect.  He  had  read 
their  books  widi  great  attention;  one  of 
them  was  addressed  to  himsdf;  bt|t,itwis 
veiy  impeiftct.  liwassbgularfthaty&uia 
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tlie  be^nbg  to  the  end  of  tlie  pamphlet^ 
Mr*  Kxrfaxian  Finlay,  the  author,  made  no 
alliuion  to  the  evidence  in  1832.  He  could 
-not  conceive  hove  Mr^  Finlay  cOuld  be  in«> 
dnced  to  set  that  evidence  asid€^  unless  it 
vras,  that  he  found  it  too  much.  He  stated 
that  the  cotton  system  had  proved  to  be 
liealthy,  and  that  twelve  hours'  labour  had 
not  been  found  too  much.  If  there  had 
been  any  thing  veeak  in  the  evidence^  Mr. 
Kifkman  Finlay  veoukL  have  been  able  to 
refute  it ;  but  he  said,  that  he  never  read 
It  till  he  read  the  statement  in  Mr.  Sadler's 
book.  The  vrhole  ease  rested  upon  the 
medical  statements.  The  noble  Lord  next 
adverted  to  the  evidence  of  a  person  named 
Brownci  as  we  understood,  who,  on  being 
examined,  stated,  that  he  had  been  a  con* 
sideraUe  time  employed  in  factories,  and 
had  never  known  any  cruelty  practised 
towards  children  employed  in  them*  On 
being  pressed,  however,  he  admitted  that 
he  had  %  child  employed  in  a  factory  with 
himself.  The  examination  then  proceeded 
as  follows :  -—''  Did  you  ever  behave  cruelly 
to  that  child  ?— I  never  did.  Did  you  never 
correct  her  %-»Yes ;  I  think  I  corrected  her 
cmce.  Now,  answer,  Sir,  did  you  not  strike 
her  down,  and  break  her  arm?— I  did 
strike  her  once,  and  she  fell ;  her  arm  came 
under,  and  it  was  broken*  Why  did  you 
strike  her?— -Because  she  did  not  do  as  I 
wished  her."  Hare,  then,  was  a  reason 
why  a  child  was  to  be  strud:  down  and  have 
her  arm  broken,  merely  because  she  did  not 
do  something  that  her  father  wished  her  to 
da  And  this,  too,  was  the  admission  of  a 
persoh  wlio  deposed  that  he  had  never 
xnown  eruelty  practised  towards  children 
in  Victories.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  by  going  further  into  detaU,  but 
would  stand  upon  the  evidence,  and  main- 
tain that  it  was  quite  sufficient  to  enable 
Gmitlemen  to  make  up  their  minds  upon 
the  subject,  aodSnduce  them  to  resist  the 
appointment jof  the  proposed  Commission ; 
or,  if  they  md  not  do  thisi  they  would  be 
bound  to  reject  the  Bill  alt<Mpther.  In  the 
observations  which  he  had  lelt  it  his  duty 
to  make  upon  this  occasion,  he  had  been 
careful  to  avoid  touching  upon  the  Factory 
Bill  itself;  and  he  was  the  more  guarded 
en  that  point,  because  he  felt  satisfied  that 
the  evidence  of  the  medical  men  was  more 
than  sufficient  in  support  of  his  argument ; 
or,  if  any  thing  further  was  wanting,  it 
might  be  supp&d  by  a  reference  to  the 
.numerous  petitions  presented  on  the  sub- 
ject. It  diould  be  oonmdered,  too,  that 
.the  persons  who  had  given  that  evidence. 


OffitffltitMiti 


had  no  mofcive^coold  have  na  mo/ib^^ 
beyond  the  influence  of  tfaexr  feelmgs  as 
humane  and  Christian  men,  who  fdt 
for  the  unjust  suffierings  of  their  fellow 
creatures.  He  was  siire,  that  the  i^point. 
ment  c^  the  proposed  Commission  would 
lead  to  no  usoiil  object,  and  that,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  was  calculated  to  produce 
considerable  evil.  He  hoped,  in  what  he 
said,  he  had  abstained  from  hurting  the 
feelings  of,  or  giving  pain  to,  any  person 
either  in  or  out  of  doors.  He  had,  un- 
doubtedly, his  own  opinions  upon  the  Fac- 
tory Bill  and  its  effects,,  and  he  would  ven- 
ture  an  opinion  that,  under  the  operation 
even  of  the  best  of  its  clauses,  there  would 
be  a  great  deal  of  suffering;,  but  into  this 
part  of  the  subject  he  would  not  then  enter. 
He  would,  upon  the  grounds  he  had  already 
stated,  imph>re  the  House,  unless  they 
thought  the  whole  of  the  medical  evidence 
.unworthy  of  belief,  and,  unless  they  wished 
to  impose  additional  labour  upon  the  poor 
little  children  empbyed  in  those  establish- 
ments, to  resist  the  appointment  of  this 
Commission.  The  country  felt  deeply  on 
the  subject ;  mai^nd,  he  might  say,  fdlt  it 
deeply;  for  whoever  read  the  American 
newspapers  would  see  that  the  feelings 
upon  the  subject  had  travelled  across  the 
Atlantic  He  veas  sure  that  every  hon. 
Member  who  considered  the  subject  for 
a  moment,  must  be  of  opinion,  that  ten 
hours  a-day  was  a  sufficient  period  during 
which  children  should  labour  in  a  factory, 
and  that  those  most  interested  in  the  matter 
would,  at  length,  be  obliged  to  assent  to  it, 
as  a  relief  to  their  own  wounded  consciences. 
Mr.  Horatio  Ross  said,  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  one  particular  point,  which  was, 
that  when  the  question  was  before  a  Com. 
mittee,  it  was  arranged  that  Mr.  Sadler 
should  make  out  a  case  for  the  men  on  the 
one  hand,  and  that  the  masters  were  to  be 
heard  in  reply.  But,  owing  to  the  mat 
mass  of  evidence  brought  forward,  and  the 
delays  which  unavoidably  took  place.  Par. 
liament  was  prorogued  before  the  time  for 
hearing  the  masters  had  arrived.  He, 
among  other  members  of  the  Committee, 
hadlm  town,  under  the  impression  that  no 
Beport  would  be  made ;  but  by  the  ma* 
na^ment  of  the  Chairman,  that  mass  of 
evidence  had  been  printed,  which  had  had 
a  very  painful  effect,  and  which  he  con- 
sidered to  be  exaggerated  in  the  highest 
degree.  He  oonsidaed  it  highly  necessary, 
before  the  House  should  legislate  on  the 
solgecty  that  they  should  hear  the  evidence. 
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duce^  was  connected  with  the  appointment 
of  the  Masters  in  Chancery.  It  Was  pro- 
posed that  they  should  be  no  longer  ap- 
pointed by  the  Lord  Chancellor  at  his  will 
and  pleasure,  but  by  the  Crown.  He 
admitted,  that  in  making  such  appoint- 
ments, the  Crown  ought  to  be  aavised 
by  the  Great  Seal ;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
to  be  more  fitting  that  individuals  exer- 
cising high  judicial  functions,>as  the  Mas- 
ters in  Chancery  did,  should  be  appointed 
by  the  Crown,  than  by  any  public  func- 
tionary, no  matter  how  high  his  office, 
rank,  and  dignity.  There  was  this  sub- 
stantial difference  between  vesting  the  ap- 
pointment in  the  Crown  and  vesting  it  m 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  lyhich  must  strike 
everybody  at  the  firstblush :  it  was  possible, 
though  it  was  not  likely,  that  a  person, 
having  no  control  exercised  over  him  either 
by  the  Crown  or  by  his  colleagues,  might 
be  disposed,  from  private  favour  and  affec- 
tion, to  appoint  to  these  offices  persons 
unfit  for  them.  The  effect  of  the  difference 
would  be,  that,  though*  the  patronage 
would  stiU  substantially  be  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  the  vesting  it  in  the  Crown 
would  prevent  him  from  proposing  persons 
for  these  judicial  functions  who  were  un- 
qualified to  perform  them,  and  would  pre- 
vent any  person  from  being  wantonly  re- 
jected who  Ought  to  be  proposed.  That 
was  an  omission  of  which  ne  had  been 
unintentionally  guilty  on  the  former  even- 
ing. He  also  begged  to  be  excused  for 
noticing  another  point.      An  idea  had 

£ne  abroad  from  persons  reading  imper- 
;tly,  or  rather  from  their  not  reading 
at  all,  the  existing  Bankrupt  Act,  that 
Che  patronage  arising  out  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  Commissioners  in  the  country 
was  vested  in  the  Great  Seal.  Hence, 
a  number  of  applicatipns  had  been  made 
to  him  which  were  extremely  distressing. 
He  wished  it  therefore  to  be  generally 
understood,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had 
nothing  more  to  do  with  the  nomination 
of  the  country  Commissioners  than  any  of 
their  Lordships  who  bad  never  entered 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  The  nomination 
of  these  officers  was  vested  in  the  Judges 
of  Assize,  and  in  them  alone«  They  were 
requested,  on  going  their  respective 
circuits,  to  make  recommendation  of 
fitting  persons  for  those  offices  to  the 
Great  Seal,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  had 
no  power  t  to  nominate  any  other  persons 
than  those  the  Judges  recommended.  At 
east^  so  long  as  he  had  the  honour  of 


holding  the  Great. Seal,  he  woidd  never 
interfere  with  the  choice  of  those  who 
alone  had  the  pow^  of  making  the  recom* 
mendation. 
Bill  read  a  first  time. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
fVedne$day,  April  3,  1833^ 

MiiriiTn.3  Pipettoidflnd.  Onthftlfotlfliioflfr.WiLKfl. 
Retunu  from  the  Rdiflt  OSIom  in  Mlddlmw,  Sua«y« 
Wettminitar,  the  City  of  London,  and  the  Bonngh  of 
Soutinrirlc,  ftom  lit  Jmnif,  ISSI,  «>  Ut  Janotry. 
18S5;  or  the  Number  ef  PcnoBteonuntttedAom  each 
OiBee  fisr  Fdoniei,  Mbdenicnon*  te.*-0&the  Motian 
of  Mr.  RcTHTBV,  the  Sum  paid  to  eadi  Newspaper  in 
Ixelandf  tat  the  luwrtian  of  GofvnmMnt  PmriamatiOM, 
ftom  tlie  date  of  the  last  Return  bdd  befbre  the  Homa*- 
On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Vioona,  tiw  Numberof  PecMna 
ooramitted  to  Carlow  Gaol  duiing  the  Imt  lis  MonllM. 
with  Copiasor  Kxtaaeti  of  OflBcial Rcpocti  ftmdihed  to 
the  Loid  Lieutenant  of  the  Gountjr  of  Carlow  vdative  to 
Outrages  committed  within  that  Connty  during  tbt 
Monduof  January^  FAruary,  and  Mardif  1888.— On  Uie 
Motian  of  Mr.  Lsmnakd,  tlie  Nnmlber  of  Penooa 
whom  Senteneeof  Death  waapancd  in  the  year  188S« 
the  Number  who  were  Executed  tat  Houirtvaaking' 

BilL    Read  a  Uiird  tfane:— Mutiny.-i>ReBd  a  fint  ttane  s— 
Faiochial  Ratet$  DiaentKi  SseiiiptiaBa. 

Petitions  pcceented.  By  Colonel  BailuS|  ftcftn  InvemeH; 
for  a  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Soap;  and  ftom  Nairn.  Ibr 
the  Abolition  of  Patnni«»  in  Oie  Chnwh  of  SenHwd*— 
By  Mr.  SsA w,  ftom  IMgany,  agafaHt  the  New  Syafem  of 
Bdticarton  (Irdand)  i  ftnm  the  Diocen  of  Fans*  and  two 
other  Pfawes,  against  the  Church  of  Ireland  Bin  s  and  fhnn 
Kba^  Lynn,  ftnr  Proteettons  to  the  ProtMtant  Clergy  in 
ttfiland.  By  the  Bad  of  Lwcem^  ftom  Notttagham,  In 
fliTour  of  a  Factories  Ragulation  BilL — ^By  the  aarnc^ 
firomBridgenorth,  and  other  Places  t  by  Mr.  Shaw,  fhnn 
Dubihi,  Dvqgheda,  and  oOmt  Plaoeai  by  Mr.  Johx  Fomr, 
firom  CUtheroe  and  Taney;  by  Mr.  PLOKPna,  ftom 
Winghamt  by  Mr.  Kwnro,  ftom  Gla^eow  and  Rye ;  by 
Mr.  WiLxa,  Ihim  a  Congregation  hi  Jewin  Crescent, 
London  |  Mr.  E.  BvumM,  Colonel  HbWAns,  Mr.CotSAm 
FsKouaaoNj  Sir  SAxnmi.  Whallbt,  and  an  Hon.  Mbm* 
nnn,  fi»m  a  great  many  FIaoes,--fbr  the  Better  Obserr- 
anoe  of  the  Sabbath.--By  Mr.  M'Lioo,  fhmi  Nidm,  for 
Delaying  the  Progress  of  ttw  Locd^  Day  BUI,  to  gitt  time 
Ibr  considering  ks  Pioviiions.—By  Mr.  Diimoir«  Mr. 
M'Laoo,  and  Mr.  Liovn  Watkin,  IkomOodalmii^,  and 
other  Places,  agslmt  Shivery.  Oy  Mr»  MAvaxcn 
0*CoinniLii,  fipom  Tralee  and  KilgnJiMwr  and  by  Mr. 
O'CowMrviXy  from  a  Number  of  Pfawes,— apinst  Titliesb 
—By  Sir  Samusi.  Whai^lbt,  Mr.  FmaosnicK  Noam, 
and  Mr.  Clay,  Ikom  several  Places,— apinst  the  AsMmed 
Taxes.~By  Mr.  O^oinrnu«  Mr.  R.  WAtLikCOi*  and 
Oolond  Wnfiime.  agaHnet  tbe  Dtaturbanees  (Iiehmd) 
Bin.— By  Mr.  O^Gonmill,  firom  Numben  of  Phioes  te 
Ireluid.  for  a  Repeal  of  tbe  Legidative  Union.— By  Mir. 
EwiNO,  from  Glasgow  I  jnd  Mr.  CimjiB  FHooaaoir, 
ftom  Vfi,  anabnt  t\u\  piwinf  fijitrm  of  cauiidi  Palran- 
age  la  ScoUand.«-By  Mr.  Wilu,  Mr.  X.  Buunn* 
Colonel  WiLLiAjn,  and  Mr.  R.  WAUcm,  ftom  many 
Places,  Ibr  Relief  to  the  DiaNnten.>-By  Me.  Swniw, 
flnom  Obafow,  asataist  the  Imprisonment  of  Debton  tat 
Small  Sums;  and  fiv  a  Repeal  of  the  ▲ttomiea'  Tax. — 
By  Colond  F.  O.  HowAin,  ftom  Licensed  Viduallen  in 
Morpeth,  Ibr  flie  Rednetion  of  the  Duty  on  Spbttnona 
and  Malt  Liquar.— By  Mr.  O'Cominu*  ftom  DoMIn  i 
■Ml  Mr.  TaaooKiiOBtoir,  ftom  Mariboroiiglh,— Ibr 
granthag  to  the  Inhabitants  of  Oorponte  Towns  the 
PrivUege  of  KleetiBg  their  own  Mi«istates.— By  Mr. 
OtrowvBLL,  ftom  the  NalknalTtades  PditlealUnkNi  of 
Dublin,  Ibr  an  Amendment  of  ttie  Law  respectli^  Jurica 
in  Ireland,  and  fbr  the  Amendment  of  the  Reftmn  of  Av- 
Bamenc  (Irdend)  BilL*^  Mr.  R*  WAUbAon,  ften& 
MariunehPoUUaalUiiten*  Ibr  Yotol^BiriloCi  andftma 
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Refining  Sttgar, 
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te  Ow  AbBBtlOB  or  dw  GUm  Mtomiwly.— By 
Gatooal  Williams,  EuUnmrnnt,  md  Utma.  Phvumm, 
OComnuCw  and  Wiluam  Pmml,  ftom  many  Placet, — 
ioft mnteiti^m  lUgubtfoD Bills  and  bjr  Mr.  J.  E.  Stak- 
LBT,  fkoBA  Hjdcb  and  Statoy  BiMlget  and  Ifr.  Bwiir«, 
from  Buy,— ftir  Ibrtlmr  Imittiry  into  the  FacCociei.— By 
Loffd  CAvsirniaRt  ftom  BakawcU  and  Bdiingloiia  fiir  an 
Inquiry  into  the  SM  of  the  Cttn«nqr«-*By  Mr.  Pamott, 
ten  Tohnai,  Ibr  tfan  AboUtkm  of  tha  Statute  Duty  in 
the  Repair  of  Turnpike  Roadh— ^y  Colonel  Ltoon, 
Loid  CAmrnm,  SirSAMusLWHALLir,  Mr.  F.  Nobth, 
and  Mr.  J*  H.  Llotd^  ftom  wveral  Plaeet,— 4br  a  Repeal 
«f  ttieSaleof  Bear  Aet-^ByMr.  Jomi  PniAsir,  fkom 
Wlagbant  Kent,  Ibr  a  Hmiitor  Cgnmani moraiuitelde 
to  the  dignity  of  the  AaHnUy,  and  Iht  importanoe  of  the 

iior  a  Bapaalortlw  Stamp  DntieBon  Newapapwii  the 
Ripealof  theDutleiflBMalt,  Hope  andSoapt  the  Re- 
peal  of  the  Siplomial  Aetf  and  the  Adoption  of  the  Ballot. 

DiBFRANCHISSHBKT  OP  SaiLORS.]    Mr 

HiUt  presented  a  petition^  to  which  he 
would  venture  to  call  the  particular  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  The  petition  was  signed 
by  almost  every  sulor  of  the  port  of  Hull, 
and  coniplaiiied  of  a  very  serious  grievance 
which  appeared  to  he  put  upon  them  by  the 
thirty-second  section  of  the  Reform  £^— . 
a  grievance  which  was  actually  inflicted 
dunngthe  last  deetion.  The  thirty-second 
,  section  of  the  Reform  Act  required,  that 
every  borgess  and  householder  shall  be  in 
Tendenoe  for  six  months  previous  to  the 
lart  day  of  July,  in  the  borough  for  which 
he  dauns  to  vote»  The  saOors  of  Hull 
wex6  very  liable  to  be  absent  at  this  period, 
being  engaged  in  their  hard  and  honourable 
vocation.  With  respectto  those  sailors  en. 
gaged  in  the  Greenland  ^hery,  as  they 
depart  from  home  during  the  month  rf 
March,  and  return  genenlly  during  the 
month  of  October,  if  die  interpretation 
which  had  been  given  by  the  reviBvng  Bar. 
rister  who  visited  Hull  were  the  true  mean- 
ing of  the  BQl,  they  would  be  permanently 
dinranchised;  but  this  surety  never  could 
be  the  intention  of  the  BilL  It  never  could 
have  been  dengoed  that  Uiis  honest  and 
meritorious  class  of  the  community  should, 
without  fault  imputed,  or  mischief  appre- 
hended^ be  so  nunly  stripped  of  tbeir  poli- 
tical lights.  He  should  put  it  to  the 
Attorney  General  to  say,  whether  tins  was 
the  object  of  the  thirty-second  section? 
For,  if  soj  he  should  f^  it  his  duty  to 
bring  the  subject  before  the  House  in  a 
veiy  difierent  form.  For  his  own  part,  he 
believed^  that  the  revising  Barrister  had, 
ID  this  instance,  been  betrayed  into  an 
ctfOr. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  as  there  had 
been  nojoduaal discussion  upon  the  subject, 
he  wimld  not  nndcartake  to  state  positively 
his  opinion ;  but  his  impression  was,  that  the 
fiew  taken  by  die  revisiiig  Banister  way 


erroneous ;  Oe  object  of  the  clause  was,  to 
prevent  voters  from  residing  permanently 
at  a  place  distant  from  where  they  claimed  a 
vote,  which  would  not  apply  to  the  sailon. 
Where  they  left  their  fitmiUes,  and  where 
they  paid  their  rates  and  taxes,  was  their 
real  home. 

Mr.  Wilks  considered,  that  the  revising 
Barrister  of  this  district  had  made  a  great 
mistake  in  his  interpretation  of  the  section 
of  the  Act.  If  the  opinion  of  that  learned 
gentleman  was  a  sound  one,  some  of  the 
boldest  and  most  able  men  in  the  kingdom 
would  be  excluded  from  the  exercise  of  their 
undoubted  rights.  If  there  was  any  doubt 
whatever  entertained  about  the  danse,  it 
ought  to  be  instantly  corrected. 

The  SoUdiar  General  concurred  enUrely 
with  what  had  fallien  from  his  learned 
friend  the  Attorney  General,  that  the 
petitioners  were  clearly  reridents  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Reform  Act.  They  had 
houses  in  the  town — they  were  residaits  in 
the  place — ^they  paid  taxes — and,  in  short, 
did  every  thing  which  entitled  them  to  the 
enjoyment  of  the  elective  franchise.  He 
felt  no  doubt  in  his  own  mind,  that  the 
revising  Barrister  had  fallm  into  a  mis- 
take, which  he  sincerely  hoped  and  trusted 
other  revising  Barristers  would  not  follow. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 


Rbfinino  Suoab.]  Mr.  Clay  presented 
a  petition  from  the  persons  connected  with 
the  sugar.refininf  trade,  in  the  dty  of 
London,  signed  uy  every  person  in  the 
trade,  with  one  or  two  exceptions,  and 
whose  signatures  represented  a  capital  of 
between  24000,0001.  and  3,000,000^.,  on 
the  subject  of  the  Sugar-duties.  The  peti. 
doners  stated  their  conviction  that  the  trade 
in  which  they  were  engaged,  was  making  a 
swifl  progress  to  absolute  ruin,  and  that  it 
was  fast  leaving  this  country,  and  being 
transferred  to  foreign  nations,  in  conse* 
quence  of  the  non-renewal  of  the  Act  which 
expired  in  1830,  for  permitting  foreign 
sugars  to  be  refined  in  this  country.  The 
rennets  were  unable  to  give  employment  to 
the  same  number  of  han&  they  had  formeriy 
employed ;  and  not  only  was  their  trade  in 
a  state  of  great  sufiering,  but  also  a  serious 
efibct  had  been  produod  on  the  trades  of 
paper-makers,  cooners,  and  the  many  others 
eonnected  indirectly  with  the  sugar.refining 
business*  Wi  Aout  |»resriiig  particularly  on 
the  Government,  it  would  certainly  be 
gratifying  to  the  petitioners  to  Imow, 
whetiier  there  was  any  prospect  of  the 
prayer  of-Aeir  petilioa  b(^  granted. 


To 


Xffinmg  Sugars 


That  prayer  was  for  theimmediato  intro- 
duction o(  a  bill  j  to  allow  foreign  sugars  to 
be  refined  m  bond,  until  some  permanent 
arrangement  could  be  completed.  The 
alteration  in  the  trade  of  the  country,  by 
opening  the  commerce  of  China,  which  had 
been  confined  hitherto  to  the  port  of  Lon- 
don, to  the  whole  community,  would  do  the 
latter  a  serious  injury ;  and  he  thought  it 
a£R)xded  an  additional  reasoa  for  pressing 
upon  the  Government  the  importance  of 
encouraging  so  important  a  branch  of  the 
trade  of  the  metropolis  as  the  sugar-refining 
trade. 

Mr.  Ervart  had  been  requested  to  sup^ 
port  the  petition.  The  existing  state  of 
the  law  produced  a  serious  effect,  both  on 
the  imports  and  exports  of  the  country^  and 
was  severely  felt  by  the  merchants  of  LiveD- 
pool  and  elsewheiB.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  had  the  other 
night  said,  that  the  best  way  of  giving  re- 
lief to  the  people  was  to  afford  them  em^ 
ployment ;  and  he  (Mr.  Ewart)  was  satis- 
fied, no  branch  of  manufactures  afforded 
such  an  opportunity  of  giving  employment 
as  the  sugar-refining  trade.  If  the  same 
restrictions  had  been  applied  to  foreign 
cotton  as  now  existed  on  sugars,  where,  he 
would  ^\,  would  have  been  the  cotton 
trade  of  Ls^ncashire  ?  And  how  much  less 
would  have  been  the  power  and  considera- 
tion of  this  country  over  the  commerce  of 
the  world?  This  was  really  a  national, 
and  not  merely  a  eommerdal  question,  and 
erne  of  interest,  not  solely  to  the  petitioners, 
but  to  the  country  at  large. 

Mr.  Morrison  concvrred  in  what  had 
fallen  from  his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets,  and  had  no  doubt, 
that,  were  it  not  for  the  difficulties  which 
now  prevailed,  this  country  would  be  able 
to  supply  the  world  with  refined  sugars. 

Mr.  (yConneU  said,  the  present  was  a 
melancholy  example  of  the  effects  of  bad 
laws*  The  trade  in  Ireland  had  been 
wuiihilated  by  bad  laws,  and  oaro  should 
be  taken  that  a  similar  result  did  not  arise 
in  this  country.  Before  the  Union  there 
were  no  len  tfaand^ven  sugar-refineries  in 
Dublini  while  there  was  not  one  at  the 
present  momenU 

Laid  AUkorp  said,  that  he  rose  merely 
to  say,  that  he  had  not  been  inattentive  to 
the  prayer  of  die  petition,  and  not  with  any 
notation  oi  bang  able  to  state,  anything 
Mtisfactory  to  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  supported  the  petitioii.  He  was  aware 
tha^  uiider  the  present  regulaitions  die  le* 
filMTS  W«VQ  oody  99g^^  with  A  siiffi^t 
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qttantity  to  onpky  thMn  half  the  yaav>  avd 

this,  he  must  admit,  was  certainly  a  situa. 
tion  in  which  th^  trade  ought  oot  to  be. 
•  Petition  to  lie  on  the  TiSile. 

BUBiNtisa  Q»   TttB    Rot/sift   iH   trHB 

Cablv    Siti9Mo»3      ^^   iSfMnAsr   was 
Anxious,  before  the  House  proceeded  to  the 
puUiq  bubineSs  of  the  day,  to  call  its  attep- 
tion  for  a  few  moments  to  the  result  of  the 
experiment  which  had  been  made  in  an 
early  period  of  the  Seasion,  and  which  was 
continued  to  the  nresent  time»   for  the 
despatch  of  private  business,  and  the  pre. 
sentation  oJT  petitions.    The  House    was 
aware  of  the  imnor^ant  alteration  that  had 
been  made  in  its  hours  of  sitting,  and  that, 
by  that  arrangement,  the  Househa^  on  the 
days  when  election  business  did  not  inter, 
fere,  sat  from  twelve  to  three.     The  olject 
of  this  early  sitting  was  to  despatch  private 
business,  to  receive  returns  made  to  orders 
of  the  House,  and  most  especially  to  receive 
petitions.    The  House  having  set  apart 
that  time  for  these  purposes,  resolved  tp 
meet  for  the  despatch  of  the  public  business 
of  the  day  at  5  o'clock.    One  effect  of  this 
regulation  had  been,  that  it  enabled  them 
to  proceed  at  once  at  5  o'clock  to  the  public 
business.    So  far  the  experiment  had  sue 
oeeded ;  but  he  need  hardly  say,  that  as  far 
as  related  to  the  presenting  petitit^ns  it  had 
failed  of  producing  the  intenddl  effect,  and 
of  meeting  the  convenience  of  the  House. 
The  proposition  was,  that  the  House^  on  its 
meedn^  at  twelve  each  day,  should  begin 
where  it  had  left  off  at  three  on  the  day 
preceding.    This  had  made  it  necessary  to 
have  a  book  in  which  the  names  of  Mem^ 
hers  having  petitions  to  present  were  en- 
tered, and  tnat  book  had  not  been  long  on 
the  Table  before  it  had  the  names  of  be. 
tween  500  and  600  Members,  who  were  to 
be  called  on  in  the  order  in  which  they 
stood.    The  result  was,  that  no  Member 
knew  when  his  name  might  be  called  on, 
and  thus  many  Members  attended  from  day 
to  day,  without  being  able  to  present  the 
petitions  which  had  been  committed  to 
them*    Thu8>  for  example;^  no  Gehdeman 
who  saw  the  books  coiud  anticipate  whai 
had  actually  taken  place  this  day — ihaX  he 
should  have  gone  through  the  whole  book. 
Of  course  those  whose  names  were  far  do\im 
in  the  book,  not  expecting  that  their  names 
would  have  been  edledi  werenotinattend'* 
ance,  and  the  result  was,  lluit  an  ercopeoio 
impres&Ion  might  go  fortb— that  hon*  IfepH 
'  -^  care  pedtsPfU  hA  ^ 
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luiving  tppaaredf  when  they  were  called  (».  i  d$f.    This  would  alFord  ;mfficient  time  for 


But  this  would  be  a  most  uiyuit  inferenoei 


for  no  Oentieman  could  suppose  that  a  list    petitions    enough    to    occupy    the    early 


of  150  namea^  which  had  stood  before  his 
own^.  would  have  been  gone  through.  To 
prevent  a  recurrence  of  this  inconvenience 
oe  would  stiggest  to  tho  House,  thatj  oon. 
tinning  the  «arly  sittinsi  as  heretofore, 
they  shauld)  after  the  Easter  reces^  go 
through,  at  each  early  sitting,  the  paper  of 
that  £yi  and  that  only.  Tms  would  lead 
to  a  certainty  of  each  Member  presenting 
his  petitions  on  the  day  for  which  they  were 
fixed.  Thus  there  would  be  a  new  paper 
to*  be  gone  through  each  day.    By  the 

Sractice  of  -the  House  hitherto,  when  a 
aily  Ibt  waa  made  out,  it  was  open  for  the 
insertion  of  Members'  names  at  ten  o'clock 
ia  the  morning.  Now,  this  gave  a  decided^ 
and  he  would  say  an  unfair,  advantage,  to 
those  Gentlemen  who  happened  to  reside 
near  the  House.  He  would  suggest  that, 
tQ  equalize  the  advantage  to  all  Members, 
the  daily  list  should  be  opened  at  eleven 
o^dock  instead  of  ten ;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  the  entry  of  one  hour  would  afford 
sufficient  business  for  the  early  sitting  of 
that  day.  His  object  was,  to  render  the 
plan  which  they  had  adopted  more  efiectual, 
and  with  the  changes  which  he  had  ven* 
tured  to  propose,  he  hoped  that  it  would 
answer  the  purpose  of  getting  through  the 
early  businesB  with  convwience  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  LUtlelott  said,  that  though  circum* 
stances  had  occurred  to  render  tne  experi- 
ment which  the  House  had  tried  not  as  su&. 
oessful  as  could  have  been  wished^  yet  it 
had  undoubtedly  enabled  the  House  to  get 
through  a  greater  share  of  business,  particu- 
larly in  the  presentation  of  petitions.  He 
had  opportunities  of  knowing  (as  one  of 
the  Committee  on  petitions)  the  number  of 
petitions  presented;  and  he  found  that  up 
to  the  2nd  of  April  last  year,  when  no  elec^ 
tion  ballots  had  interfered,  the  number  of 
petitions  presented  was  9^6;  but  that,  by 
the  arrangement  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  for  which  the  House  and  the 
country  were  so  much  indebted  to  him,  the 
number  of  petidons  received  by  the  House 
up  to  the  same  date  durins  the  present 
Session  was  2,457*  He  would  make  only 
one  suggestion  on  what  had  been  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  ana  in  the 

fropriety  of  which  thqr  must  all  concur. 
ie  would  venture  to  suggest  that  the  hour 
iot  opemog  the  daily  liat  for  entering  the 
names  of  Members  who  had  petitions  to 

jpmeut  AouU  U  at  half  paat  elervo  each 


the  entry  of  names  for  the  presentation  of 


sitting. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  whatever  dme 
would  best  meet  the  convenience  of  the 
House  would  answer  the  4)bject  he  had  in 
view,  in  naming  a  later  hour  than  usual, 
which  was  to  give  equal  advai^tage  to  those 
who  resided  at  a  distance  and  to  those  who 
were  near  the  House.  If  half  an  hour 
should  be  found  sufficient  to  fill  the  daily 
list,  it  would  be  so  much  the  better,  for  the 
shortest  time  in  which  it  could  be  done 
would  be  best  and  fairest  for  all. 

Mr.  Trevor  suggested,  that  no  petition 
should  be  received  on  any  day  which  was 
not  in  the  list  of  that  day.  It  was  not  fair, 
at  the  dose  of  a  fatiguing  day's  business  to 
ask  the  Speaker  to  sit  for  an  hour  or  more 
to  receive  petitions,  which,  if  time  did  not 
admit  in  the  early  sitting,  should  be  entered 
on  the  list  of  the  next  day. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  there  were  occa- 
sions when  a  departure  from  the  gieneral 
rule  in  this  respect  would  be  not  only 
justifiable  but  necessary;  for  instance,  in 
the  case  of  a  bill  in  progress  through  the 
House,  to  which  ol»ections  existed  on  the 
part  of  many  individuals,  if  time  had  not 
permitted  in  the  early  sitting,  up  to 
S  o'clock,  for  receiving  all  petitions  against 
it,  it  would  be  but  fair  that  an  opportunity 
should  be  given  for  receiving  such  petitions 
at  the  elose  i^  the  evening  sitting.  Having 
said  thiS)  he  would  state,  further,  his  obli* 
gations  to  Gentlemen  who  had  offered  peti« 
tions  at  the  close  of  the  sitting,  that  none 
had  been  offered  without  his  having  been 
previously  consulted  by  the  Gentlemen  to 
whom  they  had  been  confided,  as  to  whether 
it  would  be  convenient  to  him  to  sit  and 
receive  them,  and  that  nine-tenths  of  such 
petitiont  related  to  business  afloat  in  the 
House.  He  therefore  felt  it  his  duty  to 
express  to  the  House  generally,  and  to 
every  hon.  Member  individually,  his  great 
obligations  for  their  attention  on  all  occa* 
sions  to  his  personal  convenience. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  concurred  in  the  sug. 

festion  of  his  hon.  friend,  the  member  ror 
taflTordshire,  that  half  past  eleven  o'clock 
would  be  quite  time  enough  to  open  the 
list  of  the  day  for  the  insertion  of  the 
names  of  Members  who  had  petiticms  to 
present  that  day.  As  the  right  hon.  Gen^ 
tleman  in  the  Chair  had  not  repined  on  aoi* 
count  of  the  additional  labour  thus  heaped 
on  him  by  the  new  regulations^  the  House 

shouU  take  qk9  that  it  waa  not  preHe4 
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to  too  great  an  extent.  Tbe  House  woiild 
bear  bim  out  in  tbe  statement^  tbat  no 
right  bon.  Gentleman  ^ho  bad  ever  filled 
tbat  Cbair  bad  eyer  burtbened  bimself  witb 
80  large  a  sbare  of  business. 

Borough  of  Hertford/]  Mr.  Bernal, 
pursuant  to  the  notice  be  gave  yesterday^ 
rose  to  move,  tbat  tbe  issuing  of  tbe 
Speaker's  warrant  to  tbe  Clen:  of  tbe 
Crown  for  maHng  out  a  new  writ  for  tbe 
election  of  two  burgesses  for  tbe  Borough 
of  Hertford^  in  tbe  room  of  Lords  Ingestrie 
and  Mabon^  whose  election  was  declared 
void,  be  suspended ;  but  before  be  put  bis 
Motion  into  tbe  Speaker's  bands,  be  would 
move  tbat  tbe  Special  Report  of  tbe  Hert. 
ford  Election  Committee  be  read. 

Tbe  Report  was  then  read — *'  Tbat  it 
appears  to  the  Committee  that  bribery  and 
treating  prevailed  previously  to,  and  dur- 
ing, tbe  last  election  for  the  borough  of 
Hertford." 

Mr.  Bernal  said^  be  would  not  enter 
into  anj  argument  on  tbe  question,  but 
would  found  bis  Motion  on  tbe  precedent 
established  in  the  case  of  the  borough  of 
Liverpool^  in  which,  when  a  similar  Special 
Report  was  made,  the  House  bad  suspended 
the  issuing  of  tbe  Speaker's  warrant.  Tbe 
bon.  Member  moved,  that  tbe  issuing  of 
tbe  Speaker's  warrant  be  suspended  till  tbe 
2«nd  of  April— Ordered. 

Factoribs  '  CoHBnssioN/l  Mr.  WiL 
wn  Paiten  presented  three  Petitions  from 
tbe  Cotton  Manufacturers  of  Preston, 
Blad^bum,  and  Rochdale,  prayings  for  jp, 
Commission  to  inquire  into  tbe  subject  a( 
labour  in  factories.  He  would  then  submit 
to  tbe  House  the  Motion  of  which  be  bad 
given  notice,  for  the  appointing  a  Commis- 
sion to  obtain  further  information  on  the 
subject  of  tbe  Factories'  Bill  before  tbat 
Bill  itself  wei)e  brought  forward.  He  bad 
bad  doubts,  wbetber  be  should  brine  tbe 
subject  forward  this  evening,  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  being 
absent ;  but  by  tbe  advice  of  several  com- 
petent and  anxious  Members,  be  should, 
notwithstanding  the  absence  of  tbat  bon. 
Crentleman,  prm»ed  with  his  Motion ;  and 
then  be  should  have  the  satis&ction  of 
having  done  bis  duty.  His  only  object  in 
the  Motion  was,  to  do  an  act  of  justice.  He 
regretted  be  bad  not  been  able  to  bring  it 
forward  at  an  earlier  period  of  tbe  Session, 
as  be  bad  intended;  tbe  inquiry  then 
would  have  proceeded  so  far  by  this  time, 
diat  on  tbe  House  commencing  its  nttiogs 


after  tbe  holidays,  the  Bill  tf  tbe  noble 
Lord  (Ashley)  could  have  been  innne» 
diatdy  brought  forward.  Circumstances, 
however,  over  which  be  bad  no  contrcd, 
had  prevented  bim.  He  said  thus  much 
to  excuse  himself  from  that  chai^  txF 
wishing  to  delay  tbe  Bill  wMcb  bad  been 
made  against  bim  by  several  Members,  and 
by  tbe  public  Press.  He  considered  further 
inquiry  to  be  of  tbe  most  material  import- 
ance, so  much  so, '  tbat  an  efficient  Bin 
could  not  be  framed  without  it.  He  bad 
reason  to  believe,  tbat  there  would  sdU  be 
plenty  of  time  for  this,  and  to  pass  tbe  Bill 
before  the  end  of  this  Session.  He  wished, 
as  be  bad  said,  to  do  an  act  of  justice  to  a 
large  body  of  men  who  bad  been  seriously 
accused,  and  as  be  believed  most  unjustly, 
but  who  bad  hitherto  bad  no  opportunity 
of  freeing  themselves  from  the  charges 
brouffbt  against  them.  He  also  wished  to 
euara  bon.  Members  against  tbe  strong 
feeling  of  humanity  in  favour  of  one  ride, 
which  must  bave  been  produced  in  their 
minds  by  the  evidence  already  laid  before 
the  Committee — evidence  which  those 
whom  it  was  directed  against  bad  not  bad 
an  opportunity  of  contradicting  up  to  the 
present  time.  Tbat  evidence  was  very 
voluminous ;  it  was  also  of  a  strong  and 
decisive  nature.  He  would  say,  that  if  he 
thought  tbat  tbat  evidence  gave  a  true  de. 
scription  of  what  was  done  in  tbe  manu- 
facturing districts— if  be  believed  tbat  what 
bad  been  asserted  was  matter  of  fact,  be 
would  go  much  further  than  tbe  noUe 
Lord — ^he  would  declare  tbat  tbe  Bill  of 
tbe  noble  Lord  was  not  strong  enough. 
But  the  evidence  on  both  rides  bad  not 
f)een  beard,  and  to  procure  tbat  was  tbe 
object  of  bis  Motion.  He  trusted  tbat  they 
would  not  allow  themselves  to  be  burried 
away  by  those  feelings  of  humanity  which 
were  so  praiseworthy ;  and  for  himself  be 
did  not  believe  tbat  ail  the  statements  made 
before  the  Committee  were  true,  though 
certain  portions  might  be  so ;  but,  taken  as 
a  whole,  they  were  far  from  giring  a  cor- 
rect view  of  tbe  state  of  tbe  manufacturing 
districts.  A  correct  view  could  only  be 
obtained  by  further  inquiry;  but  even 
were  tbe  statements  which  bad  been  made 
in  all  respects  correct,  he  believed  that 
better  metnods  could  be  found  of  'putring 
an  end  to  tbe  abuses  than  those  mo- 
nosed  in  the  noble  Lord's  Bill.  The 
late  Parliament  had  declined  to  l(^[is- 
late  on  the  subject,  because  they  were 
not  provided  with  sufficient  information 
as  to  the  ezisdng  state  of  that  great  wmom 
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fiwture  Ibr  wliidi  tliey  were  called  upon  to 
ledflkte,  and  they  had,  in  consequence, 
releired  tlie  matter  to  a  Select  Committee 
above^tain;  1>ut  be  tboufflit  that  the  pre- 
sent Parliament  was  as  ul  provided  with 
proper  information  on  the  suqject  as  before 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee. 
In  fact  they  were  much  worse  off  as  to  in- 
formation than  tbey  were  before;  because 
the  Committee  inquired  merely  jnto  one 
brandi  of  the  suTgect,  and  that  branch  too, 
on  which  there  was  the  least  diveraty  of 
opinion.  The  inquiry  was  so  limited  also, 
that  the  result  tended  rather  to  mislead  the 
House  than  to  enlighten  it*  When  the 
Committee  was  appointed,  it  was  suggested 
that  aU  the  points  connected  with  t&  fac- 
tory system  should  be  taken  into  considera^ 
'tion;  but  an  influential  member  of  the 
Committee  said,  ''You  had  better  let  me 
make  out  my  cate  before  other  evidence  is 
gone  into,^  and,  notwithstanding  the  oppo- 
sition  of  several  members  of  the  Committee, 
in  this  partial  manner  were  their  proceed- 
ings conducted.  In  consequence,  witnesses 
were  summoned  from  the  country  to  appear 
before  the  Committee,  but  the  persons  to 
whom  the  selection  of  witnesses  was  in- 
trusted  were  strictly  cautioned  not  to  send 
up  any  person  on  whom  they  could  not 
rely;  that  is,  as  he  had  good  reason  to 
believe,  uot  to  send  up  any  persons  who 
would  let  out  anything  un&vourable  to  the 
views  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee. 
He  spoke  in  the  hearing  of  several  Gentle- 
men who  were  members  of  the  Committee 
and  who  ooiild,  consequently,  contradict  his 
statement  if  he  were  not  correct.  The 
witnesses  thus  called  by  the  Chairman  were 
not  leas  than  eighty,  and  the  time  occupied 
in*  establishing  his  case  satis&ctorily  was 
the  remainder  of  the  Session.  It  might  be 
supposed  that  the  examination  of  these 
eighty  witnesses  would  have  g^ven  full 
evidence  with  respect  to  the  state  of  every 
district  of  the  country— «veiy  branch  of 
trade — all  the  evils,  and  aU  the  most  dimble 
remedies  but  no  such  thing  had  resulted. 
Among  these  witnesses  there  were  twenty- 
one  medical  men,  but  out  of  them  fifteen 
Tended  in  London,  and  had  had  little  or  no 
practical  experience  upon  the  sulgect,  of 
which  they  gave  an  abstract  opinion.  There 
was  no  imormation  regarding  the  manu- 
facturers of  die  West  of  England — the 
centre  of  England,  and  very  little  indeed 
with  regard  to  Scotland.  To  make  up  for 
thifl^  however,  there  were  fifty^ne  witnesses 
tnm  Leeds  and  its  n^hbourhood.  He 
cenld  produce  evidence  of  the  inoatxectoess 


and  even  falsehood  of  great  part  of  die 
evidence  which  had  be^  g^ven,  but  he 
would  merely  state  one  fact,  to  ^ew  the 
reliance  the  House  oug^t  to  place  on  that 
evidence.  For  this  purpose  he  would 
sdect  the  witness  whose  evidence  had  made 
the  greatest  impression  upon  the  public, 
not  only  by  the  statement  he  made  of  his 
unfortunate  case,  and  sufferings  from  the 
factory  work,  but  from  the  wocking  de- 
formity of  his  person.  This  man  solemnly 
assured  the  Committee,  that  in  his  youth 
he  had  been  as  well  formed  and  upright  as 
any  one  of  them,  but  that,  in  consequence 
of  the  dreadful  and  peculiar  labour  he  had 
been  obliged  to  undergo  in  factories,  he  had 
gradually  become  the  crooked  object  they 
saw;  that  the  pains  he  had  throughout 
suffered  were  dreadful,  and  that  he  had 
been  ultimately  compelled  to  leave  off 
working  altogether.  This  was  the  case 
made  out  by  die  man  himself,  but  he  was 
ready  to  prove,  from  incontrovertible  evi- 
dence, that  the  deformity  of  this  man  had 
nothing  to  do  with  his  work  in  the  factories 
but  was  the  result  of  injuries  received  by 
him  in  a  wrestling  match.  There  were 
several  other  instances  of  a  similar  nature. 
The  Committee,  too,  when  any  evidence 
was  offered  which  might  turn  out  un- 
favourable to  their  views,  would  never  take 
any  proper  notice  of  it.  There  was  a  person 
who  had  been  sent  up  to  London;  this 
witness  could  be  brought  up  in  a  few  hours 
to  prove  what  he  (Mr.  W.  Patten)  now 
saiat,  if  necessary.  When  this  witness 
came  up  to  town,  one  of  the  Committee 
waited  on  her — ^heard  her  statement^-* 
examined  her,  and  cross-examined  her,  but 
finding  that  what  she  said,  was  adverse  to 
their  views,  he  told  her  that  there  were 
fifty  witnesses  whose  evidence  was  opposed 
to  hers,  and  so  she  might  go  back  into  the 
country.  Her  name  was  Elisabeth  Rush* 
leigh.  If  sucSi  a  thing  as  this  had  happened 
in  a  matter  before  a  Court  of  Justice,  a 
new  trial  would  most  certainly  have  been 
granted.  He  did  not,  however,  ask  fw  a 
new  trial,  lior  for  fresh  inouiries ;  all  he 
wanted  was,  a  continuation  of  that  inquiry ; 
for  ihe  House  was  still  as  much  in  want 
of  the  information  for  which  a  Select  Com* 
mittee  had  been  appointed  as  ever.  He 
thought  that  a  Bill  brought  in  without 
having  its  provirions  founddL  upon  the  most 
dear  and  impartial  evidence  would  tend  to 
crush  and  fetter  the  principal  branches  of 
our  manufieictures.  He  thought  that  the 
system  of  relays  of  children  could  be  made 
ankQaUoi    He  again  advocated  f ortber 
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jnquivjr }  far  it  the  evidence  now  before  the 
House  remained  unimpeached,  the  House 
would,  ofjoontae,  not  put  any  faith  in  the 
sinoerity  of  the  Membera  wlio  opposed  the 
Bill.  Every  means  had  been  taken  to  raise 
the  feelings  of  the  people^  both  in  and  out 
of  the  House  against  tne  master  manufac- 
turers. He  would  give  one  instance  of  -an 
attempt  o^  this  sort,  which  was  in  a 
J^ancasture  paper,  purporting  to  be  a  report 
of  a  speech  delivered  by  one  of  the  hon. 
Members  of  that  House,  but  which  he 
jTuUy  believed  had  never  been  delivered,  or 
at  any  rate  in  the  terms  so  reported.  It 
gave  a  veiy  highly  coloured  statement  of 
the  sufferings  of  those  who  laboured  in 
factories,  particularly  dwelling  upon  the 
miseries  endured  by  children ;  and,  for  the 
purpose  of  illustration,  the  speaker  was 
mfide  to  give  an  account  to  the  following 
efiect :  that  a  poor  little  girl,  for  committing 
some  trifiii^  fault  or  error  had  been  laid 
liold  of  by  one  of  the  masters,  dreadfully 
beaten,  and  ill-used ;  that  the  master  had 
hold  of  the  child's  head,  and  that  in  the 
struggle  such  violence  was  used  by  the 
mas^r,  that  he  pulled  the  child's  scalp 
entirely  off!  Here  was  a  story  !  Yet  this 
was  the  illustration  said  to  be  made  use  of 
by  the  hon.  speaker.  He  (Mr.  W.  Patten) 
trusted  that  the  House  would  adopt  it  as  a 
Strikinff  illustration  of  the  sort  of  thing  of 
.which  he  complained*  He  would  also  caU 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact 
related  in  some  papers  presented  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  from  whic]}  it 
a^oeared  that  no  Committee,  though  there 
had  been  some  most  expensive  Committees, 
had  been  So  expensive  as  this  Committee 
on  the  Factories  Bill.  It  there  appeared 
that  not  a  single  witness,  rich  or  poor,  old 
or  young,  haa  been  called  before  tnis  Com- 
mittee but  had  received  nine  shillings  a-day 
in  addition  to  his  expenses  up  and  down. 
He  believed,  however,  that  a  great  deal  of 
the  money  which  had  been  so  lavishly  ex- 
pended was  appropriated  to  the  smug^^g 
a  number  of  persons  out  of  London,  in 
order  that  they  might  not  give  evidence. 
Under  such  circumstances,  he  must  say, 
that  further  inquiries  were  necessary; 
though,  if  there  were  any  other  way  of 
obtaining  his  object  than  by  a  Commission, 
he  should  readily  adopt  it.  At  all  events 
he  hoped  that  the  House  would  not  proceed 
to  legislate  without  first  having  sufficient 
information,  so  that  they  might  produce  no 
liasty  and  crude  work.  It  nad  been  said 
that  he  wanted  to  dupe  the  L^jislature, 

ffA  tbat  be  w«  bipuelf  the  dupe  of  the 


masters.  Neither .  was.  Ime.  He  4snij 
wanted  to  do  justice  to  the  masters;  and 
the  men  would  find  that  he  had  as  strong 
a  disposition  to  do  justice  to  them  as  to  the 
masters.  He  had  no  doubt,  even*  that  he 
was  as  firm  a  friend  to  the  factozr  childrea 
themselves  as  his  noUe  friend.  The  que»« 
tion  was,  not  whether  they  should  odnsent 
to  an  Act  for  the  abridgment  of  the  labour 
of  children«^to  that  they  were  aU  amed  ; 
but  the  Question  was,  whether  they  abould 
or  should  not  do  that  in  the  best  mannei^  ? 
The  question  was,  whether  they^should  not 
obtain  correct  information  before  proceeding 
to  legislate,  lest,  in  their  wish  to  do  good 
to  some,  they  might  do  harm  to  others  ? 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
^'  That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
his  Majesty,  praying  that  he  will  bo 
graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a  Commission 
to  collect  information  in  the  manufiicturing 
districts  with  respect  to  the  emplo3rxnent  <» 
children  in  factories,  and  to  devise  the 
best  means  for  the  curtailment  of  their 
labours." 

Lord  Molyneux  seconded  the  Motion 
from  feelings  of  justice,  and  from  motives 
of  sound  policy  and.  humanity.  He  was 
not  a  member  of  the  Committee,  but  he 
had  seen  much  of  the  evidence  given  before 
ity  and  he  did  not  believe  that  there  was 
one  atom  of  truth  in  the  imputations  which 
had  been  thrown  out  against  the  cotton 
manufacturers.  He  had  seen  the  large 
mills  of  the  hon.  members  for  Nottingham* 
shire,  Rochdale,  and  Manchester  ;  and  he 
was  sure  that  the  representations  given 
before  the  Committee  could  not  apply  to 
them.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
House  would  not,  by  acting  on  a  false 
notion  of  humanity,  proceed  to  pass  an  Act 
which  would  reduce  the  profits  of  the 
manufacturers  one  sixth.  He  was  sure,  if 
they  passed  such  an  Act,  while  the  manu« 
facturers  had  to  strugg^  against  the  Com 
Laws,  and  against  the  tax  on  raw  cotton, 
that  they  would  bring  about  the  most 
disastrous  consequences.  Members  were^ 
perhaps,  not  aware  of  the  nature  of  the 
endence  taken  before  the  Committee,  and 
that  it  was  all  collected  from  one  quarter. 
The  persons  employed  in  the  wod^  the 
flax,  and  the  silk  mills  were  alone  exa« 
mined,and  noinformation  had  been  acquired 
of  the  present  state  of  the  cotton  districts. 
There  were  already  several  Acts  on  this 
subject,  and  he  hoped  to  see  those  Acts 
enforced  before  they  made  new  laws.  It 
would  only  be  just  to  erant  the  Cemmis* 
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people  vMrUai^  in  coiton  and  olber  {90U^ 
rie0  in  relation^  to  the  othei:  labouring 
daises  before  tliejr  passed  any  such  mea« 
Slice* 

liord  .Ashkjf  must  pppoie  the  Motion. 
The  Cocunission  was  not  neoessaiji  and  if 
U  were  neeessaryj  a  Commission  oould  not 
elicit  that,  evidence  which  was  desired  by 
ihe  House.  He  would  not  then  enter  into 
a  discussion  of  the  Bill^  and  he  hoped  other 
hon.  Members  would  notj  as  he  should  be 
unable  to  r^ly  to  them.  The  sulject  into 
which  it  was  now  proposed  to  hi|ve  a  Com- 
mission to  inauire  was  not  unknown^  it 
having  heen  &t  forty  vears  under  discus- 
tiosu  He  would  give  a  brief  outline  of  the 
prooeedings  which  had  tak^  place.  In 
1796,  Dies.  Aikin  and  Perceval,  two  very 
eminent  medical  men^  had  dwelt,  strongly 
0a  the  evils  of  the  factory  systems  and 
called  the  public  attention  to  them*  In 
:1802^  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel  brought  in 
hi4  Bill  to  put  a  restraint  on  the  hours  of 
)abo^r  in  cotton  mills.  If  hon.  Members 
would  look  at  the  provisions  of  that  mea- 
siure«  they  would  find  that  its  enactments 
were  much  the  same  as  those  he  had  drawn 
up.  In  181 6j  Sir  Robert  Peel  obtained  a 
Committee  of  that  House  to  inquire  into 
the  subject,  and  a  large  volume  of  evidence 
was  printed.  In  consequence  of  the  inqui- 
ries of  that  Committeoi  he  brought  in  an- 
other BiUy  which  passed  through  that 
House,  and  was  sent  up  to  the  Lords. 
.There  were  two  Committees  appointed  in 
1818  and  1819>  and  two  folio  volumes  of 
jevidence  were  the  result  of  those  inquiries. 
The  Bill,  as  it  was  agreed  to  by  the  Lords, 
was  different  from  the  Bill  which  Sir 
.Robert.  Peel  had  brought  in«  He  had 
extended  it  to  all  factories— the  Bill  which 
was  passed  was  limited  to  cotton  factories 
only.  His  Bill  restricted  the  hours  of 
labour  to  ten — ^that  Bill  extended  them  to 
twelve.  The  strongest  clauses  and  penaL 
ties  he  had  put  in  were  struck  out.  In 
18S5,  Sir  John  Hobfaouse  introduced  his 
BUI,  but  it  suffered  groat  delay.  It  was 
moved  in  1825,  and  the  Bill  di4  not  pass 
till  the  month  of  October*  1880.  Air. 
Sadler  brought  his  measuro  forward  in 
March,  1882,  which  was  refeized  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  in  August  the  Bill 
^was  stifled.  Now  that  he  had  brought  in 
a  Bin,  a  Motion  was  made  to  appoint  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry.  The  public  atten- 
tion,  since  it  had  first  been  directed  towards 
this  subject,  had  never  been  long  turned 
away.     In  1818,  the  masters  had  been 
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weql  up  to  the  Lords,  thejr  na4ti<»ed  to 
be  heard  by  Counsel,  and  ue  examined 
upon  oath ;  and  he  would  quote  the  evi* 
denoe,  to  show  how  imperfecta. case, they 
had  then  made  out*  The  masters  had 
called  a  considerable  number  of  medical 
men ;  but  not  on^  of  them  oould  bring 
forward  one  facV>  ^  give  one  scientific  or 
physiological  reason  to  justify  the  long 
hours  of  labourt  They  always  gave  iur 
direct  or  evasive  answers  to  the  questions 
that  wero  asked.  The  noble  Lord  quoted 
at  considerable  length  the  evidence  given 
by  the  medical  gentlemen  who  wero 
examined  before  the  Lords'  Committee  in 
1818  and  1819  in  favour  of  the  masters, 
to  show  that  they  had  made  out  no  justifi* 
cation  whatever  for  the  practices  ^of  the 
masters.  He  was  not  a  member  of  the 
Committee  of  last  Session :  hut  he  did  not 
build  his  case  upon  the  mquiries  of  any 
Committee.  He  was  struck  with  the 
whol^  system-  It  was  time  it  should  be 
checked;  and  he  would  push  the  Bill  as 
long  as  he  breathed.  He  had  heard  state- 
ments against  the  evidence  of  the  opera- 
tives, and  he  had  heard  these  statements 
refuted ;  but  as  he  did  not  me^m  to  avail 
himself  qf  the  operatives  evidence,  neither 
should  he  bring  forward  the  refutation  of 
the  assertions  by  which  that  evidence  had 
been  assailed.  The  whole  matter  had  long 
ago  been  made  to  him  quite  dear,  by  the 
evidence  of  at  least  twenty  medical  men, 
who  wero  as  eminent  as  any  men  in  their 
profession.  The  last  Conunittee  he  oon- 
siderod  to  be  entiroly  a  work  of  supereroga 
tion.  There  was  evidence  enough  on  their 
shelves  befi)ro  that  Committee  sat,  to  con- 
vince every  reasonable  man  that  a  more 
strong  law  than  was  already  in  existence 
must  be  passed.  The  evidence  of  the 
Committees  of  1818  and  I8I9,  coincided 
with  the  evidence  of  last  y-ear.  There  was 
a  great  number  of  medical  men  examined 
before  those  Committees,  who  agreed  that 
ten  hours  were  quite  as  much  as  ought  to 
be  allowed.  Nine-tenths  of  that  evidence 
rolated  to  cotton  manufactories;  and  it 
could  not,  therefore,  be  said  that  they  had 
not  been  inquired  into.  He  might  be 
asked,  for  what  reason  he  had  selected  ten 
hours'  labour  as  the  maximuip?  The 
reason  was,  because  he  feared  that  he  could 
not  reduce  the  hours  of  labour  to  lune  if 
he  tried.  The  noble  Lord  here  quoted  the 
evidence  given  hy  Drs.  Baillie  and  Blun^ 
dell,  and  other  medical  witnessea^  before 
the  Committee    in    I8I9,   in  favour  of 
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Ashley)  had  propofled.  In  I8I9  there] 
were  eleven  medical  men  who  had  had 
experience  in  the  cotton  districts  examined 
upon  oath  hefore  the  Committee,  and  their 
testimony  was  in  favour  of  such  a  measure. 
The  petition  to  the  House  of  Commons  on 
the  subject  in  1818  was  «gned  by  six 
]^y8icians  and  seventeen  surgeons,  all  of 
whom  had  had  great  experience  in  those 
districts.  Before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  1832  Dr.  Roget, 
who  had  been  physician  to  the  Manchester 
Infirmary,  and  two  other  eminent  phyri- 
etans  of  local  experience  in  the  cotton 
districts,  were  examined,  and  their  evidence 
went  to  the  same  effect.  The  requisition 
for  calling  the  meetin^c  in  Manchester  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  which  he  (Lord  Ashley) 
had  had  the  honour  of  introducing,  was 
signed  by  five  phyncians  and  sixteen  sur- 
geons there.  Altogether  he  could  appeal 
to  the  testimony  of  not  less  than  ninety 
medical  men  connected  with  the  cotton 
districts  in  favour  of  some  such  measure ; 
vnd  was  it  possible,  under  such  drcum- 
ttanoefl^  to  assert  that  the  House  was  not 
put  in  possession  of  sufficient  local  medical 
evidence  upon  the  subject?  The  noble 
Lord  quoted  the  evidence  g^ven  by  some 
of  these  medical  gentlemen,  to  show  that 
it  was  proved  in  1818  that  the  cotton* 
factory  children  were  injured  in  their 
health— -stinted  in  their  growth-~and  dis- 
torted in  their  limbs,  by  .the  unwholesome 
lur  and  excessive  labour  of  the  ootton-mills. 
living  referred  to  the  evidence  of  1818, 
he  prmeded  to  call  their  attention  to  the 
evidence  of  1832,  from  which  the  noUe 
Lord  read  several  extracts.  He  also  re- 
ferred to  some  statements  made  in  one  of 
the  cleverest  tracts  he  had  ever  read, 
written  by  Dr.  Kay,  of  Manchester.  He 
referred  to  the  evidence  of  this  gentleman 
with  sreater  readiness  because  he  had 
declared  himself  an  enemy  to  the  Bill.  He 
also  read  some  extracts  from  a  pamphlet 
written  by  one  of  the  ^^t  master  spin* 
tiers,  in  favour  of  the  cilL  The  author 
was  Mr.  WiDiam  Greig,  of  the  firm  of 
Samuel  Greig  and  Ca  at  Bury,  in  Lanca. 
ahire.  Having  gone  through  the  evidence 
rdative  to  cotton  factories,  he  then  pro- 
ceeded to  read  portions  of  the  evidence 
rdative  to  the  worsted  and  flax  mills,  and 
other  departments  of  manufacture.  The 
evidence  given  by  Mr.  Thack^ay  was  most 
aa&factory  on  this  subject  As  to  the  sUc 
mills,  when  he  told  the  House  that  the 
children  employed  there  were  almost  exelu- 
ttvdy  fcmales^Bul{|ect  to  all  those  dieadfiil 


evils  which  pressed  so  particalaiiy  on  that 
sex  in  consequence  of  this  sy8tem«--he  wmm 
sure  he  had  said  quite  suffcient  to  convinoe 
the  House  that  ten  hours'  labour  was  more 
than  enough  for  young  females.  The 
evidence  of  the  medical  men  who  had  been 
examined  against  this  Bill  waa  very  uii« 
satisfactory.  The  replies  were,  generallj 
speaking,  of  the  most  evasive  character,  or 
else  betrayed  gross  ignorance  of  the  fiurts. 
The  noble  Loitl  also  quoted  the  opinions  of 
Dr.  Blundell,  and  many  of  the  most  emim 
nent  medical  men  in  London,  who  repro* 
bated  the  present  aystem  as  ^nxxluctive  of 
the  most  alarming  consequences.  The 
manufacturers  who  were  now  asking  fiir  a 
commission  to  take  evidence,  had  weady 
had  full  opportunities  of  presenting  their 
evidence.  They  had  what  in  reality  was 
—though  not  l^ally  dignified  with  the 
name — a  Commission.  A  committee  of  the 
master-manufacturers  had  engaged  several 
medical  men  to  visit  all  Sxe  factories^ 
and  report  on  the  state  of  the  children,  and 
their  evidence  was  afterwards  taken  before 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords.  Of 
the  carefulness  of  their  examination,  and 
the  value  of  their  testimony,  some  judg^ 
ment  might  be  formed  fitom  the  following 
statement  of  one  of  these  medical  mee.  In 
reply  to  a  question  of  the  number  of 
patients  he  had  examined,  and  the  time 
such  examination  occupied,  he  answered 
1,1 70,  and  in  nine  hours.  Several  opemtivea 
who  were  suffering  under  the  effects  of  dia. 
tortion,  and  various  complaints,  weresnbse* 
quently  examined  before  the  Lord^  Conu 
mittee,and  they  proved  that  they  were  sent 
out  of  the  way  from  the  factories  to  which 
they  belonged  when  the  medical  oommis* 
sioners  came  there  to  institute  their  exami- 
nation. In  consequence  of  such  imperfect 
visitation,  however,  reports  were  made.  The 
supporters  of  the  Bill  made  out  thdr  case 
brfore  the  committee— the  masters  their^»-«- 
and  a  rejoinder  followed.  He  oould  not, 
therefore,  coneeive  the  neoessity  of  a 
commissum  to  inquire  into  further  evi- 
dence. In  ihe  evidence  which  had  been 
j^ven  tliey  had  not  acted  fairly,  for  it 
turned  out  that  in  many  cases  whidi 
the  examining  physicians  had  returned  as 
healthy,  the  poor  children  were  labouring 
under  distortion  and  various  other  aflic 
tion&  Two  gentlemen  connected  with  the 
manufacturing  districts  had  lately  published 
pan^hlets  on  this  sulgect  He  had  read 
their  books  with  great  attention;  one  of 
them  was  addressed  to  himsdf ;  bi|t,  it  was 
very  imperfect.  liwaasingttlar^ftlMly&om 
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Mr*  Korkman  Finlay,  the  author,  nuide  no 
alluflkm  to  the  evidence  in  18S2.  He  could 
not  conceiTe  how  Mr*  Finlay  cOuld  be  in* 
dnced  to  set  that  evidence  asidc^  unless  it 
was,  that  he  found  it  too  much.  He  stated 
thai  the  cotton  s^frgtem  had  proved  to  be 
healthy,  and  that  twelve  hours'  labour  had 
not  been  found  too  much.  If  there  had 
been  anj  thing  weak  in  the  evidence,  Mr. 
Kiiicman  Finlaj  would  have  been  able  to 
refute  it ;  but  he  said,  that  he  never  read 
it  till  he  read  the  statement  in  Mr.  Sadler's 
book.  The  whole  ease  rested  upon  the 
medical  stetements.  The  noble  Lord  next 
adverted  to  the  evidence  of  a  person  named 
Browne,  aa  we  understood,  who,  on  being 
examined,  stated,  that  he  had  been  a  con.. 
aderaUe  time  employed  in  factories,  and 
had  never  known  any  cruelty  practised 
towards  children  employed  in  them.  On 
being  pressed,  however,  he  admitted  that 
he  had  a  child  employed  in  a  factory  with 
himself.  The  examination  then  proceeded 
as  follows :  ^-^"  Did  you  ever  behave  cruelly 
to  that  child  ? — I  never  did.  Did  you  never 
correct  her  ?— -Yes ;  I  think  I  corrected  her 
once.  Now,  answer,  Sir,  did  you  not  strike 
her  down,  and  break  her  arm?— I  did 
strikeheronoe,  and  she  fell;  her  arm  came 
under,  and  it  was  broken.  Why  did  you 
strike  her?— Because  die  did  not  do  as  I 
wished  her.*'  Here,  then,  was  a  reason 
why  a  child  waa  to  be  strudc  down  and  have 
her  arm  broken,  merely  because  she  did  not 
do  something  that  her  &ther  wished  her  to 
do.  And  this,  too,  was  the  admission  of  a 
person  who  deposed  that  he  had  never 
Known  cruelty  practised  towards  children 
in  fiswtoriea.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  by  going  further  into  deteil,  but 
would  stand  upon  the  evidence,  and  main, 
tain  that  it  was  miite  sufficient  to  enable 
Gendemen  to  make  up  their  minds  upon 
the  subject,  aadSnduce  them  to  resist  the 
appointment  fif  the  proposed  Commission ; 
or,  if  they  did  not  do  this,  they  would  be 
bound  to  reject  the  Bill  altogether.  In  the 
observations  which  he  had  felt  it  his  duty 
to  make  upon  this  occasion,  he  had  been 
careful  to  avoid  touching  upon  the  Factory 
Bin  itself;  and  he  was  the  more  guarded 
on  that  point,  because  he  felt  satis&d  that 
the  evidence  of  the  medical  men  was  more 
than  sufficient  in  support  of  his  argunumt ; 
or,  if  any  thing  further  was  wanting,  it 
might  be  supp&d  by  a  reference  to  the 
numerous  petitions  presented  on  the  sub- 
ject.   It  Miould  be  oonsideredy  too,  that 


beyond  the  influence  of  their  feelings  as 
humane  and  Christian  men,  who  felt 
for  the  unjust  sufferings  of  their  fellow 
creatures.  He  was  siire,  that  the  q^point. 
ment  of  the  proposed  Gommission  would 
lead  to  no  useliil  object,  and  that,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  was  calculated  to  produce 
considerable  evil.  He  hoped,  in  what  he 
said,  he  had  abstained  mmi  hurting  the 
feelings  of,  or  giving  pain  to,  any  person 
either  in  or  out  of  doors.  He  had,  un- 
doubtedly, his  own  opinions  upon  the  Fac- 
tory Bill  and  its  effects,  and  he  would  veiu 
ture  an  opinion  that,  under  the  operation 
even  of  the  best  of  its  clauses,  there  would 
be  a  great  deal  of  su£ferinef  but  into  this 

6rt  of  the  subject  he  would  not  then  enter, 
e  would,  upon  the  grounds  he  had  already 
stated,  impwre  the  House,  unless  they 
thought  the  whole  of  the  medical  evidence 
.unworthy  of  belief,  and,  unless  they  wished 
to  impose  additional  labour  upon  the  poor 
little  children  employed  in  those  establish* 
ments,  to  resist  the  appointment  of  this 
Commisnon.  The  country  felt  deeply  on 
the  subject ;  maqkind,  he  might  say,  fdt  it 
deeply;  for  whoever  read  the  American 
newspapers  would  see  that  the  feeUnn 
upon  the  subject  had  travelled  across  the 
Atlantic  He  was  sure  that  every  hon. 
Member  who  cbnsidered  the  subject  for 
a  moment,  must  be  of  opinion,  that  ten 
hours  aulay  was  a  sufficient  period  during 
which  children  should  labour  in  a  factory, 
and  that  those  most  interested  in  the  matter 
would,  at  length,  be  obliged  to  assent  to  it, 
as  a  relief  to  their  own  wounded  consciences. 
Mr.  Horatio  Rou  said,  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  one  particular  point,  which  was, 
that  when  the  question  was  before  a  Com* 
mittee,  it  was  arranged  that  Mr.  Sadler 
should  make  out  a  case  for  the  men  on  the 
one  hand,  and  tbat  the  masters  were  to  be 
heard  in  reply.  But,  owing  to  the  mat 
mass  of  evidence  brought  forward,  and  the 
delays  which  unavoidably  took  place.  Par. 
liament  was  prorogued  before  the  time  for 
hearing  the  masters  had  arrived.  He, 
among  other  members  of  the  Committee, 
had  Im  town,  under  the  impression  that  no 
Report  would  be  made ;  but  by  the  ma« 
nap^ement  of  the  Chairman,  that  mass  of 
evidence  had  been  printed,  which  had  had 
a  very  painful  effect,  and  which  he  con- 
sidered to  be  exaggerated  in  the  highest 
deoree.  He  considered  it  highly  necessary, 
berore  the  House  should  legislate  on  the 


the  persons  who  had  g^en  that  evidence, '  sulgect,  that  they  diould  hear  theevideoce. 
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not  tfHij oft  tbepurt of  tlie  diildfen/but  on ' 
ihe  part  of  the  masters.  The  owners  of 
factories'  ought  to  have  aifi  opportunity  of 
yebutting  ther  diarges  which  had  been 
made  against  them ;  and  he  was  convinced 
that  in  that  case^  at  least  iii  the  county 
with  which  he  #ai  connected,  they  would 
be  enabled  to  do  away  with  much  of  the  un- 
fkvourable  impression  which  had  been  made 
against  them.  He  was  himself  an  advocate 
for  the  regulation  of  the  hours  of  labour^  on 
principles  favourable  to  the  children  them, 
selves ;  he  was  Member  for  a  large  manu- 
faetuting  district  j  he  had  better  opportu. 
nities  than  many  Members  of  malung  him. 
self  master  of  the  details  of  the  subject ; 
and  he  was  prepared  tq  go  a  great  length 
Ibr  the  comfort  of  children  employed  in 
the  factories ;  but  be  thought  it  adviseable 
to  leave  the  regulation  of  the  hours  of 
labour  to  the  masters  themselves,  who  were 
anxious  that  they  should  all  be  placed  on  a 
similar  footing  in  that  respect.  At  present, 
those  who  shortened  the  time  of  laoour  in 
their  factories  were  subjected  to  a  great 
disadvantage  ivhen  ^daced  in  competition 
with  those  who  employed  the  children  fbr 
twelve  or  thirteen  hours.  He  was  disposed, 
after  consulting  with  practical  men,  to  sup- 
port the  hon.  member  for  Lancashire,  on 
the  ground,  that  the  labour  of  the  Com. 
mittee  of  which  he  had  been' a' member 
w^re  n6t  completed.  He  considered  it  but 
a  measure  of  justice  that  they  should  hear 
both  sides. 

Mr.  Gishronc  said,  that  before  he  adverted 
to  th^  immediate  question  under  considera. 
tion,  he  begged  to  call  attention  to  a  let- 
ter which  had  been  written  on  the  16th  of 
last  month  relative  to  this  subject,  by  Mr. 
Blaike,  and  which  letter  was  addressed  to 
Lord  Mblyneux.  The  writer  of  that  letter 
contended,  that  the  reduction  of  the  hours 
of  labour  would  be  highly  injurious  to  the 
working  classes,  and  that  the  party-coloured 
evidence  taken  before  Mr.  Sadler's  Oom- 
roittee  was  either  exaggerated  or  false ;  and 
aU  that  the  masters  wanted  was  fair  dealing 
and  full  inquiry.  Mr.  Blake  described  him. 
self  as  being  connected  wfth  a  factory  In 
which  no  less  than  1,700  persons  were  em- 
ployed, dnd  thdt  if  the  Ten  Hours'  Bill 
were  carried,  they  must  shut  up  their  doors. 
Having  adverted  to  this  as  a  preliminary 
matter  he  would  confine  himself  strictly  to 
th^  subject  under  discussion.  He  asked  the 
House  if  they  thought  that  they  had  ob- 
tained  such  full  information  upon  the  hours 
of  labour  as  to  set  to  at  once  and  legislate 
upon  it  ^    T%at  was  the  question  to  be 
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decided.    Ite  was  rather  aftaid  that  tlit 
House  was  not  aware  of  the  manner  in 
whidi  this  question   had  been  amtated. 
Those  persons  who  opposed  the  Ten^oara* 
Bill  had  been  grossly  abused  and  calumni- 
ated, as  he  himself  had  been  by  Mr.  Oastler, 
at  a  public  meeting  in  Leeas,  who  was, 
verily  the  Peter  me   Hermit  who  had 
preaehed  up  this  crusade  against  the  fiac- 
tories.    On  a  former  discussion  in  that 
House;  he  had  appealed  to  hon.  Members 
to  suspend  their  judgment  until  they  heard 
the  evidence  on  both  sides;  he  had  done 
nothing  more;  and  that  simple  ^pression  of 
his   opinion  had  called  forth  the  grossest 
abuse  of  him  from  Mr.  Oastler.    He  (Mr. 
Gisbome)  had  no  interest  whatever  in  any 
cotton  factory—^nd  it  would  not  be  to6 
much  for  him  to  ask  the  House  to  make 
themselves  more  fuUy  acquainted  with  the 
subject  before  they  proceeded  to  legislate 
upon  it     In  18fi5,  the  Committee  of  Sir 
John  Hobhouse  never  listened  to  the  fe^ 
striction  of  juvenile  labour  to  ten  hours  In 
the  day ;  and  what,  he  should  like  to  know, 
had  since  bccprred  to  render  such  a  restric- 
tion a  matter  of  necessity  f  Did  Gentlemen 
think  it  right  to  legislate  during  evexy  yeat 
between  the  operatives  and  the  masters? 
Did  they  think  that  no  imminent  danger 
would  arise  from  their  so  doing,  to  the 
manufhcturing  and  other  interests  of  thb 
country?       Mr.     Sadler    entreated    the 
Committee,    that   they  should   hear   his 
case   first;    and,   on  his   pledging  him- 
self to  hear  evidence  on  the  part  of  the 
masters  afterwards,  the  Committee  grant 
ed    him    his    request,    but   that    pledge 
was  entirely  fklsifted;  and  yet  the  nome 
Lord   thought    they  had    sufficient  ^evi. 
denoe  to  legislate  at   once  upon    so  im- 
portant a  question.    He  wished  to  remove 
ftom  the  minds  of  that  House  and  the 
country  the  impressions  which  prevailed 
relative  to  the  general  cruelty  which  we^i 
said  to  be  practised  in  fiietories  upon  childw 
ren.    The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ashley)  threw 
overboard  the  evidence  of  the  operatives, 
and  he  (Mr.  Gisborne)  would,  in  return', 
throw  overboard  the  evidence  taken  befoi^ 
the  Committee  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  so  frequently  alluded.     Since  the  year 
181 9  the  system  pursued  at  the  mills  had 
been  entirely  altered  and  improved ;  they 
were  now    airy   and   commodious;   ana 
the  dust,  which  was  fbrmerly  so  injuriouk 
to  l^e  operatives  and  the  children,  had 
been  all  but  entirely  remedied  by  the  in- 
troduction of  improved  machinery.    The 
members  of  Mr.  Sadler^  Committee  septf- 
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rated  wltli  the  undentaQding  ihat  none  of 
the  medical  evidence  would  be  published 
until  t^e  evidence  for  the  masters  had  been 
heard;  but  this  was  unheeded^  and  Mr* 
Sadler  obtained  his  ol^ect  by  publishing 
this  ex^park  evidence.  No  cirQss*exanuna» 
tion  of  the  medical  gentlemen  was  permits 
ted  ;  a  cerlsin  string  of  questions  had  been 
drawn  up,  whioh  no  doubt  might  furnish 
valuable  information  for  treatises  upon 
medicine;  but  the  questions  so  put^  and  the 
answers  to  thenb  did  not  bear  at  all  upon 
the  subject  in  discussion.  Sir  Anthony 
Carlisle  was  a  very  eminent  man,  and  so 
was  Dr.  Brodia ;  hut.  <m  referring  tq  their 
evidence  he  found  only  ingenious  theory  in 
the  former,  and  in  the  latter  the  House 
could  see,  on  referring  to  the  eiridence, 
nothing  at  all  to  the  subject.  The  ques- 
tions put  to  him  occupied  131  lines,  while 
his  answers  were  confined  to  seventy-^one 
lines  I  and  so  it  was  with  the  other  medi- 
cal ^ntlemen.  He  would  not  read  the 
treatises  of  these  gentlemen,  but  the  House 
could  not  fail  to  see  that  in  many  cases 
their  answers  to  the  questions  put  by  the 
Conunittee  were— "  Yes,"  '*  No/* "  I  think 
so,"  "  Most  certainly,"  *'  I  should  consi- 
der so."  This  was  a  fair  sample  of  their 
evidence^  and  yet  on  such  dender  grounds 
they  were  called  upon  tp  nnlunge  the  r^gu^ 
lationa  which  subsisted  between  the  labour* 
ers  and  their  emplojrers.  In  the  evidence 
vi  Mr.  Guthrie,  again,  the  lensest  answer 
that  gentleman  gave  consisted  of  seven 
words;  and  he  lor  one  could  ^ace  no 
reliance  on  the  medical  evidence.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  member  for  Kircudbright 
said*  he  was  ready  to  proceed  without  any 
further  evidence.  The  fact  was,  that  they 
wera  here  legislating  between  too  mu(^ 
work  and  too  little  to  eat,  and  that  was 
the  practical  past  to  be  considered.  Were 
the  children  to  work  as  they  now  did  and 
get  a  sufficiency  of  food,  or  work  less  and 
have  only  an  insufficiency?*  Mr,  Sadler 
had  propounded  certain  theories  in  medi- 
cine^ and  simply  called  the  medical  g^tle- 
men  to  prove  them*  The  necessity  for  the 
Ten  Hours'  Bill  had  not  been  made  out,  and 
on  these  grounds  he  could  not  coincide-  with 
the  views  of  the  noble  Lcnrd  (Lord  Ashley). 
With  respect  to  evidence  given  as  to  the 
employment  of  children  in  the  Welsh  fac- 
tories, it  was  eicaggeratedi  incredible,  and 
false  upon  the  £Eice  of  it.  No  one  could 
credit  tnat  evidence  which  went  to  show 
that  children  in  Wales  worked  for  twenty- 
four  auQcessivfi  hours,,  and,  then  rested  for 
the  next  twenty-four.    The  hon<  Member 


quoted  at^MnsidcKaMe  kngtb  the  evidence 
of  »  medical-  gendemen^  of  tl^  name  of 
Lutener,  to  prove  that  the  whole: slate* 
menta  were  incorrect,  and  appealed  to  ^ 
right  hon.  member  for  Montgomeryshire,  to 
correct  him  if  he  were  in  error.  The  same 
observations  would  apply  to  the  evidence 
given  as  to  the  employment  of  children  in 
^Dundee ;  and,  if  the  statements  made'had 
any  foundation  in  truth,  Dundee  should 
be  especially  included  in  the  Irish  Coercive 
Bill,  That  evidence  was  a  tissue  of  sross 
improbabilitieSf  If  be  were  allawed  he 
should  be  able  to  show,  that  the  statements 
made  with  vespeot  to  the  «otton  factories 
were  unfounded  misrepresentationB,  fbr  he 
had  an  extensive  knowledge  of  these  fsoto^ 
ties,  and  he  could,  without  the  fear  ef  eon. 
tradiction,  assert,  that  the  chilcben  em- 
ployed in  them  were  as  healthy  and  a)t 
nappy  as  any  children  of  the  same  class  in 
the  country^  It  was  a  wdl-Jcnown  fact, 
thatj  connected  with  the  cotton  faetoriesi 
there  were  benefit  aoeietieBb  and  that  the 
iOontributions  of  the  raemberi  were  groateiv 
nnd  the  amount  4hey  received  in  eases  of 
Illness  or  necessary  absence  from  work 
larger,  than  those  of  almost  any  other 
similar  instituti9n.. .  Thls^  then,  was  |i 
proof  that  the  persons  employed  in  the 
cotton  factories  were  not  in  so  bad  a  cour 
dition  as  had  been  deaoribedj  and,  if  the 
opportunity  were  afforded,  he  was  fully 
persuaded,  that  the  abstract  medical  opinioK 
on  which  the  case  rested  would  be  easily 
disproved.  Before  they  proceeded  to  legis- 
late uppn  the  sul{)ect  they  were  surely 
bound  to  have  proper  statistical  information, 
and  it  was  on  the  simple  fact  that  they  had 
no  such  information  upon  ^hich  he  rested 
tlie  vote  that  he  meant  to  give  in  support 
of  the  Motion  of  his  hon*  friend* 

Mr.  Wynn  bad  noeipeotation  that  saeh 
a  debatq  as  the  present  would  have  been 
got  UD,  for,  had  he  been  aware  that  it  was 
intended  to  enter  upon  a  full  discussion 
of  the  question,  he  should  have  been  prer 
pared  with  more  accurate  information  on 
the  subiect  than  he  then  possessed.  He 
was  willing  to  admit  that  much  stress  bad 
necessarily  beeil  laid  upon  medical  opinions 
but,  as  a  paper' had  been  placed  in  hi's 
hands  contraaicting  in  some  respects  the 
evidence  which  had  been  adduced  beforp 
the  Committee  of  last  year  relative  to  the 
overworking  of  children  in  factories,  he 
should  not  be  doing  justice  to  the  indh- 
Tiduals  from  whom  tt  proceeded  if  he  did 
not  state  its  contents  to  the  House.  He 
would  read  it  just  as  It  had-  been  placed 
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ia  bit  hands.  The  ri^t  hon.  Member 
accordingly  read  tbe  fbUowiog  state- 
ment: 

Names  of  JurorB  before  wliom  the  following 
depositioni  were  taken  .-—Thomas  Williams, 
John  Williams,  John  Jones,  Evan  Owen, 
Geoif^e  Pryse,  Etsu  Thomas,  John  Jarman, 
William  Bostock,  James  Morris,  Joseph 
Danes,  William  Jones,  Charles  Nichols. 

Montgomeryshire,  to  wit.— -Informations  of 
witnesses  tiJ^en  and  acknowledged  at  New- 
town, in  the  said  county,  on  Tuesday,  the  20th 
day  of  November,  1832,  before  Bdward  Johnes 
M.  D.,  one  of  his  Majestf's  coroners  for  the 
said  county,  and'a  Jury  there  empanelled,  to 
inouire  into  the  death  of  Jane  Jones. 

£dward  Jones,  father  of  the  deceased,  says 
the  deceased  Jane  Jones  was  upwards  of  eight 
years  old,  and  was  employed  in  the  manu- 
fiictoryof  Edward  Williams.  The  time  she 
was  daily  employed  was  from  twelve  to  thirteen 
h<mrs,  including  meal  times,  which  were  half 
an  hour  for  breakfast,  an  hour  for  dinner,  and 
half  an  hoar  for  tea.  Has  known  children 
kept  at  work  longerthan  the  above  time,  when 
there  vras  a  great  press  of  work.  They  have 
been  kept  as  much  as  seventeen  hours  formerly, 
hot  deponent  believes  that  any  time  now  be* 
yond  twelve  or  thirteen  hours  is  entirely 
voluntary  on  the  part  of  the  children  and  their 
parents.  His  deceased  child  was  brought  home 
from  the  mannfactorv  on  Friday  morning 
last,  dreadfblly  burned — she  died  on  Sunday 
morning. 

John  Jones  is  employed  in  Mr.  Edward 
Williams's  manuftctory.  Was  there  last  Friday 
noming  between  eight  and  nine  o'clock ;  tbe 
child,  Jane  Jones,  was  warming  herself  at  the 
fire,  the  deponent  being  at  his  work,  with  his 
back  turned  towards  her.  Another  child  cried 
out  that  her  clothes  had  taken  fire.  Deponent 
imm^iately  ran  to  her  assistance,  and  endea- 
Yonred  to  extinguish  the  fiames ;  but  before  he 
accomplished  this  the  child  was  severely 
bameo.  He  was  assisted  by  other  persons  in 
the  manufactory  ;  deponent  is  a  stout  healthy 
young  man,  and  has  been  a  manufacturer  firom 
his  childhood. 

Evan  Thomas. — ^Was  employed  in  the 
manufactory  at  the  time  Jane  Jones's  clothes 
took  fire ;  has  heard  John  Jones's  evidence, 
and  believes  it  to  be  a  correct  account  of  the 
accident ;  deponent  assisted  in  taking  the  child 
home. 

John  Marpole,  surgeon. — Was  called  in  on 
Friday  morning  last  to  attend  the  deceased ; 
she  was  severely  burned ;  he  attended  her  from 
that  time  to  the  time  of  her  death  which  took 
place  on  Sunday  morning,  and  which  he  has 
no  doubt  was  occasioned  by  the  bums. 

William  Lutener,  snrgeon. — Has  lived  in 
Newtown  for  the  last  ten  years,  and  is  of  course 
well  acquainted  with  the  town.  Has  been  in- 
formed, and  believes,  thai  children  were  form- 
erly kept  at  their  work  in  some  of  the  manu^ 
Stories  thirty-six  successive  hours,  including 


three  bonis  allowed  for  meals  and  relaxation* 
He  more  particularly  alludes  to  the  manofac* 
tory  at  Milford ;  has  frequently  had  sudi  in- 
formation  from  the  children  employed  in  the 
said  manufactory,  as  they  were  going  to  and 
firom  their  work ;  the  health  of  the  said  children 
appeared  to  be  good.  He  believes  such  extra- 
ordinary labour  was  perfectly  voluntary.  Gave 
evidence  to  the  above  effect  before  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons. 

The  children  from  Mr.  Edward  Williams's 
manufactory,  to  the  amount  of  seventeen,  were 
at  this  period  of  the  inquiry  brought  into  the 
room,  and  they  all  appeared  to  ^  in  perfect 
health. 

Charles  Nichols,  one  of  the  Jury,  says  that 
some  years  ago  the  children  were  kept  longer 
to  their  labour  than  they  are  now ;  believes 
that  at  present  their  working  hours  do  not 
exceed  thirteen  including  meal  time. 

Richard  Newell  Davies.*— Is  a  manufiMturer 
and  has  been  so  about  eighteen  or  twenty 
years.  There  are  two  sets  of  children  employed 
those  who  are  employed  through  the  day  being 
relieved  by  those  who  are  employed  through 
the  night.  Those  employed  •  id  the  day  are 
very  seldom  employed  in  the  night,  and  never 
but  through  their  own  choice  and  regulation 
amongst  themselves.  Employs  at  present 
about  fifteen  children. 

Thomas  Sayer  is  a  manufacturer,  and  has 
kept  engines  about<two  years  and  a  half.  Em- 
ploys from  twenty  to  twenty-four  children. 
The  rule  of  his  manufactory  is  to  work  ten 
hours  exclusive  of  meal-times  amounting  to 
about  two  hours ;  there  is  a  set  of  children  for 
the  night  to  relieve  those  who  work  throu|^ 
the  day.  The  day  children  sometimes  continue 
their  work  through  the  night,  but  it  is  entirely 
matter  of  choice,  and  for  the  sake  of  extra 
wages.  Had  never  heard  of  children  being 
kept  at  work  for  thirty-six  hours  till  within  these 
two  or  three  last  days,  and  believes,  according 
to  his  exnerienee,  the  thing  ta  be  impossible. 
The  chilaren  deponent  employs  are,  generally 
speaking,  yery  healthy.  Those  employed  by 
him  during  tbe  night  are  some  of  the  stoutest, 
not  under  twelve  years  of  age,  and  firom  thai 
to  sixteen ;  and  they  have  extra  wages» 

George  Green. — Is  a  manufacturer,  and  has 
been  so  engaged  for  thirty  years ;  has  employed 
during  the  last  four  or  five  years  twenty«R>ar 
or  twenty  five  children.  Formeriy  he  employed 
more.  He  has  always  employed  two  sets  of 
children,  one  for  day,  and  one  for  night  work. 
The  day  set  never  continue  their  work  through 
the  night,  except  by  choice.  They  do  so 
sometimes  for  the  sake  of  extra  wages,  and 
having  the  following  day  to  themselves.  The 
deponent  employs  younger  children  through 
the  ni|^ht  than  last  witness,  but  they  ara  never 
left  without  a  man  to  look  after  them.  From 
his  own  experience,  should  think  it  impossible 
to  keep  children  at  work  thirty-six  hours ;  hat 
known  them  occasionally  work  for  twenty-four 
successive  houn,  but  this  has  been  entirely 
their  own  choice* 
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David  Davies. — Has  been  a  manufacturer 
about  twenty-five  years.  Employs  now  about 
twelve  or  fourteen  children.  He  fomerly  kept 
more.  When  the  trade  is  brisk  he  keeps  two  sets, 
one  for  night,  and  the  other  for  day  work.  At 
ordinary  times,  having  no  occasion  for  night 
work,  only  one  set  is  kept.  Thirteen  hours  is 
the  usual  time  of  day  work,  including  from 
two  to  three  hours  for  meals.  Had  never  heard 
of  children  being  kept  thirty-six  hours  at  work 
till  these  last  few  days,  and  from  his  own  ex. 
perience  believes  it  to  be  impossible. 

Edward  Williams. — Has  been  in  the  manu- 
focturing  trade  thirty  years;  never  heard  of 
children  being  kept  at  work  thirty-six  hours, 
and  is  certain  from  his  own  experience  it  is 
impossible.  Has  heard  the  statement  of  the 
four  last  witnesses,  and  believes  it  to  be 
correct. 

Jeremiah  Williams,  Jeremiah  Steele,  and 
Solomon  Jones  are  manufacturers,  and  carry 
on  work  at  the  Milford  manufactory ;  never 
heard,  till  within  the  last  few  days,  of  children 
being  kept  at  work,  either  there  or  anywhere 
else,  thirty-six  hours,  and  ar^  certain  it  is  im. 
possible*  Have  heard  the  evidence  of  the 
five  last  witnesses,  and  are  satisfied  it  is 
coirect. 

William  Davies. — Has  been  a  manufacturer 
many  "years,  and  has  been  in  the  habit  of  em- 
ploying children.  Had  never  heard,  till  within 
these  last  few  days,  of  children  being  employed 
thirty-six  successive  hours,  and  thinks  it  is 
impossible.  Has  heard  the  evidence  of  the 
last  seven  witnesses  and  believes  it  to  be 
correct. 

Mary  Davies. — Has  a  child  employed  in 
Mr.  Green's  manufactory ;  her  usual  time  of 
working  is  thirteen  hours,  including  meal-time. 
Has  occasionally  known  her  work  sixteen 
hours,  including  meal-times ;  but  this  has  been 
very  seldom,  and  only  at  busy  times.  She 
has  also  been  sometimes  without  work  ai  all, 
but  has  at  such  times  always  received  her 
wages.  Mr.  Green  is  a  good  master.  The 
child  has  very  good  health. 

Such  was  the  statement  shortly  of  men 
whom  be  knew  to  be  most  respectable.  It 
had  been  sent  to  him  by  the  Coroner  for 
the  county  who  was  a  medical  practitioner 
of  the  highest  reputation.  But,  dismiss- 
ing the  evidence  given  before  the  Commit- 
tee oflast  year  altogether  from  bis  mind, 
he  still  was  of  opinion  that  the  House  had 
grounds  in  abundance  upon  which  to 
legislate.  By  the  medical  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee  of  the  Lords  in  a 
former  Session  it  was  manifest  that  more 
labour  was  requiredof  children  employed  in 
factories  than  their  constitutions  could  bear, 
and,  such bemg  the  case,  he  did  not  conceive 
any  rational  man  could  doubt  the  propriety 
of  limiting  the  hours  of  their  work,  and 
taking  steps  to  prevent  their  parents  from. 
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selling,  as  it  was  well  known  they  did, 
not  from  any  desire  to  injure  their  ofispring 
but  rather  from  their  necessities,  the  labour' 
of  their  children.  No  one  could  defend  a 
system  by  which  children  were  worked 
beyond  their  strength,  and  it  was  important 
also  to  know  that  by  a  statement  on  the 
subject  made  at  the  end  of  (he  last  Session 
the  mortality  occasioned  by  the  practice 
amounted  in  some  places  to  as  much  as 
twelve  per  cent.  Without  going  further' 
into  detail  he  thought  a  complete  case  for 
passing  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  had 
been  made  out ;  but  he  was  at  the  same 
time  ready  to  admit  that  they  would  not 
be  doing  justice  to  the  masters  if  they  did 
not  afford  them  an  opportunity  which  they 
sought  of  vindicating  themselves  from  the 
heavy  charge  of  inhumanity  under  which 
they  laboured.  If  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Lancashire  were  agreed  to,  a 
return  might  be  had  within  such  a  time  as 
would  enable  the  House  to  pass  the  noble 
Lord's  Bill  during  the  present  Session ; 
and  it  was  with  that  view,  and  upon  that 
understanding  only,  that  he  should  vote^ 
for  the  issuing  of  the  proposed  Commission 
of  Inquiry.  He  was  as  unwilling  as  the 
noble  Lord,  or  any  other  hon.  Member,  to 
retard  the  progress  of  the  measure ;  but  he 
could  not,  at  the  same  time,  help  thinking 
that  no  inconvenience  would  arise  from 
the  inquiry. 

Mr.  Lennardy  recollecting  that  the  re- 
sult of  the  Committee  which  was  appoint-  . 
ed  last  year  was,  to  prevent  the  Bill  from 
bein^  carried  through  in  the  course  of  the 
Session,  would  not  consent  to  a  similar 
proposition  at  the  present  time.  He 
could  see  no  object  to  be  gained  by  the 
delay.  He  could  understand  why  hon. 
Gentlemen  connected  with  the  manufac- 
turing districts  should  wish  to  give  the 
master-manufacturers  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  their  conduct.  But  with  that 
the  House  had  nothing  to  do.  Their  duty 
was  to  consider,  whether  there  were  suffi- 
cient grounds  to  warrant  them  in  legislat- 
ing on  the  subject.  He  contended  that 
there  was  abundant  evidence  for  that 
purpose ;  and,  further,  he  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  member  for  Montgomeryshire, 
that  if  there  were  not  a  tittle  of  evidence, 
the  enactments  of  the  Bill  were  on  the 
face  of  them  such  as  every  body  must 
agree  to.  For  what  were  they?  *rhat  no 
person  under  age  should  be  worked 
harder  than  the  slaves  in  our  colonies. 
He  said  harder,  for  by  Act  of  Parliament 
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the  slaves  in  our  colonies  were  Qot  to  be 
'worked  for  more  than  nine  hours  in  the 
day,  and  (besides  the  Sabbath)  were  to 
have  one  day  of  rest  in  the  week,  while 
even  by  this  Bill  of  Amelioration,  the  fac- 
tory children  were  to  be  worked  ten  hours 
in  the  day,  and  were  not  to  have  any  day 
of  rest.     But  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lord  was  so  reasonable,  that  it  would  be 
a  waste  of  time  to  advert  further  to  the 
evidence,  and  he  therefore  only  begged  of 
the  House  to  bear  in  mind  that  Mr.  Sadler 
had  not  sought  the  Committee,  but  that, 
protesting  against  it  as  unnecessary,  it  was 
forced   upon  him.     One   great  point  to 
which  this  question  had  reference,  was  the 
great  depreciation    in    the  morals    and 
manners  of  the  people  caused  by  the  pre- 
sent system.     It  should  not  be  considered 
merely  on  the  ground  of  the  welfare  of  the 
children  themselves,  but  on  that  of  the 
future  welfare  of  the  country  generally. 
Could  any  thiug  be  more  frightful  ^nd 
abhorrent  than  the  picture  of  moral  de- 
basement and  profligacy  which  persons  so 
employed  presented  ?  It  was  impossible  ^y 
such  a  system  to  afford  them  education  pf 
any  kind,  and  their  bodies  were  so  ex-^ 
Jiausted  by  fatigue  as  to  render   them 
unable  to  sit  in  church    during  divine 
service  on  Sundays.     Iff  th«n,  the  Legis- 
lature felt  it  necessary  to  interpose  on 
behalf  of  the  slave,  surely  it  was  not  too 
inuch  to  expect  that  House  to  interfere 
on  behalf  of  a  helpless  child   who  was 
placed  in  a  still  worse  situation.    T\\e 
object  of  the  Poor  Laws  was  to  protect 
children  as  well   as  persons  who   were 
destitute,  and  if  the  Poor  Laws  had  been 
properly  administered,  there  would  be  no 
occasion  for  burthening  children  in  this 
way  beyond  their  power  of  endurance. 
Had  the  children  in  agricultural  districts 
been  treated  as  those  connected  with  ma- 
nufacturing places  were,  the  Magistrates 
would  be  blamed,  and  an  outcry  would  be 
raised  which  would  not  easily  b^  stifled. 
He  should  resist  this  or  any  other  Motion 
which  might  cause  any  delay  in  the  pro- 
gress of  the  noble  Lord's  Bill. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  the  question  divided 
itself  into  two  heads^-firsty  the  claim  for 
the  inquiry  made  by  the  manufacturers ; 
and  next,  supposing  that  claim  to  be 
admitted,  whether  the  general  case  should 
outride  the  particular  one.  What  were 
the  facts  of  the  case  ?  The  Committee  was 
forced  on  Mr.  Sadler  much  against  his 
^ill ;  be  consented  to  it  only  because  He 


could  not  hinder  it.    The  evidence  t^en 
before  this  Committee  was  all  on  one  side 
and  to  support  one  view ;  but  there  was  a 
distinct  understanding  and  agreement  that 
the  other  side  of  the  case  should  after- 
wards be  fully  and   fairly  investig;ated. 
The  evidence  closed  with  the  close  of  the 
Session,  and  Members  had  left  London 
before  its  publication.     Now,  he  doubted 
whether  in  strict  fairness  this  should  have 
been,  tending  as  it  did  to  raise  unfair 
prejudices  against  individuals;  yet,  on  the 
whole,  he  could  npt  regret  it,  Ipasmuch 
as  he  was  sure  its  pqblication  would  have 
a  righteous  and  benevolent  result.    He  had 
no  hesitation  in  believing  that  if  the  in- 
quiry had  been  further  carried  on,  as  many 
sleek,  straight,  and  chubby  children  would 
have  been  brought  forward  as  there  had 
been  deformed  f^nd  emaciated  ones.    He 
irjust  say,  l^e  very  mMph  doubted  the  ^c-. 
cQunts  of  deforn)ed  bodies  and  debased 
minds  created  by  this  system,  and  thought; 
the  odium  of  great  and  continued  cruelty 
which  had  been  attached  to  it  was  the  te-* 
pres^ntatiop  of  the  exception  and  not  of 
the  rule ;  that  what  h^d  been  advanced 
W9S  not  an  accurate  fepresent^ition  of  th^ 
ordinary  economy  of  a  mill,  nor  the  tn|e 
picture  of  the  feelings  and  qonduct  of  A 
British  manufacturer.     He  felt,  that  the 
manufacturers  ought  to  be  allowed  an  op* 
portunity  of   showing,  that    inhumanity 
tbrmed  no  part  of  the  economy  of  a  British 
factory,  and  that  the  statements  which 
bad  been  made  upon  the  subject  were  not 
the  f£(Q(,    This  vindication  of  the  masters 
was,  however,  perfectly  distinct  from  the 
Bill  of  his  noble  friend,  which  rested  upon 
premises  that  were  tindeniable,  and  beyond 
the  reach  of  cavil  or  doubt ;  and  if  it  was, 
therefore,  not  to  be  denied   that  undue 
hardship  and  suffering  were  inflicted  upon 
4shildren,  it  must  be  admitted.  thatParlia- 
n)ent  was  imperiously  required  to  enact 
some  (lubstantial  and  efficient  measure  for 
their  relief.     He  had  himself  been  pre- 
pared to  take  upon  him  the  responsibility 
of  introducing  a  similar  Bill,  and,  that 
being  the  case,  he  hoped  his  noble  frieiid 
would  not  consent  to  delay  the  progress  of 
his  measure  an  instant.    The  matter  was 
not  now  in  his  own  hands,  but  he  should 
act  just  as  if  it  were,  and  vote  against  the 
Motion  for  a  Commission. 

Mr.  George  W.  Wood  said,  he  was 
extremely  unwell,  and  would  gladly  have 
refrained  from  taking  any  part  in  the 
debate,  but  his  sense  of  ciuty  compelled 
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bim  to  do  80,  He  waa  bound  to  advocate 
most  strongly  the  necessity  of  instituting 
a  fresh  inquiry,  and  he  must  contend  that 
the  noble  Lord  (Ashley)  had  founded  his 
proposition  on  a  contemplation  only  of  the 
evidence  on  one  side.  That  noble  Lord 
had  alsOy  in  his  speech  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, laid  great  stress  on  the  evidence 
adduced  before  the  House  of  Lords  in 
1815,  forgetting;  that,  since  that  period y 
such  immense  changes  had  taken  place  in 
the  character  and  management  of  factory 
labour,  as  rendered  that  evidence  no 
evidence  at  all.  He  was  surprised  to 
hear  from  the  noble  Lord  the  argument 
that  the  manufacturers  ought  to  be  indif- 
ferent to  the  preservation  of  their  charac- 
ters every  where  else  but  in  their  own  dis- 
tricts. The  manufacturers  only  asked  the 
House  to  complete  that  ifivestigation 
which  it  last  year  determined  to  enter 
upoq.  It  seemed  to  him  rather  singular 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Ashley),  in  quoting 
and  commenting  .uppn  tlie  medical 
evidence  which  applied  to  tliQ  qi|estioo, 
should  hc^ve  ^elected  thpse  portions  only 
which  favoured  his  owa  vjew  pf  the  (tase, 
while  he  threw  overboard  all  that  n^as  of 
an  opposite  character.  He  wished  the  noble 
Lord  had  referred  to  the  evidence  of  Dr. 
Holdson,  who  was  much  respected  at 
M Winchester,  but  whose  opinions  were 
somewhat  at  variance  with  those  of  many 
of  the  medical  men  who  were  examined 
last  year.  The  noble  Lord  proposed,  upon 
what  he  must  call  partial  and  inconclusive 
evidence,  a  measure,  which,  as  it  stood, 
would  reduce  by  one-sixth  the  whole  of 
the  productive  industry  of  the  country. 
Was  it  too  much,  thei),  for  those  who  not 
only  were  deeply  interested  in  the  subject 
themselves,  whose  character  was  involved, 
and  whose  property  was  at  stake,  and  who 
naturally  wished  to  promote  the  welfare 
of  their  own  workmen  and  people  in  their 
own  neighbourhood,  to  ask  the  House  tp 
see  how  the  facts  really  stood,  and  whether 
the  regulations  which  were  proposed  would 
accomplish  the  objects  in  view  before 
those  regulations  received  the  force  of  law  ? 
Would  the  noble  Lord  venture  to  say, 
that  he  had  ascertained,  on  his  own  author- 
ity, that  such  would  be  the  case  ?  Was 
it  not  just  possible  that  there  might  be  pe- 
culiar circumstances  in  different  manufac- 
tures, or  ev^n  in  the  same  manufacture  in 
different  parts  of  the  empire,  which  would 
require  different  enactments  ?  He  was  an* 
xiQvm  to  protect  the  children  in  factories. 


but,  in  doing  that,  let  them  take  care  not 
to  ruin  those  manufactures  on  which  these 
children  depended  for  bread.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  saying,  that  he 
thought  the  inquiry  should  be  granted,  in 
justice  not  only  to  the  manufacturers,  but 
also  to  the  working  classes  themselves. 

Mr.  Robinson  was  of  opinion  that  the 
House  was  in  a  condition  to  legislate  at 
once  on  this  important  subject,  not  only 
on  the  evidence  taken  last  year,  but  on  the 
evidence  taken  on  previous  occasions.  He 
was  not  of  opinion  the  evidence  produced 
bad  shown  that  the  manufacturers  were 
heartless  or  unmindful  of  the  health  and 
comfort  of  their  labourers ;  but  the  testi- 
mony of  medical  men  had  convinced  him 
that  working  for  twelve  hours  a-day  was 
ruinous  to  the  health  of  the  children. 
And  as  he  saw  no  limitation  on  the  time 
of  employing  them,  unless  the  Legislature 
Imposed  it,  he  was  willing  at  once  to  legis- 
late on  the  subject.  He  doubted  if  a 
limitation  of  the  labour  of  children  would 
have  the  effect  upon  the  Poor  Laws  which 
was  anticipated  by  hon.  Members  who  had 
spgken ;  for  working  people,  when  asked 
for  what  reason  they  allowed  their  chil- 
dren to  work  for  so  many  hours,  uniformly 
answered,  that  nothing  but  distress  forced 
them  to  commit  such  cruelty ;  and  when 
further  questioned,  they  admitted  that 
much  of  the  produce  of  their  labour  was 
spent  in  medicines  and  medical  attendance. 
It  was  but  fair,  therefore,  to  suppose  that 
the  noble  Lord's  Bill,  in  as  far  as  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  improving  the  health  of 
the  children,  would  enable  them  to  work 
more  regularly,  and  in  as  far  as  consi- 
derable expense  would  be  saved  from  the 
same  cause,  would  not  have  the  effect  of 
increasing  the  Poor-rates  to  the  extent 
anticipated  by  the  hon.  Members  who  had 
spoken  for  the  Motion.  He  was  at  a  loss 
to  know  from  what  source  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Lancashire  had  derived  the  calcu- 
lation which  went  to  show  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord's  Bill  would  diminish 
the  productive  power  of  the  country  by  one 
sixth.  He  supposed  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  have  meant  the  produce  of  infant 
labour.  He  was  inclined  to  go  fully  as 
far  as  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  went;  and 
if  the  manufacturing  and  trading  supe- 
riority of  this  country  over  foreign  coun- 
tries was  only  to  be  maintained  by  a  con- 
tinuance of  the  present  system,  he  would 
be  ready  to  sacrifice  that  superiority.  He 
denied,  however,  that  the  trade  could  be 
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maintained  by  such  a  system.  If  there 
were  no  other  way  of  maintaining  themer* 
cantile  superiority  of  this  country  than  by 
pressing  as  at  present  on  the  labour  of 
children,  their  condition  would  get  worse 
and  worse,  and  the  difficulties  of  the 
manufacturer  would  daily  increase.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  in  justice  to  the 
people,  as  well  as  in  policy  and  morality, 
the  House  was  bound  to  adopt  the  propo- 
sition of  the  noble  Lord.  He  hoped,  at 
all  events,  if  the  House  considered  further 
evidence  necessary  before  proceeding  to 
legislate  upon  the  subject,  that  they  would 
re-appoint  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  rather 
than  the  Commission  moved  for  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

Dr.  Lushington  said,  that  the  only  ques- 
tion was,  whether  the  House  was  in  a 
condition  to  legislate  ;'and  when  he  looked 
to  the  quantity  and  variety  of  the  evidence 
which  was  before  them,  he    could  not 
doubt  that  the  House  possessed  sufficient 
information.     He  thought  that  they  had 
complete  evidence  to  prove  what  was  ne- 
cessary to  do  in  this  matter ;  and  after  all 
the  arguments  which  he  had  heard  on  both 
sides  of  the  question,  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  hon.  Member's  Motion 
was  not  only  unnecessary,  but,  from  the 
delay  it  would  occasion,  decidedly  inju- 
rious.   If  the  evidence  of  the  medical  gen- 
tlemen, and  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Committee  of  last  year,  and  on  previous 
occasions,  gave  a  true  view  of  the  state  of 
the  children  in  the  manufacturing  districts, 
what  would  the  effect  of  the  delay  be  ?  A 
renewal   and    continuance  of  the  same 
miseries  to  an  indefinite  period  till  those 
Commissioners  chose  to  give  in  their  Re- 
port.    But  what  valid  evidence  could  be 
obtained  in  the  face  of  the  fact  stated  by 
Dr.  Bailey  and  the  other  medical  men  who 
were   examined,    that    no    infant  could 
labour  for  twelve  hours  in  a  manufactory 
without  injury  to  health  ?     And  why  take 
evidence   by  means  of  Commissioners? 
He  did  not  know  what  confidence  the 
House  might  place  in  evidence  taken  by 
Commissioners,  but  he  could  say,  that  he 
would  place  none.     He  knew  that  Sir 
John  Hobhouse  had  wished  to  go  further 
in  his  Bill  than  he  had  gone,  and  that  it 
was  only  from  a  wish  to  have  the  co-opera- 
tion of  the  manufacturers,  in  order  to  en- 
sure a  certain  quantum  of  good,  rather  than 
have  none,  that  he  did  not  carry  the  prin- 
ciples of  his  measure  further.    He  must 
protest  against  the  Motion. 


Mr.  Mark  Phillips  contended  that  it 
was  but  just  to  the  manufacturers  to  in- 
stitute a  counter-inquiry,  in  order  that 
the  real  state  of  the  children  employed 
in  the  cotton  trade  might  be  ascertained. 
If  the  contemplated  Bill  were  ever  adopted , 
he  hoped  it  would  be  accompanied  by 
other  measures,  to  protect  the  interests  of 
the  owners  of  machinery,  in  the  present 
depressed  state  of  the  cotton  trade.  It 
was  well  known  that  the  cotton-trade  was 
in  such  a  state  that  the  profits  were  nearly 
annihilated ;  and  if  the  noble  Lord's  Bill 
passed,  he  was  sure  that  they  would  soon 
hear  of  that  state  of  things  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Birmingham  had  described. 
When  he  heard  the  manufacturers  called 
murderers,  and  charged  with  infanticide — 
when  their  factories  were  termed  bastiles, 
and  when  there  was  a  system  of  agitation 
and  excitement  on  this  subject  out  of  the 
House,  great  care  should  be  taken  to  legis- 
late with  calmness.  He  did  not  ask 
inquiry  for  the  sake  lof  delay,  but  because 
he  thought  it  right  in  that  House  to  be 
quite  sure  of  their  ground  before  passing 
an  onerous,  and  he  was  afraid  a  ruinous, 
enactment. 

Mr.  Robert  Ferguson  gave  all  credit  to 
Mr.  Sadler  for  the  humanity  of  his  motives, 
but  that  gentleman  had  seen  only  one  side 
of  the  question.  He  advocated  inquiry, 
for  the  sake  of  the  children  themselves. 
He  would  divide  the  Commission  into 
three  branches,  in  order  that  the  delay 
might  be  as  little  as  possible,  and  the  mea- 
sure, after  due  consideration,  might  be 
passed  in  the  present  Session. 

Mr.  Hardtf,  as  a  Representative  of  a 
borough  dependent  upon  factories,  said, 
that  the  Motion  for  a  Commission,  if 
agreed  to,  would  prevent  legislation  this 
year,  and  excite,  and  properly,  the  great- 
est dissatisfaction  in  the  great  body  of  the 
country.  There  had  been  an  open  Com- 
mittee, and  a  full  case  had  been  made  out 
for  legislation.  The  system  was  monstrous, 
and  even  at  that  midnight  hour  there  were' 
many  hapless  children  suffering  from  the 
effects  of  the  present  system.  If  a  Com* 
mission  were  granted,  its  inquiries  must  be 
partial,  or  they  must  extend  to  a  great 
period  of  time.  He  admitted  readily  that 
there  were  many  factories  in  which  not 
only  no  cruelty  was  practised,  but  evtery 
attention  was  paid  to  the  comfort  and 
welfare  of  children;  but  he  contended 
that,  upon  the  other  hand,  it  was  established 
beyond  the  reach  of  contradiction  thai 
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there  were  also  a  great  many  factories  in 
which  children  were  worked  to  the  prejudice 
of  their  health,  and  even  of  their  lives. 
Why  should  not  the  House  apply  the  same 
rule  to  the  factories  as  to  Ireland  ?  When 
the  Coercive  Bill  was  moved,  it  was  not 
pretended  that  the  whole  of  Ireland  was  a 
scene  of  outrage,  of  Uoodshed,  and  of 
murder ;  and  yet,  upon  the  statement  of 
the  Minister,  of  facts  taken  to  he  notorious, 
the  Bill  received  the  sanction  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  House.  So  now  it  was  not 
pretended  that  every  factory  was  the  scene 
of  cruelty  or  of  premature  disease  and 
death;  but  the  Ten  Hours' Bill  was  called 
for,  because  it  had  been  proved  in  a  great 
mass  of  evidence  that,  in  a  large  number  of 
factories  a  system  did  exist  which  tended 
to  injure  the  health  and  to  destroy  the  life 
of  the  children  employed.  But  they  were 
told  of  the  immense  value  of  the  factories, 
and  that  the  manufacturers  would  be 
ruined  if  interfered  with.  He  thought  it 
ill  founded ;  but,  if  it  were  well  founded, 
he  would  applv  to  it  the  spirit  of  a  remark 
he  had  heard  fall  from  the  late  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham.  That  statesman  had  exclaimed, 
"  Let  our  commerce  be  sacrificed  rather 
than  the  Constitution .''  He  would  say, 
let  the  manufacturers  perish,  rather  than 
justice  and  humanity. 

'  Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  he  had  to  apolo- 
gise for  the  absence  of  his  noble  friend 
(Lord  Aithorp)  and  his  right  hon.  friend 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
They  had  both  been  anxious  to  attend  in 
their  places,  but  were  compelled  by  indis- 
position to  be  absent.  He  had  been  de- 
puted by  his  noble  friend  to  learn,  as  well 
as  he  was  able,  the  prevailing  opinion  of 
the  House  as  to  the  course  that  was  de- 
sirable to  be  pursued.  Undoubtedly,  his 
noble  friend  was  not  without  an  opinion 
of  his  own ;  but  the  Government  were 
anxious,  upon  so  important  a  matter,  to 
hear  the  opinions  and  the  arguments  of 
those  hon.  Members  who  were  largely 
engaged  in  manufactures,  and,  conse- 
-quently,  intimately  acquainted  with  the 
subject.  He  had  listened  most  attentively 
to  the  whole  of  the  debate ;  and  he  was 
bound  to  declare  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
weight  of  argument  was  decidedly  in 
favour  of  the  issuing  of  a  Commission. 
And  he  took  upon  himself  to  say,  the  best 
and  the  readiest  way  to  attain  the  truth 
was  by  the  means  of  a  Commission.  If 
the  proposition  had  been  for  reviving  the 

Committee  of  last  year  he  should  have 


received  it  with  jealousy,  for  he  was  con- 
vinced that  delay  would  have  been  in- 
evitable and  the  conclusion  unsatisfactory. 
If  the  Commission  proposed  were  appoint- 
ed, it  would  .  be  the  duty  of  Government 
to  select  proper  persons  as  Commissioners, 
to  appoint  the  places  to  which  they  should 
go,  and  to  point  out  the  subjects  upon 
which  they  should  collect  evidence.  At 
the  present  moment  he  contended  the 
House  was  not  in  a  condition  to  deal  with 
the  question,  whether  with  reference  to 
doing  justice  to  the  manufacturers,  to  the 
children,  or  to  the  public.  What  had 
already  been '  done  was  a  proof  of  the 
necessity  of  a  Commission.  The  subject 
upon  which  they  were  called  upon  to 
legislate  was  not  merely  one  involving 
money,  but  involving  also  a  great  amount 
of  labour,  which  was  the  means  of  pro- 
moting human  happiness  and  national 
prosperity.  What  had  the  previous  House 
of  Commons  done  with  respect  to  the 
subject?  Why,  feeling  its  vast  import- 
ance, it  had  determined  to  acquire  inform- 
ation, and  a  Committee  had  consequently 
been  appointed.  Now,  before  that  Com- 
mittee, the  case  of  one  party  only  had  been 
heard.  Surely  they  were  not  prepared  to 
legislate  upon  a  case  which  had  been  only 
half  argued,  and  half  inquired  into  ?  But 
it  was  said  the  Commission  would  not  help 
them,  because,  in  order  for  it  to  acquire 
full  information,  it  must  be  in  existence  a 
long  while.  Why,  if  more  than  one  Com- 
mission was  necessary,  let  there  be  more. 
In  such  a  case,  when  the  manufactures  of 
the  country  were  at  stake,  expense  could 
be  of  no  consideration.  But  some  hon. 
Members  seemed  to  think  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  particular  feelings  in  the 
matter,  and  that  the  Commission  might 
be  prejudiced.  What  interest  could  the 
Government  have  but  that  of  the  country  ? 
Ag^in,  if  a  Commission  were  appointed^ 
and  the  advocates  of  the  noble  Lord's  Bill 
found  that  the  inquiry  proceeded  tardily 
or  unfairly,  they  might  at  once  move  the 
second  reading  of  their  measure.  In  the 
Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  there  were  many 
points  which  required  consideration.  For 
mstance,  was  it  to  be  said  that  the  woollen 
factories  of  Gloucestershire  were  to  be 
interfered  with? — that,  in  fact,  all  the 
factories  worked  by  water  power  were  to 
be  injured  ?  Suppose  that  the  effect  of  the 
noble  Lord's  measure  should  be,  as  was 
very  likely,  to  throw  the  children  out  of 
employment^  what  wa9  then  to  become  of 
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them  ?  Granting  that  the  labour  was 
severe,  was  not  severe  labour  with  breiid 
better  than  no  labour  without  bread  ?  He 
contended  that  the  evidence  had  in  many 
respects  been  prored  to  contain  gross 
exaggerations.  It  had  been  stated  that  a 
child  was  worked  thirty-six  hours  without 
a  pause.  Now,  that  had  been  found  ndt 
to  be  the  case.  In  supporting  the  propo- 
sition for  a  Commission  he  was  not  oppos- 
ing the  introduction  of  a  proper  Bill,  but 
taking  the  readiest  means  of  leading  to 
one.  The  interests  of  the  manufacturers 
were  by  far  too  vast  and  important  tb  be 
lightly  dealt  with,  and  they  were  entitled 
to  the  attention  which  they  claimed. 
••  Therefore,  all  we  entreat  of  you,'*  said 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  "  is  to  act  with 
the  same  discretion  as  your  predecessors, 
and  to  get  the  information  first,  and  then 
to  make  what  use  of  it  you  please." 

Mr.  Matthias  Attwood  said,  that  he, 
like  the  right  hon.  Member,  had  attended 
most  carenilly  to  the  whole  of  the  debate, 
and  he  had  come  to  a  decidedly  different 
conclusion  to  that  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  as  to  the  weight  to  be  attached 
to  the  arguments  which  had  been  adduced. 
He  regretted  to  hear  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Member.  It  wouln  be  regarded 
by  anxious  thousands  as  a  declaration  of 
the  intentions  of  Government  to  defeat  or 
to  retard  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord.  It 
could  be  regarded  in  no  other  light;  for 
no  one  could  faif  to  remark  that  the  argu- 
ments used  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
were  directed  against  the  Bill  itself  of  the 
noble  Lord  quite  as  much  as  they  were  to 
the  question  then  more  properly  before 
the  House.  He  therefore  could  not  but 
infer,  that  it  was  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord 
that  was  the  real  mark  of  objection,  and 
that  the  proposed  Commission  was  merely 
a  means  of  arriving  at  the  desired  end. 
Why,  what  was  the  object  for  which  the 
CommtssioQ  was  required?  It  was  said 
that  by  the  evidence  before  the  Committee 
last  Session  the  character  of  the  manufac- 
turers had  been  unjustly  prejudiced. 
Now,  surely  that  prejudice,  if  it  had 
existed,  must  be  removed  by  the  debate  of 
that  night.  It  was  admitted  upon  all 
hands  that  there  were  many  factories  well 
managed;  but  it  must  also  be  admitted 
that  in  many  factories  there  were  gross 
abuses.  They  were  told,  that  in  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Committee,  there 
were  many  exaggerations.  Be  it  so.  Make 
Hrhat  allowance  it  was  thoogfat  fit  fbr 


exaggeration,  and  still  an  immense  tttftss 
of  evidence  would  remain,  which  showed 
beyond  qtiestion  that  &  great  body  of  the 
infant  population  of  the  country  was  sub- 
ject to  a  system  pi-ejudicial  to  health  ahd 
even  destructive  of  liffe.  The  right  hoti. 
Member  and  others  st)oke  as  if  the  charge 
against  the  manufacturers  waS  in  the  Bill 
of  the  tibble  Lotd.  It  was  no  ^Uch  ibfog. 
The  charge  against  the  manufhcturers  Was 
in  the  evidence,  and  not  in  the  Bill  that 
had  beeh  sb  sedulotisly  attacked i  and  to 
postpone  which  was  the  teal  ohj^t  ib 
asking  for  a  Commission.  Now  it  was 
remarkable  that,  while  the  evidence  was 
taking,  the  manufacturers  asked  for  tio 
Commission ;  and  also  that  they  were  con- 
tent to  labour  undet  all  the  imputatiohs 
heaped  upon  them  by  the  evidence,  tintH 
the  Bill  was  again  brought  forward,  and 
then  they  found  out  that  th^ir  character 
had  been  assailed,  and  ftiust  be  cleared  by 
a  Commission.  St)eaking  of  What  he 
called  the  exaggerations  in  the  evidence 
the  hon.  member  f8r  Derbyshire  had 
brought  forward  against  them  Mr.  Otegg, 
he  would  quote  to  the  House  the  opinions 
of  Mr.  Gregg,  as  stated  upon  the  subject, 
without  referfence  to  the  measure  iloW  pro- 
posed. (The  hoti.  Member  quoted  froni  a 
pamphlet  written  bV  Mr.  Gregg  some 
years  ago,  in  which  he  dieclated  that 
nothing  cduld  remove  the  cruel  liblrses 
then  prevailing  in  the  Tactorifes  but  a  re- 
duction in  the  hours  of  labour.)-^ When 
the  Hbttse  was  told  to  bear  in  mind  the 
vast  importance  of  the  manufactures,  he 
would  ask,  was  not  that  an  InfeHor  or  a 
wdi-thless  considetatiort  when  its  main- 
tenance involved  the  very  existence  of  the 
helpless  beings  who  were  compelled  to 
produce  those  manufactures?  He  would 
give  his  vote  against  the  motion  for  a 
Commission,  because  he  thought  it  was 
unnecessary  for  the  purpose  he  had  in 
view,  and  would  much  interfere  with  the 
measure  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  member  for 
Dorsetshire. 

Mr.  Comish^  amidst  unceasing  cries  of 
question,  opposed  the  Commission,  but  his 
observations  were  rendered  inaudible  by 
the  uproar. 

Mr.  YFt7/tamDuncom6e  protested  against 
these  extraordinary  vociferations,  and  cries 
of  "  Question !"  He  presunred  that  hon. 
Members  had  made  up  their  minds  on 
which  side  to  vote,  and  so  considered  dis- 
cussion unnecessary.  He  was,  however, 
far  from  entertaining  that  opitttoii|  and 
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irouM*  tidt  be  det«ntd  by  such  clatnotir' 
fh>ai  ^xpr^sslttg  hts  idtitim^nU.  tie  ivaa 
sttotlgiy  o|}pb(ied  to  the  ContMiftsion  As 
tin  tttttiecesibry  And  tifis^hit^vdus  thing; 
and  he  ootlsid^red  thttt  this  Mottbn  would 
Inetltftbly  lead  to  th6  ultimate  i«jeetidn  of 
the  excellefit  Bill  of  th«  noble  tn«mber  for 
IhMrsetshire;  but  this,  h^  supposed,  was 
the  obj^t  aimed  at  by  hon.  Members.  As 
to  the  evidence  about  which  so  much  had 
been  said,  he  fully  believed  that,  makiUg 
etfery  allowance  for  oartain  erlrors  and 
exaggerations,  the  statements  were  sub^ 
stantially  coifect,  and  quite  sufficient  fbr 
the  Htkuse  to  Act  upon^  As  to  t^hat  bad 
be^n  said  about  the  |x>ssibility  of  procur- 
ing the  proposed  additional  evidence  in 
suflfietent  time  to  enable  them  to  pass  the 
Bill  by  the  end  of  the  Session,  he  deniiid 
the  possibility  altogether.  If  they  did  tabt 
get  the  Bill  Upon  the  evidenoe  already 
before  th^m,  they  certainly  would  get 
no  bill  at  alL  If  they  wanted  local  evi- 
di»no6,  there  was  the  petition  from  Leeds ; 
which  was  signed  by  no  less  than  16,000 
persbns,  and  fully  corroborated  the  state- 
ments they  had  heard  of  the  cruelty  prac* 
tised  in  the  fiictories.  He  would  also 
refer  tham  to  the  itiltements  mads  at  a 
public  meeting  at  Oldham  by  a  clergyman, 
which  wete  equally  corroborative.  That 
gentleman  said,  the  questi&n  was  one 
which  was  most  intimately  connected  with 
the  cause  of  humanity,  fivery  one  who 
felt  for  his  species  must  conclude  that  the 
OTer-working  of  infants  must  be  put  a  stop 
to;  though  he  was  sorry  to  say  there  was 
a  most  detetmibed  party  working  and 
straining  every  nerve  to  oppose  the  mea- 
lure  now  befbra  Parliament  to  effect  that 
object  He,  however,  would  give  his 
testimony  in  favour  of  the  Ten  Hours'  Bill. 
He  had  witnessed  the  pallid  cheek,  and 
the  shadow-worn  frame,  as  he  stood  by 
the  death*bed  of  the  factory  child.  He 
had  viewed  it  with  pain,  and  lamented 
that  such  scenes  existed*  He,  thereforei 
now  stood  fbrward  to  aid,  by  his  humble 
advocacy,  in  ameliorating  this  state.  He 
was  sorry  that  the  Cabinet  Ministers  were 
not  in  their  places.  The  sudden  indispo* 
sition  of  the  noble  Chancellor  of  the  Ex« 
chequer  was  peculiarly  unfortunate.  But, 
however,  as  they  could  not  have  the 
heneBt  of  the  opinions  of  the  present 
Cabinet  Ministers,  he  would  at  least  give 
them  what  bad  been  said  by  a  former 
Minister-^no  other  than  the  right  hon^ 
WiHhuii   Haskisson^wkoi  in  m  year 


1626,  deliv(^i^  a  speech,  in  which,  as  the 
subject  was  not  before  the  House,  he  went 
out  of  his  way  to  give  his  opinion,  and 
strongly  advocated  the  necessity  of  doing 
away  with  this  dreadful  system  of  abuse-^ 
an  abuse  on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  these  powerfuUy^expressed 
animadversions. — ^The  hon.  Member  read 
the  following  passage — *  I  have  seen,  and 
many  other  Gentlemen  have  no  doubt 
seen,  in  a  Macclesfield  newspaper  of  the 
19th  of  February,  1826,  the  following 
advertisement : — "  To  overseers,  guard- 
ians of  the  poor,  and  families  desirous  of 
settling  in  Macclesfield.  Wanted  imme- 
diately, from  four  to  five  thousand  per- 
sons." [Loud  cries  of  "hear!  hear!"] 
The  House  may  well  express  their  sur* 
prise ;  but  I  beseech  their  attention  to 
the  description  of  persons  required  by 
this  advertisement — ^  from  seven  to 
twenty  years  of  age;*'  so  that  the  silk 
manufacturers  were  content  to  receive 
children  of  the  tender  age  of  only  seven 
years — *'  to  be  employed  in  the  throwing 
and  manufacturing  of  silk;  the  great 
increase  of  the  trade  having  caused  a 
great  scarcity  of  workmen.  It  is  sug- 
gested that  this  is  a  most  favourable 
opportunity  for  persons  with  large  faqoi- 
lies,  and  overseers  who  wish  to  put  out 
children,'*  children  of  seven  years  of 
age !  "  as  apprentices,  to  insure  them  a 
comfortable  livelihood.  Application  to 
be  made,  if  by  letter,  post  paid,  to  the 
printer  of  this  paper."  Humanity  is  not 
the  least  remarkable  part  of  this  precious 
document ;  and  the  House  will  not  fail 
to  observe,  how  admirably  the  cruelty  of 
confining  children  of  seven  years  of  age, 
to  labour  in  a  silk-mill  for  twelve  or 
fifteen  hours  out  of  the  four-and-twenty, 
is  tempered,  by  the  inducement  to 
parents  to  provide  for  their  families  for 
life.  What  sort  of  provision  that  has 
been,  the  present  wretched  state  of  those 
helpless  infants  will  best  evince.  And 
here  I  cannot  help  observing,  that,  at  the 
very  time  such  an  invitation  was  sent 
forth  to  Overseers  and  parents,  by  the 
owners  of  silk-mills,  this  House  was  very 
properly  occupied  in  passing  a  Bill,  to 
prevent  the  employment  of  children 
under  nine  years  of  age  in  cotton  fac-^ 
tories.'*  He  conjured  the  House  once 
more  to  reject  the  motion  for  a  Commis-* 
sion,  because,  if  it  were  entertained,  there 
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was  but  little  probability  of  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  Lord  being  successful  this  Session, 
if  it  did  not  prove  the  means  of  totally 
overthrowing  a  Bill  which  was  loudly 
called  for  by  the  dictates  of  justice  and 
humanity. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  if  he 
thought  that  the  interests  of  those  con- 
nected with,  or  engaged  in,  manufactories, 
could  be  promoted  by  the  rejection  of  the 
Motion  before  the  House,  he  would  wil- 
lingly oppose  it,  and  go  at  once  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord. 
He  fully  admitted,  that  the  subject  was 
one  on  which  the  Parliament  ought  to 
legislate,  and  the  only  question  was,  how 
to  legislate  In  the  best  manner.  The  hon. 
member  for  Lancashire  thought  that  they 
ought  to  begin  by  a  Commission.  The 
principal  objection  to  that  course  was  to 
be  found  in  the  Speech  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  the  member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  who  asked,  were  they  to  allow 
the  present  system  to  go  on  pending  such 
inquiry  ?  He  would  say,  that  there  was  little 
danger  of  any  system  injurious  to  the  chil- 
dren being  continued  during  such  investi- 
gation. If  ever  there  was  a  time  when 
the  children  stood  a  chance  better  than 
another  of  being  well  treated,  and  not  in 
any  degree  over-worked,  it  was  when  the 
eyes  of  Parliament  and  the  country  were 
fixed  on  our  factories.  He  believed  the 
object  of  all  was,  in  the  result,  the  same ; 
but  as  the  necessity  of  legislation  was 
admitted,  would  it  not  be  better  to  legis- 
late with  all  the  facts  and  with  the  fullest 
evidence  before  them,  than  to  make  a  law 
on  half  information  which  must  necessarily 
be  shallow  and  injurious?  Much  reliance 
was  placed  on  the  evidence  adduced  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sadler)  before 
the  Committee;  but  without  detracting 
from  the  merits  of  that  Gentleman,  he 
thought  that  evidence  which  a  Commission 
would  be  likely  to  collect  would  be  more 
entitled  to  respect  than  that  which  he 
individually  could  procure.  His  noble 
friend  (Lord  AlthorpX  whose  absence  he 
regretted,  had  intimated  to  him  that  he 
should  not  object  to  a  Commission  if  the 
feeling  of  the  House  should  be  for  it,  but 
he  thought  it  would  be  a  better  course  to 
refer  the  noble  Lord's  (Ashley's)  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee,  not  with"  the  view  of 
taking  evidence,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
givin'g  to  the  whole  measure  a  more  full, 
calm,  and  deliberate  consideration,  than  it 
irould  b^  likely  to  ^t  in  a  Committee  of 


the  whole  House.  He  regretted,  thai  the 
noble  Lord  (Ashley^  bad  so  changed  his 
Bill  as  to  make  it  appear  that  the  Govern- 
ment took  part  with  the  manufoctorers 
against  the  workmen  ;  that  such  was  not 
the  wish  of  any  member  of  Goveroment  it 
was  hardly  necessary  for  him  to  sav.  At 
the  same  time  it  was  now  unavoidable,  and 
he  could  only  regret  that  his  noble  friend 
had  not  framed  his  Bill  with  a  little  more 
attention  to  prudence. 

Mr.  Orantley  Berkley  said,  that  as  the 
representative  of  the  western  division  of 
Glocestershire,  he  could  not  consent,  by 
legislating  in  haste,  and  without  inquiry 
upon  this  subject,  to  trample  upon  the 
character  of  all  the  manufacturers  of 
England.  He  gave  his  assent  most  cor- 
dially to  the  Motion  then  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  Maxwell  said,  that  if  the  Motion 
could  be  80  limited,  as  not  to  prevent  the 
passing  of  the  Bill,  he  would  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission,  but  on 
no  other  condition. 

Mr.  John  Fielden  had  been  engaged  in 
the  cotton  trade  since  he  was  ten  years^of 
age.    He  was  then  introduced  into  his 
father's  mill,  and  laboured  for  ten  hours 
a-day.    If  he  thought  that  this  inquiry 
would  elicit  truth,  he  should  be  the  last 
to  vote  against  it;  but  he  was  sure  it 
would  not.    He  was  confident  that  if  a 
Commission  went   down,    the  Commis- 
sioners would  return  with  evidence  that 
was  anything  but  the  truth,  or,  at  leasts 
anything  but  the 'whole  truth.     Prepar- 
ations would  be  made  to  receive  them, 
and  the  cotton  mills  would  be  put  into 
such  a  condition  as  they  were  never  in  at 
any  other  time.    He  himself  bad  always 
petitioned  the  Legislature  for  a  reduction 
in  the  time  of  labour  for  the  children  in 
the  factories.     On  occasion  of  Sir  Robert 
PeeFs  Bill,  he  had  petitioned  in  its  favour ; 
he  wrote  a  letter  to  say,  that  all  that  was 
required  to  be  known  was  then  before  the 
House,  and  that  the  attempt  to  have  a 
Committee  to  examine  evidence  was  an 
attempt  on  the  part  of  the  opponents  of 
the  measure,  to  delay  the  Bill  altogether. 
It  had  that  efiiact  then,  and  he  believed  that 
it  would  have  the  same  effect  now.    What 
evidence  could  be  wanted  to  show  that 
children  of  ten  years  of  age  were  not  fit 
to  labour  for  twelve  or  fourteen  hours 
a-day?      He  knew,  from  his  own  ex- 
perience, that  they  were  not  capable  of 
undergoing  that  labour.    When  be  work« 
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ed  in  the  mill,  he  was  much  worn  by  the 
fatigue,  although  he  only  worked  for  ten 
hours  a*day,  and  of  course  had  many 
indulgences  that  other  children  had  not. 
He  had  had  ample  opportunitv  since  that 
time  pf  knowing  the  effect  of  such  con* 
tinued  labour  not  on  children  alone,  but 
on  grown-up  men,  and  could  bear  full 
testimony  to  its  wearing  effect  upon  the 
constitution.  The  subject  was  one  of  im- 
portance, and  the  petitions  they  had  had 
ought  not  to  be  treated  with  disregard,  and 
it  ill  became  those  who  were  legislating 
for  the  protection  of  children  to  treat  it 
with  levity.  He  thought  that  the  medical 
evidence  already  given  on  this  question 
was  clear  enough,  and  he  himself  could  so 
completely  corroborate  it,  that  he  should 
have  no  difficulty  whatever  in  saying  that 
furthek'  inquiry  was  quite  needless. 

Mr.  John  Stanley  admitted,  that  a  case 
was  made  out  for  some  legislation,  but  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  hours  should  be 
nine,  ten,  or  six,  and  on  the  ground  that 
this  was  not  decided,  he  supported  the 
Commission. 

Sir  Oswald  Mosley  said,  that  from 
Wiltshire,  Glocestershire,  and  Somerset- 
shire, no  witnesses  whatever  had  been  ex- 
amined, and  yet  the  manufactories  in 
those  counties  were  to  be  subject  to  the 
proposed  regulations.  A  Clause  in  the 
Bill,  for  example,  prohibited  labour  after 
eight  o'clock  in  the  evening,  and  in  some 
water  mills  they  only  began  to  work  at 
twelve  or  two  o'clock,  which  would  pre- 
vent their  labouring  more  than  six  hours. 

Mr.  WUsonPatten^  in  reply, said,  that  he 
would  meet  the  views  of  the  bon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  if  he  altered  his  Motion  to 
the  following :— **  That  an  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  his  Majesty,  requesting  his  Ma- 
jesty to  appoint  a  Commission  to  proceed 
with  the  utmost  despatch  to  collect  evi- 
dence in  the  manufacturing  districts  as  to 
the  employment  of  children  in  factories ; 
and  as  to  the  propriety  of  curtailing  the 
hours  of  labour,  so  as  to  enable  the  House 
to  legislate  upon  the  subject  during  the 
present  Session/' 

The  House  divided  on  the  Motion— > 
Ayes  74 :  Noes  73 :  Majority  in  favour 
of  a  Commission  1. 

List  of  the  NoE8« 
Agnew,  Sir  A.  Baillie,  Colonel  J. 


Barnard,  £.  G. 
Baroett,  C.  J. 
Bayntun,  S.  A« 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bewes,  T. 


Lamont,N. 
Lennard,  T,  B. 
Lincoln,  Lord 
Lyall,  G. 
Martin,  J. 


Attwood,  M. 
Attwood,  T. 
BsiUie^.E. 


Bainbridge,£.T. 
Banks,  W.  J. 
Bariogi  A* 


Beauclerk,  Major  A.      Maxwell,  Sir  J. 

Bish,  T.  Morpeth,  Lord 

Blackstone,  W.  S.  O'Brien,  C. 

Bowes,  J.  O'Counell,  J, 

Bruce,  Lord  £.  O'Connell,  M. 

Burrell,  Sir  C.  Paget,  F. 

Childers,  J,  W,  Plumptre,  J.  P. 

Comisb,  J.  Poulton,  J.  S. 

Cony,  H.  Pringle,  R. 

Dillwyn,  L.  W.  Robinson,  G.  £. 
Dnncombe,  Hon.  W.     Rutbven, 

Etwall,  R.  Scholefiold,  J. 

Fergusson,  C.  Stewart,  C. 

Finn,  W.  F.  Strickland,  G. 

Fitzgerald,  T.  Torrens,  Colonel 

Gaskell,  D.  Troubridge,  Sir  T. 

Gore,  M.  Tynte,  C,  J.  Kemyss 

Greene,  T.  Vigors,  N.  A. 

Grey,  Hon.  C.  Vincent,  F 

Grey,  Sir  G.  Vivian,  Sir  R. 

Gully,  J.  Welby,G.  E. 

Hardy,  J.  Wilks,  J. 

Hughes.  H.  Young,  F. 
Huit,  W.  Tellers. 

Jemingham,  Hon.  H.    Ashley,  Lord 

Jones,  Captain  Inglb,  Sir  R. 

Lord  Ashley  said,  that  from  the  division 
which  the  House  had  just  come  to  it  was 
clear  that  some  Bill  for  the  regulation  of 
factories  must  pass  this  Session,  As  the 
House  had  decided  to  appoint  a  Commis- 
sion, he  thought  that  he  had  a  right  to 
ask  Ministers  to  appoint  the  Commission 
immediately,  and  to  place  upon  it  medical 
men  of  the  highest  skill  and  eminence. 
If  they  did  not,  the  country  would  be  of 
opinion  that  justice  was  not  done  to  this 
question.  He  was  of  opinion  that  a  Com- 
mission would  be  of  little  use,  as  indi- 
viduals who  were  interested  might  refuse 
to  give  evidence  before  it,  and  the  Com- 
mission  had  no  power  either  to  compel  the 
attendance  of  witnesses  or  to  force  them 
to  answer.  He  thought  that  the  Com- 
mission should  be  armed  with  power  to 
compel  evidence.  It  was  said,  that  the 
Commission  was  to  proceed  with  de- 
spatch, in  order  to  enable  the  House  to 
legislate  on  the  subject  during  the  present 
Session;  but  he  wished  to  know  how  it 
could  travel  over  the  different  parts  of 
England  and  Scotland,  and  collect  evi- 
dence in  time  for  that  purpose?  It  had 
been  said  that  the  evidence  collected  bv 
Mr.  Sadler  was  too  general ;  he  was  afraid 
that  the  evidence  collected  by  this  Com- 
miflsioo  would  be  too  particular,    Hq 
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hoped  that  the  Commission  would  turn 
out  advaiitageously.  He  disckimed  all 
desire  of  obtaining  popularity  by  bringing 
forward  this  measure,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  expressed  his  belief  that  bis  Bill 
would  be  of  as  much  advantage  to  Minis- 
ters as  it  would  be  to  himself^ 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  that  the  dis- 
claimer of  the  noble  Lord  was  perfectly 
unnecessary.  He  might  be  satisfied  th&t 
the  utmost  care  would  be  taken  by  Go* 
vernment  in  the  selection  of  the  Commis- 
sionelrs,  for  it  would  be  worse  than  folly  to 
appoint  Commissioners  whose  characters 
were  not  far  beyond  all  impeachment.  It 
ought,  however,  to  be  observed,  that  this 
appointment  of  a  Commission  was  not 
upon  the  motion  of  the  Government,  but 
on  that  of  an  individual  wholly  uncon* 
nected  with  Government.  If  information 
were  necessary  on  this  subject,  it  could  be 
rendered  valuable  only  by  having  it  pro- 
cured by  well-qUaiified  persons,  and, 
therefore.  Ministers  had  the  strongest 
interest  in  appointing  competent  men. 
He  did  not  think  that  any  persons  would 
refuse  to  answer  questions  put  to  them  by 
the  Commissioners ;  but  if  any  person  did 
refuse  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
Hou^e  would  immediately  pass  a  short 
Bill  to  compel  them  to  answer,  and  even 
upon  oath,  if  required.  As  soon  as  the 
Commissioners  were  appointed,  the  terms 
of  the  Commission,  and  the  names  of 
the  parties  appointed,  should  be  laid 
befbre  the  House,  and  the  noble  Lord 
would  then  have  the  opportunity  of  ob- 
jecting to  the  Commission  and  Commis- 
tiioners,  if  he  thought  proper. 

Sir  Robert  Inglit  suggested  to  Ministers 
the  propriety  of  making  the  Commission 
not  only  able  and  intelligent,  but  also 
numerous,  in  order  that  it  might  institute 
inquiries  in  different  places  at  the  same 
time. 


HOUSB  OF   LORDS, 
Thunday,  AprU  4,  1833. 

lltNittM.!    Bill.    Had  steemld  time :^Martne  Mutitiy. 

PcOUoMpTtMnted.  BytbeDokeofGoiuioN.ftoiiiAlfonl* 
Against  ttie  Ministerial  System  of  Education  (Ireland).-^ 
By  Lord  SurriKLo,  from  Newcastle-apon-Tync,  against 
fil«vcvy»— By  the  fiarhof  RossBMtv  and  OoevoftD,  the 
Dttlce  of  Neweaitle,  and  the  Biihop  of  Lincoln,  firom 
several  Placfs,— for  the  Bett«r  Observance  of  the  Sabbath. 


-#**##»»#  #«'««■ 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday 9  April  4,   1833. 

Xtihrril.]  Pl^CKl  ordncd.  On  l&c  Nociob  of  Mr.  tifKOYj 


a  Uitor  BwiisMn  feRiatatei  19'the  Lofd  UedteMBt  «r 
Ireland  under  the  Irish  Reform  Act*  for  the  lU^gistry  of 
Persons  entitled  to  vote. 
Bin.  Reid  a  third  time  r^-ScMnehls  HoipitaL 
Petitiois  pveacDted.  By  Mr.  BBtwai*  from  RodiMtnv 
complainiQg  of  the  Admimstration  of  tiie  Afflurs  of  that 
Corporation. — By  Colond  G.  Lanoton,  from  Weston- 
upon-Mare,  i^ntt  the  Irikh  mMiitliBneei  Sui»pnsiioB 
Bill  t  from  WelkmandYatton,  against  Tithes;  and  from 
Bath ;  and  by  Mr.  Baillik,  from  Bristol^  for  Removing  the 
Civil  Disabilities  ot  the  J<*wi.— fiy  Sir  H.  Willooghbt. 
from  Ntitrcartle-iiiider-Lynei  ahd  liy  Mr.  DAmrMttiv 
fromBurslem^ — tot  a  Rqieal  of  theSaleof  BeerAct-^By  Sir 
Henry  Willouohby,  ftoni  a  Congregation  atNewcastle- 
UBder-Lyne;  by  Colonel  Oorb  LANaroN,  ftom  Batht 
Mr.  DATaxpDRTf  from  Buzslem  (  At,  Para*,  frintt  Yocfct 
and  by  Mr.  Toon,  from  Honiton,— for  Relief  for  the  Dia- 
senters  ttom  Civil  DlsabiliUes  aflfecting  them. — By  the 
SOLlcrroii  GnntiULht  from  Banbury }  by  Lord  Morpbtr^ 
from  Uakmoodwiket  md  by  Mr.  Davbinpdnt,  from 
Nortoo-in-the-Moors,— for  the  Better  Observance  of  the 
Sabbath.— By  Lord  MoBPSTtt,  Colonel  Oork  Lawoton, 
and  Mr.  Davbnm>bti  from  several  Flaees,— agidnat 
S]avery.^By  Mrw  Attitood,  from  Shiplay*  and  WiadhiUit 
in  favour  of  the  Factories  Regulation  Bill, 
riiie  Houses  amounted  for  the  Blaster  Holida)s.3 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Monday,  April  16,  1833. 

Milfim^l  Bills.  Readathiid  timeiwiCuiloini*  Wbtfft* 
Cbnreyaaea. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  F.  Buxton,  from  Jedburgh, 
against  the  Punishment  of  Death  for  Fbrgery. — By  Mr. 
Lahbtow,  Mr.  F.  BincTOif^  Mr.  HARTBYt  Mr.  Abbbt 
CBOMBix,  and  Mr.  BlamiBb,  Sir  0awAL»  Moaauir,  and 
Mr.  E.  Tbitnbnt,  from  a  Number  of  Places, — ^for  the 
Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath.— By  Lord  Jolnr  R  trtaai* 
from  Chadley^  dte.!  ind  by  Mr.  A.  Chapman,  from  the 
Diaseoters  of  Whitby»  for  a  Removal  of  the  Disabilitiea 
affteting  the  Hiisenters. — By  Mr.  Abxrcbombib,  from 
Edinburgh,  in  flivour  of  the  Hoyal  Buiighs  (Seotlaiid)  BIU| 
from  die  Printers  of  fidinbnrgh»  for  the  Repeal  of  the 
Taxes  on  Knowledges  ftom  other  Trades,  for  a  Repeal 
of  the  Duty  on  Stamp  Receipts ;  and  against  the  Disturb- 
anees  (iKlBild)  BllL— By  Mr.  LAiniToit,  from  the  Clcrnr 
of  Durham,  agldnst  the  Church  Reform  (Ireland)  BilL~» 
By  Mr.  MnaBAVi  from  Leith,  for  a  free  Trade  with 
China.— By  itr.  RoaancK,  from  a  Literary  Society  at 
WoreeMer^  for  adopting  a  National  .Systnoa  of  Ifidueatioii ; 
from  the  Disciples  of  Mr.  Owen,  In  favour  of  the  Faa> 
tones  Reigulation  Bill ;  and  from  St.  James's,  Bristol,  for  a 
Repeal  of  the  Assessed  "noces.— By  Sir  Chablbb  Coon, 
ftom  Marybaroogh,  comphdntog  of  the  Cotpwilon,  md 
praying  for  Relief. — By  Mr.  Richabd  Pottbb,  from  an 
Association  at  Manchester,  in  favour  of  the  Highways  BilL 
—By  Mr.  Ouphant,  from  Perth,  for  an  Alteratioa  la 
the  RoyalBvrghi  (SeoUand)  BiUt  and  ftom  Hw  Hand* 
loom  Weavers  of  that  Town,  for  a  Board  of  Trade,  and 
for  Relief.— By  Sir  Oswald  Moslby,  fhrni  two  PlBoes, 
tHpdnst  OieSale  of  Beer  Act— By  Mr.  S.  LBraraav  tkoui 
WinefaasCer,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  MalL— By  Mr« 
Vivian,  Mr.  A.  Chapman,  Mr.  Abbbcbombix,  Mr* 
Blamtrs,  Mr.  MORfBojv,  Mr.  Sarfokd,  Mr.  F.  Bmrroic, 
Mr,  LaxvroM,  Mr*  Madockb,  and  Mr.  8.  Ltrsrui* 
Sir  Richabd  Bdlkbuit,  Sir  Oswald  Moblby,  and  Sic 
Francib  Blakb,  ttom  seventy-six  Places, — for  th* 
Abolitioa  of  Slavery^ — By  Sir  Pbancib  BiiBBRrr,  from 
Bath,  notto  I^ci^late  as  to  Colonial  Slavery  uatU  ftiitlMC 
Inquiry  was  made  into  the  condition  of  the  Slaves;  and 
tnym  St  George's,  Hanover  Square,  compltdning  of  the 
heavy,  amV  unequal  Rate  levied  on  them  for  the  Sup* 
port  of  the  Paliee,  and  for  Rrtiefi^also  oomplahung 
of  Irish  Paupers,  and  for  Poor  Laws  to  Ireland. 

PaOCLAIMlNG    OF    KILKENNY.]       Oa 

the    Question  that   the    House    resohe 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply-^ 
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Mr.  O'Connelt  said,  tbsit  tie  ^aW  nd  peN 
son  present  connected  with  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment ;  bat  he  malt,  notwithstanding, 
reqaestsomeinfbrmstion  with  respetitto  the 
Proclamations  lateTy  irisoed  by  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  under  the  Bill  which 
deprived  that  countrv  of  the  Constitution. 
It  had  been  decidealy  ititimated  on  the 
passing  of  that  Bill,  thdt  there  was  no 
disposition  to  carry  it  into  effect.  It  Was 
indeed  expressly  said,  that  it  never  would 
be  carrted  into  effect,  except  under  the 
pressure  of  absolute  necessity.  In  spite 
of  this  assurance,  a  most  wanton  and  out- 
rageous act  had  been  committed  under 
the  Bill,  which  sufficiently  showed  the 
truth  of  what  he  had  often  said,  that  de- 
spotic power  could  tiot  be  intrusted  in  the 
hands  of  any  man.  Possession  was  itself 
a  temptation  to  abuse  it.  The  Bill  had 
hardly  arrived  in  Ireland  before  the  county 
of  Kilkenny  was  put  out  of  the  pale  of 
the  law.  Part  of  that  county  was,  he 
acknowledged,  in  a  disturbed  state ;  but 
there  was  a  considerable  part  of  it  per- 
fectly tranquil ;  yet  this  was  punished  in- 
discriminately with  the  rest  But  what 
he  particularly  wished  to  impress  upon 
the  House  was,  that  the  county  of  the 
city  of  Kilkenny  had  also  been  put  under 
the  operation  of  the  Act,  although  there 
was  not  the  slightest  appearance  of  insub- 
ordination in  that  city  to  justify  it ;  for,  if 
he  was  rightly  informed,  the  offences  com- 
mitted there  within  the  last  twelve  months 
amounted  only  to  fiv|S|  the  most  serious  of 
which  was  a  petty  larceny  case.  One 
reason  assigned  for  this  Wanton  outrage 
was  that  since  the  county  of  Kilkenny  was 
in  so  disturbed  a  state  as  to  require  procla- 
mation, they  must  also  eJitend  the  procla- 
mation to  the  city,  or  else  the  inhabitants 
of  the  proclaimed  districts  would  nullify 
the  Proclamation  by  going  into  the  city. 
This  was  a  most  ridiculously  frivolous 
pretext;  they  must,  on  this  principle,  pro- 
claim the  whole  country  at  once.  The 
real  state  of  the  case  was,  that  it  was  con- 
sidered much  more  convenient  for  the 
members  of  the  military  tribunals  to  re- 
main comfortably  in  their  hotels  in  the 
city,  than  to  venture  out  here  and  there 
in  the  really  disturbed  parts  of  the  coun- 
try. This  was  the  real  reason  why  a  city 
which  had  committed  no  offence,  and 
which  contained  a  population  of  24,000. 
souls,  had  been  put  out  of  the  pale  of  the. 
law.     The  hon.   Member   concluded  by. 

movtnpi  that  there  be  laid  before  the' 


House  copies  of  all  proclamations  issued 
by  the  Lord-lieutehant  under  the  li-ish 
Coercive  Bill,  the  reasons  given  for  the 
same,  and  the  amount  of  trime  committed 
within  the  last  twelvie  mouths  in  the  city 
of  Kilkenny* 

Lord  Althorp  begged  to  suggest  to  the 
hon*  Member  the  expediency  of  withdraw- 
ing his  Mdtioh  till  the  right  hon.  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland  took  his  seat  to- 
morrow. He  fhlty  concurred  in  the  ob- 
servation of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man^  that  the  House,  having  grl^nted  these 
extraordinary  powers  to  the  Government, 
was  bound  to  keep  a  jealous  eye  over  the 
exercise  of  them. 

Motion  withdrawn* 

Salaries  of  the  Judoi^^.]  Mr. 
Hume  said,  as  there  were  strotlg  rumours 
of  very  considerable  changes  in  the  ju- 
dicial department,  in  consequetice  of  some 
retirements  being  about  to  take  place,  and 
as  some  other  changes  would,  of  course, 
fbllow,  he  was  anxious  toremiiid  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  that  the  salaries  of 
the  Judges  had  for  the  last  thirty  years, 
been  increased  to  a  very  enormous  extent. 
When  any  new  appointmebt  took  place, 
he  hoped  that  Government  would  Show 
that  they  intended  seriously  to  grant  some 
relief  to  the  country,  overburtbened  by 
heavy  taxation. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  present  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench 
had  accepted  that  appointment  upon  a 
considerable  reduction  of  the  salary,  which 
was  a  sufficient  proof  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  turned  its  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject. He  was  not,  however,  prepared  to 
^W^  a  specific  answer  to  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member,  nor  could  he  see,  that 
the  subject  was  so  pressing  as  to  call 
upon  him  to  bring  it  particularly  forward 
that  night. 

Mr.  Cohhett  said,  he  did  not  know  by 
how  much  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Justice 
of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  had  been 
reduced,  but  it  ought  to  have  been  re- 
duced to  the  standard  which  prevailed 
before  1795,  for  it  had  been  raised,  in 
consequence  of  the  depreciation  which  had 
subsequently  taken  place  in  the  currency. 
It  was  then  4,500/.  and  it  had  since  been 
raised  to  10,000/.  The  salaries  of  police 
Magistrates,  too,  deserved  consideration. 
These  were  originally  fixed  at  300/.  a- year, 
and  were  now  800/.    He  should  like  to 

know  what  thai  ittcreaae  bad  been  for? 
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He  should  like  to  be  told  why  they  might 
not  be  brought  back  to  300/.  f  It  was  by 
such  reductions  throughout  the  establish- 
ments of  the  country,  that  the  noble  Lord 
could  alone  expect  to  reduce  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  country  to  the  means  of  ihe 
people.  This  was  what  they  expected, 
from  the  Reform  Bill,  which  would  be  of 
no  use  to  them  unless  it  produced  economy. 

Lord  Altharp  stated,  that,  in  1795,  the 
Judges  were  in  possession  of  saleable 
patronage,  attached  to  their  office,  on 
which  they  now  no  longer  had  any  claim ; 
and  it  was  in  remuneration  for  their  loss 
of  that  patronage  that  their  salaries  had 
been  raised.  It  should  be  remembered, 
that  unless  the  Government  paid  well,  it 
could  not  command  the  services  of  the 
ablest  lawyers. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
whether  at  present  the  number  of  Judges 
was  not  too  great?  That  number  had 
been  increased  some  time  ago  because  the 
Judges  had  too  much  business  to  perform, 
and  he  understood  that  at  present  there 
was  not  sufficient  employment  for  the 
original  number  of  Judges  ? 

The  Solicitor  General  begged  to  say, 
in  answer  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  that  he  could  assure  him  as  far 
as  regarded  the  Court  to  which  he  (the 
Solicitor  General)  belonged,  that  there 
was  sufficient  work  there  for  all  the  Judges 
in  it ;  and  that,  in  fact,  he  believed  there 
was  no  portion  of  the  labouring  classes  in 
London — such  as  porters,  and  other  hard- 
working individuals — so  severely  worked 
as  were  the  Judges  of  that  Court.  He 
believed,  that  the  other  Judges  in  West- 
minster-hall were  also  completely  employed , 
though  he  could  not  speak  so  positively 
upon  that  point,  as  he  did  not  practise  in 
their  Courts.  With  regard  to  what  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  had  said  as  to  the 
salaries  of  the  Judges,  he  could  assure 
him,  that  the  office  of  Chief  Justice  of  the 
King's  Bench  was  not  near  so  valuable 
now  as  it  was  forty  or  fifty  years  ago. 
That  office  had  been  since  stripped 
(he  was  ready  to  admit  most  properly 
stripped)  of  such  a  quantity  of  valuable 
patronage  —  the  office  of  chief  clerk, 
for  instance,  amongst  others — that  it  was 
by  no  means  so  valuable  now  as  it  had 
been  formerly.  Under  such  circumstances 
an  adequate  salary  must  be  attached 
to  the  office.  It  would  have  been  much 
better  for  the  present  Chief  Justice  of  the 
King's  Beocb  to  bav«  accepted  the  office 


120 
the 


upon  its  ancient  footing  tban- 
salary  at  present  attached  to  it. 

Mr.  Harvey  did  not  know  how  it  might 
b^  in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  but  be 
believed  that  there  were  other  Judges  not 
fully  employed.     He  had  hoped  &at  one 
of  the  improvements  to  be  introduced  by 
that  Commission  over  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  so  long  presided, 
would  have  been  to  marshal  the  difierent 
causes  that  were  set  down  for  trial  before 
the  difierent  Courts.     For  instance,    the 
500  or  600  causes  that  were  waiting  to  be 
heard  in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  might 
be  spread  over  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
and  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas.     At  pre- 
sent, while  some  of  these  cases  must  wait 
a  year  to  be  tried,  some  of  the  Judges 
were  idle.     He  thought  that  an  officer 
should  have  been  appointed  whose  busi- 
ness it  should  have  been  to  marshal  these 
cases  before  the  different  Courts.     The 
Judges  were  all  equally  good,  and  he  could 
not  conceive  why  the  cases  should  not  be 
sent  to  them  indiscriminately.     As  to  the 
salaries  of  the  Judges  the  question  was  not 
whether  the  Judges  were  paid  as  much 
or  more  than  other  men,  or  more  than 
formerly,  but  whether  good  Judges  could 
not  be  got  for  less  than  8,000/.  a-year. 
He  would  undertake  to  say,  in  opposition 
to  the  noble  Lord,  that  high  salaries  did 
not  secure  great  talents.     On  tlie  con- 
trary, in  proportion  as  an  office  was  highly 
paid,  it  was  in  general  inefficiently  filled. 
It  was  imputing  to  the  gentlemen  of  the 
legal  profession  an  insensibility  to  all  other 
motives  than  those  of  pecuniary  interest. 
He  would,  however,  undertake  to  say,  that 
the  greatest  lawyers  at  all  times  had  been 
men  who  thought  more  of  the  dignity  of 
their  profession  than  of  its  emoluments. 
When  it    was    said  that  good    Judges 
could  not  be  got  unless  they  were  paid 
very  high,  he  asked,  was  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  situation  nothing ;  or  were 
they  entirely  lost  sight  of  by  all  the  Bar  at 
the  present  time. 

The  Solicitor  General  said,  with  regard 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  member 
for  Colchester,  as  to  sending  causes  by 
rotation  to  the  three  Courts  of  common 
law  in  Westminster«hall,  that  that  sugges- 
tion had  certainly  been  maturely  and  de* 
liberately  weighed  by  the  Commissioners 
for  inouiring  into  the  state  of  the  law. 
Thougn  it  was  an  extremely  plausible  one, 
there  were  a  great  many  strong  objectioDs 
to  itf    The  Judges  were  no  doubt  all 
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equally  good,  but  then  the  merits  of  all 
were  not  the  same,  and  it  was  thought  that 
it  would  be  extremely  hard  that  a  man 
ahould  bring  his  cause  into  Court  and  not 
know  before  whom  it  was  to  be  tried. 
There  was  nothing  at  present  to  prevent 
individuals  from  bringing  their  causes  into 
the  Courts  of  Common  Pleas  and  Exche- 
quer.    He  was  surprised  to  hear  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  there  was  so  little 
business  just  now  in  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas.    This  he  (the  Solicitor  General) 
could  state,  that  there  were  at  present  as 
many  remanets  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
as  in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench.     This 
he  could  promise   the    hon.   Gentleman 
and  the   House,  that   any  measure  the 
object  of  which    would  be    to  facilitate 
and  render  cheaper  the  administration  of 
justice  should  have  his  cordial  support ; 
and  he  believed  it  would  have  the  support 
of  the  profession  to  which  he  belonged. 
The  House,  when  it  was  considering  the 
salaries  of  the  Judges,  should  bear  in  mind 
the  innumerable  evils  that  would  follow 
the  appointment  of  a  bad  Judge,  such  as 
new  trials,  arrests  of  judgments,  &c.     He 
did  not  pretend  to  say  what  ought  to  be 
the  amount  of  the  emoluments  attached 
to  such  situations,  but  he  was  sure  that 
the  House  would  see  that  they  always 
should  be  such  as  to  command  the  services 
of  the  best  men  in  the  profession. 

Mr.  O^Connell  thought  that  none  but 
practical  men  could  be  good  Judges,  and 
it  would  be  obvious  that  they  could  not  be 
selected  from  men  of  small  practice. 
With  respect  to  the  marshalling  of  causes 
hitherto,  if  one  Court  was  overburthened, 
they  .  should  be  transferred  to  others. 
With  respect  to  plaintiffs  choosing  their 
own  Court,  that  was  at  least  a  hardship 
upon  all  the  defendants.  He  remembered 
a  Court  in  Dublin,  before  fees  were  abol- 
ished, in  which  there  was  a  considerable 
fee  upon  the  record ;  and  in  that  Court 
seventy-three  plaintiffs  out  of  seventy- 
four  gained  their  causes.  Of  course, 
they  all  carried  their  causes  to  that 
Court.  If  any  newspaper  in  Dublin  had 
mentioned  that  circumstance  at  the  time, 
it  would  have  been  prosecuted.  He  hoped 
the  time  was  not  far  distant  when  local 
Courts  would  be  established,  not  conBned 
to  a  peltry  20Z.,  but  enabled,  like  the  old 
county  Courts,  to  take  cognizance  of  any 
cases  to  any  amount.  He  hoped,  also^to 
see  in  those  Courts  that  the  first  witnesses 
cftUed  should  be  the  plaintiff  and  defend- 
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ant,  even  although  that  would  go  far  to 
destroy  the  emoluments  of  the  profession 
to  which  he  had  the  honour  to  belong. 

Mr.  Charles  Buller  •  thought,  good 
Judges  might  be  got  without  such  very 
large  emoluments.  It  would  be,  in  his 
opinion,  an  improvement,  if  there  was  not 
so  great  a  difference  as  at  present,  be- 
tween the  salaries  of  the  puisne  Judges 
and  of  the  Chiefs,  which  made  all  the 
clever  men  avoid  accepting  the  former,  in 
the  hope  of  getting  the  latter. 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  could  not 
concur  in  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Colchester,  that  eminent  men 
were  induced  to  look  for  high  situations 
on  the  Bench  merely  from  pecuniary  mo- 
tives. He  did  not  see  that  they  deserved 
such  a  stigma,  when  it  was  well  known 
that  many  of  them  were  making,  at  the 
Bar,  double  the  sum  that  was  paid'  as 
salary  to  a  Judge.'  Mercenary  men  were 
not  likely  to  do  so.  They  could  not  ex- 
pect to  get  the  ablest  men  for  Judges,  if 
they  did  not  give  at  least  as  high  salaries 
as  those  men  would  make  by  following 
their  profession  at  the  Bar. 

Supply — Navy  Estimates.]  The 
House  went  into  a  Committee  of  Supply 
upon  the  Navy  Estimates, 

Sir  James  Oraham,  in  proposing  the 
first  vote  for  the  expense  of  the  Admiralty, 
said,  that  he  felt  great  pleasure  in  announc- 
ing to  the  House,  that,  notwithstanding  the 
reduction  of  7,000/.  which  had  been  made 
under  this  head  last  year,  a  still  further 
reduction  of  17,000/.  was  made  in  the 
present  Estimates,  together  with  the  sum 
of  5,000/.  arising  from  fees,  which  had 
been  altogether  abolished ;  thus  showing  a 
reduction  under  this  head  during  the  last 
two  years  of  not  less  than  29,000/.  He 
had  also  the  pleasure  to  inform  the  House 
that  the  balance- sheet  for  the  last  year  was 
now  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  It 
would  show  that  the  estimates  for  the  last 
year  had  not  been  exceeded ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  that  there  was  a  considerable 
balance  remaining  out  of  them.  The  rieht 
hon.  Baronet  concluded  by  moving,  that 
the  sum  of  104,070/.  should  be  granted 
for  defraying  the  salaries  of  officers,  and 
contingent  expenses  of  the  Admiralty  for 
the  year  1 833. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  as  the  House  had 
already  decided  upon  the  amount  of  men 
to  be  employed,  which  involved  the  ge- 
neral question  of  reductioni  he  would  not 
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trpuble  it  by  cs^lling  for  a  division  upon 
any  of  those  resolutions.  Tiie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  certainly  made  a  great 
many  reductions.  The  changes  had  been 
so  great,  and  the  consolidations  so 
numerous,  sincQ  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  eon^e  into  his  present  of- 
fice, that  it  was  impossible  to  say  exactly 
what  would  be  the  result  of  the  whole  ;  but, 
as  far  ^s  they  went,  he  was  inclined  to  be- 
lieve that  they  would  be  useful.  Theaqaount 
of  red  notions  ejected  wasi  be  admitted,  very 
considera))lje.  T!he  general  scale  of  reduc- 
tion,however,  adopted  by  bis  Maje9ty's  Go- 
vernment ip  the  different  establishments  of 
the  country  was  much  too  contracted.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  must  have  recourse  to 
mi|ch  fnore  extensive  reductions.  Such 
was  the  opinion  of  every  individual  with 
whom  he  (Mr,  Hum^)  conversed  upon  the 
subject.  Indeed,  none  but  those  indivi- 
duals who  w^re  connected  with  the  Go- 
vernment seen^ed  to  think  it  possible  to 
keep  up  the  existing  ^stabliiihments.  As 
the  If  ouse  had  already  d^cid^d  as  tf>  the 
number  pf  m^n  to  be  employed,  it  would 
be  doing  no  goqd  to  end0avQur  to  cut  off 
this  or  that  vote  in  the  Estimates. 

8ir  Jc^es  Graham  said,  as  far  as  the 
number  of  men  were  concerned,  a  large 
majority  of  the  House  had  already  de- 
clared it  necessary.  The  amount  of  the 
forces  must  always  be  guided  by  the  cir. 
cumstances  in  which  the  country  was 
placed.  He  hoped  that  pext  year  the 
necessity  for  keeping  up  so  large  a  force 
would  not  exist.  The  hon.  Member  was 
exceediugly  desirous  to  guard  Government 
against  an  increase  of  expenditure ;  but 
he  woul4  beg  to  remind  that  hon.  Member, 
that,  exciuaing  the  half-pay,  and  those 
items  over  which  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ipent  had  no  control,  there  bad  been  a 
deciipase  in  the  last  t\yo  years  of  not  less 
than  thirty  per  cent  in  the  expense  of  the 
effective  service,  and  that  service,  he  be- 
lieved, was  more  efficient  than  before. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

The  next  Resolution  was,  that  21,725/. 
be  granted  to  his  Majesty  to  defray  the 
salarieis  of  the  officers  and  contingent  ex- 
penses of  the  Navy  Pay  Ofijce. 

Mr.  Hum^  asked,  whether  the  expense 
of  sending  money  to  the  outports  could 
not  be  saved  ?  He  saw,  in  the  estimate,  a 
charge  of  275/.  for  messengers  accompany, 
ing  the  money  to  the  dockyards.  Of  that 
be  did  not  complajn  so  much,  but  there 
was  a  further  sum  of  2,Q00/.  charged, 


which  he  considered  as  so  much  money 
wasted.  The  marines  were  paid  by  bilk, 
which  the  different  bankers  paid,  and  be 
did  not  know  why  the  seamen  could  not 
be  paid  in  the  same  manner. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  had  given  the 
subject  his  best  attention,  having  once 
supposed,  like  his  hon.  friend,  that  a  con- 
siderable saving  might  be  made;  but  he 
found  that  the  business  was  now  carried  oa 
at  the  cheapest  rate  possible.  The  bankers 
would  not  undertake  to  send  the  money 
unless  a  deposit  was  placed  in  their  hands, 
and  acomn^ission  given  them.  If,  indeed, 
the  Bank  of  England  had  any  branch 
banks  at  the  outports,  the  business  might 
have  been  easily  arranged.  In  the  Act 
establishing  the  branch  banks  of  the  Bank 
of  England,  a  clause  was  inserted  for* 
bidding  these  branches  from  making 
any  payments,  except  where  the  branch 
was  actually  established.  There  was  a 
branch  f^t  Exeter,  but  there  was  none 
^ith^r  at  Portsmouth  or  Plymouth ;  and 
tborefore  it  was  impossible  to  make  an 
arrangement  such  as  b^had  contemplated. 

Mr,  Hume  wished  to  know  how  the 
business  wa^  dope  now?  Were  notes  or 
gold  sent  down  to  pay  the  seamen  ? 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson :  Both  notes  and 
gold  were  sent. 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  with  the  lar&^e 
balance  which  the  (^vernment  had  in  the 
bands  of  the  Bank  of  England,  means 
might  b^  found  to  pay  the  seamen  without 
the  expense  of  remitting  the  money.  He 
supposed,  if  "20,000/.  were  lodged  in  the 
hands  of  the  bankers  at  the  out  ports,  they 
would  undertake  to  provide  the  money 
whenever  it  was  wanted. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  would  not  like  to 
trust  the  bankers. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

The  next  Resolution  was,  that  22;i09/. 
be  granted  to  his  Majesty  to  defray  the 
salaries  of  the  officers  and  the  contingent 
expenses  of  the  scientific  department  of 
the  navy. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  that  this  was  the 
opportunity  he  ought  to  take  to  bring  the 
case  of  the  students  of  naval  architecture 
before  the  House.  The  returns,  however, 
which  he  had  moved  for  had  been  so 
recently  completed,  that  they  were  not 
vet  printed.  He  therefore  was  not  able  to 
lay  the  case  of  the  young  men,  who  he 
thought  had  been  very  hardly  treated, 
fully  before  the  House.  He  would  only 
say,  that  whila  other  nations  were  dili- 
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gently  mitkiag  a  progress  ia  naval  archi- 1 
Uisturei  we  seemed  to  be  retrograding* 
Oth^r  countries  thought  it  necessary  to 
keep  up  their  scientific  establisbmentSy  but 
we  were  destroying  ours.  He  thought  at 
least,  that  the  men  who  for  twenty-six 
years  had  been  bred  yp  to  this  professioQ, 
who  were  not  only  good  practical  ship- 
builders, but  well  acquainted  with  all  the 
science  cpnoected  with  their  profession, 
be  could  not  help  thinking  that  it  would 
have  been  wise  to  have  formed  such  a 
body  of  men  into  a  sniall  board,  rather 
than  breath  up  the  establish qiept  alto- 
gether. At  i^esent  no  plan  was  fol- 
lowed in  building  our  ships,  bi|t  ope  was 
built  or  altered  according  to  the  whim 
of  one  man,  and  another  was  built  or 
altered  according  to  the  whiin  nf  f^potbar 
man.  There  was  no  principle  whatever 
followed  in  building  our  ships,  bec^usie  we 
had  not  one  system  pf  edqpation  and  ot^e 
mode  of  instruction.. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  after  tbe 
best  information  they  gopld  obtain,  the 
Poard  of  Admifalty  thought  th^  most  pro- 
per course  to  pursue  w^  to  appoint  men 
who  united^  .soieotific  knoft^ledge  with 
practical  experience.  He  could  assure  the 
hon.  Member,  that  roe^suTes  would  be 
taken  to  give  the  public  all  the  informa- 
tion which  might  be  laid  before  the  Board 
of  Naval  Architecture. 

Mr.  Hume  was  desirous  of  knowing 
explicitly  whether  Captain  Symonds's  plan 
had  been  successful  or  not  ?  He  under- 
stood that  the  Fisnion,  which  had  been 
built  on  the  principles  suggested  by  that 
officer,  had  turned  out  a  complete  failure. 
It  was  now  two  years  and  a  half  since  the 
experiment  had  been  tried,  and  it  was  only 
right  the  public  should  know  whether  or 
not  it  had  answered  the  purposes  \\,  was 
designed  for. 

Sir  JamB$  Grahofn  answered,  tbat  as 
far  as  the  Board  of  Admiralty  was  advised 
upon  the  subject,  the  superiority  of  the 
Vernon  and  of  all  the  other  vessels  built 
under  Captain  Symonds's  superintendence 
to  vessels  built  upon  any  other  system  was 
remarkably  great.  The  officers  appointed 
to  try  their  efficiency  had  reported  those 
vessels  to  be  of  extraordinary  strength  and 
power,  with  all  the  good  qpalities  of  the 
lightest  vessels. 

Captain  Dundq^  deplared,  pn  the  au- 
thority of  Sir  Francis  Collier,  who  com- 
manded the  Vernon^  that  the  experiment 
bad  fully  suepe^ed. 


Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  that  1 14,970Z.  be  granted 
for  salaries  of  Officers  and  expenses  of 
Naval  Establishments, 

Mr,  Hume  objected  to  the  Captains- 
Superiotendants  of  the  Dock-yards  of 
Pembroke  and  Woolwich  receiving  pay 
in  addition  to  their  pay  as  captains  of 
yachts. 

Sir  J€mei  Graham  said,  if  there  w{^ 
one  thing  more  than  another  for  whicb 
he  might  take  credit,  it  was  his  endeavour 
to  reduce  the  e^penditpre  for  the  rqyal 
yachts  One  of  these  was  constantly  at 
Pembroke,  the  other  at  Woolwiphi  and 
the  captains  of  e^ch  did  f^l|  and  fu^tiye 
duty  as  Superintendents  of  tbosQ  yc^rds, 
[Mr-  Hume :  Are  there  only  two  jqy^l 
yachts  Vi  There  were  formerly  five,  On# 
of  these,  which  bad  been  umally  at  th^ 
service  of  the  Lord-li^utenapt  pf  Ireland 
be  had  wholly  done  away  with*  Two  were 
afloat  at  Uie  cqipofian^  of  his  Miyesty,  ^pd 
he  did  not  think  that  the  House  pr  tbe 
eountry  woi|ld  object  to  his  Msje^ty,  wh9 
bad  been  bred  up  in  the  navy,  having  twp 
vessels  for  his  sole  use.  The  other  twp 
were,  by  the  arrangeinent  be  had  alluded 
to,  no  longer  sinepures,  bi^t  tributary  tp 
the  public  service. 

Mr.  /Ttimesaid,  then  there  were,  in 
fact,  still  four  yachts.  He  freely  admitted 
the  propriety  of  placing  two  at  the  dis- 
posal of  his  Majesty,  but  the  other  two 
should,  in  his  opinion,  be  put  dowp. 

Sir  James  Grahc^m  said,  that,  from  the 
time  of  William  3rd.  to  the  present 
day,  there  had  never  bepn  less  than  foi^r 
royal  yachts.  George  3rd.,  when  ^t 
Weymouth,  had  always  three  in  immediate 
attendance  upon  him.  He  (Sir  J.)  thought 
it  right  to  keep  up  the  number  of  four, 
that  the  other  two  might  b^  ready  jf  they 
were  ever  wapted. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  they  should  be  kept  up, 
not  on  the  ground  of.  usage,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  nee.  Why  had  they  applied 
schedules  A  and  B  to  certain  boroughs? 
Because  they  did  not  want  thpm.  Yet 
usage  might,  on  the  same  principle,  have 
shielded  those  boroughs,  ^s  now  it  was 
advanced  to  uphold  these  yachts.  He  was 
sorry  to  hear  such  reasons  adduced  for 
maintaining  what  the  country  did  not 
require, 

Hesolutioq  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question  that  a  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding 438,426/,  be  granted  to  his  Ma- 
jesty for  the  wages  of  artific^rq^  gf^c,  em- 


127 


Supply^ 


{COMMONS}  Niwif  Siiimdtet. 


128 


ployed  in  his  Majesty's  naval  establish- 
ments at  home, 

Mr.  jB.  Car/€r  stated,  that  he  had  a  peti- 
tion in  his  possession  from  a  number  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Portsmouthj  complaining 
of  the  hardships  to  which  the  artificers  of 
Portsmouth  Dock-yard  had  been  subjected, 
by  the  discharge  of  a  great  many  hands, 
by  the  degradation  of  many  who  had 
acquired  a  certain  rank  in  the  yard  to  an 
inferior  rank,  and,  above  all,  by  the  em- 
ployment of  convicts  in  the  yard.  He 
was  happy  to  hear  that  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intended  to  correct  the  last- 
mentioned  evil ;  and  he  trusted  that  the 
intention  would  be  carried  into  effect  with 
as  little  delay  as  possible;  for  nothing 
could  be  more  irksome  to  honest  and  free 
men,  than  to  be  associated  in  labours 
with  persons  of  so  different  a  description. 

Captain  Dundas  observed,  that  the 
attention  of  the  House  had  been  for  many 
weeks  called  to  the  misery  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  That  misery  was  at  least 
equalled,  if  not  exceeded,  by  the  misery 
of  the  inhabitants  of  a  district  not  four 
miles  from  the  metropolis;  he  meant 
Deptford ;  where,  in  consequence  of  the 
number  of  artificers  who  lud  been  dis-^ 
charged  from  the  King's  yard,  the  Poor 
rates  had  been  raised  to  18s.  in  the 
pound. 

Sir  James  Oraham  observed,  that  the 
predecessors  of  the  present  Ministers  had 
fixed  upon  6,000  as  the  number  to  which 
the  artificers  in  the  various  Dock-yards 
might  be  reduced.  After  having  been 
three  years  in  o£Bce,  his  Majesty's  present 
GovernQient  had  felt  it  their  painful  duty 
to  make  this,  almost  the  last  saving  in 
the  way  of  reduction,  of  which  the  naval 
department  was  capable ;  and  had  thought 
that  the  time  had  arrived  when  they  might 
discharge  500  artificers,  reducing  the 
number  from  6,500  to  6,000.  It  should 
be  considered,  however,  that  the  sum 
saved,  namely  37,000/.  was  spread  over 
the  whole  of  his  Majesty's  Dock-yards. 
That  it  fell  more  heavily  on  Portsmouth 
Dock-yard  than  on  any  other  was  ovring 
to  the  circumstance  that  almost  as  many 
labourers  were  employed  in  that  yard  as  in 
any  other  two  yards  m  the  kingdom.  He 
was  happy  to  confirm  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Portsmouth,  that  his 
Majesty's  Government  were  of  opinion, 
that  the  employment  of  convicts  in  the 
Dock-yards  might  and  ou^j^ht  to  cease, 
both  with  reference  to  political  and  as 


moral  considerations.  It  appeared,  that 
the  demand  for  labour  at  Van  Diemen's 
Land  was  so  great  that  this  step  might  be 
taken  without  difficulty;  and  he  spoke 
upon  this  subject  the  opinion  both  of  his 
noble  friend,  the  late,  and  of  his  right  hon. 
friend  the  present.  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonial  Department.  Time,  how- 
ever, must  be  given  for  the  arrangement. 
If  the  convicts  were  all  removed  at  once, 
the  sudden  demand  for  labourers  in  the 
Dock-yards  would  create  an  inconvenient 
rise  in  the  price  of  that  labour.  Another 
difficulty  in  the  arrangement  was  caoaed 
by  the  consideration,  that  many  of  the 
convibts  had  already  gone  through  the 
greater  portion  of  their  time,  and  that,  in 
such  cases  it  might  be  desirable  to  allow 
them  to  complete  their  time  in  the  yards. 
He  would,  however,  undertake  to  say,  that 
no  fresh  convicts  should  be  sent  there. 
He  had  to  add,  in  making  the  reductions, 
care  had  been  taken  to  keep  the  most 
efficient  men. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question,  that  a  sum  of  63,700/. 
be  granted  to  defray  the  expense  of  new 
works  and  improvements  in  the  Dock- 
yards, 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
this  vote,  the  decision  of  which  would, 
in  fact,  involve  the  question  what  should 
be  the  future  outlay  of  the  Breakwater  at 
Plymouth.  The  late  Sir  John  Rennie  had 
recommended  that  the  work  should  be 
finished  with  solid  masonry  ;  that  recom- 
mendation was  adopted  by  his  son,  and 
the  Admiralty,  after  having  obtained  every 
possible  information  on  the  matter,  sop- 
ported  the  recommendation.  The  last 
winter  had  afforded  a  severe  trial  of  the 
efficiency  of  the  work,  and  he  was  happy 
to  say,  that  the  result  was  perfectly  satis- 
factory. He  had  received  a  letter  upon 
the  subject,  and  should  beg  leave  to  read 
a  few  lines  to  the  House.  The  writer 
stated,  that  although  it  had  blown  a  hur- 
ricane during  the  past  week,  such  as  had 
never  been  equalled  since  the  disastrous 
gale  of  November,  1824,  all  the  vessels  in 
the  Sound  had  ridden  it  out  in  safety,  and 
the  work  itself  had  suffered  very  little 
damage.  Only  a  few  stones  had  been 
thrown  over  to  the  Northern  side.  All 
that  part  of  it  which  had  been  finished  in 
solid  masonry  was  left  uninjured,  and  the 
few  stones  wnich  had  been  swept  off  were 
removed  from  that  pert  which  had  not 


139 


%>p/y— 


{April  16} 


Nawf  Estimaies. 


IdO 


been  so  finished.  He  idshed  only  to  add 
noWf  that  to  the  immortal  honour  of  Sir 
John  Rennie,  the  sum  required  for  the 
works  would  fall  short  of  the  estimate  he 
had  sent  in.  That  estimate  amounted  to 
1,200,000/.,  but  the  expense  amounted 
only  to  1,100.000/. 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  tltat  if  the  work  was 
to  be  finished,  the  sooner  it  was  finished 
the  better;  for  that  would  be  sounder 
economy  Uian  leaving  it  uncompleted  for 
a  long  period.  If  it  could  be  finished 
better  with  solid  masonry  than  in  any 
other  manner,  he  should  not  oppose  its 
being  so  finished ;  but  he  thought  it  should 
be  done  without  further  delay,  ^e  wished 
to  know  on  what  principle  it  was,  that 
Deptford  Dock-yard  was  to  be  put  down, 
ana  new  Dock-yards  at  Sheerness  and 
Pembroke  were  to  be  built  ?  He  did  not 
understand  this  mode  of  proceeding. 
Sheerness  was  at  a  considerable  distance 
from  the  metropolis,  and  in  an  exposed 
place,  and  he  wished  to  know  why  the 
public  money  was  to  be  expended  m  the 
erection  of  a  Dock-yard  there  ? 

Sir  James  Oraham  said,    that  if  the 

Question  was  now  for  the  first  time  to  be 
iscussed,  whether  or  not  there  should  be 
a  Dock-yard  at  Sheerness,  he  might  pos- 
sibly be  found  to  agree  with  the  bon. 
member  opposite ;  but  as  2,000,000/.  had 
already  been  spent  upon  this  work,  and  as 
the  money  now  required  to  finish  it  was 
comparatively  small,  he  recommended 
that  it  should  be  finished,  in  order  to 
prevent  the  utter  wasting  of  so  great  an 
ouday.  As  to  Pembroke  Dock-yard,  he 
thought  that  a  most  fit  place  to  select  for 
such  a  purpose ;  for  the  depth  of  water 
was  considerable,  and  the  wages  were  low, 
and  there  were  many  things  that  rendered 
it  a  proper  place  for  the  building  of  ships. 
By  having  these  two  Dock-yards,  he 
should  be  able  to  do  what  he  had  long 
wished,  to  know  exactly  the  comparative 
expense  of  building  and  of  repairing  ships, 
because  the  two  sorts  of  works,  and  con- 
sequendy  U&e  two  sorts  of  accounts,  would 
be  kept  perfectly  distinct. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question,  that  871,858/.  be 
granted  for  the  half-pay  of  the  Royal 
Navy  and  Marines, 

Mr.  Hume  objected,  on  the  ground  that 
gross  extravagance  was  committed  in  that 
department  of  the  public  service  in  con- 
sequence of  no  care  being  taken  to  place 
persons  enjoying  half-pay  upon  full  pay 
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when  additional  officers  were  required  fo^ 
the  active  service  of  the  Navy. 

Captain  D.  Dundas  was  surprised  at  the 
remark  just  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex.  In  his  opinion,  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  hon.  Member  was  any- 
thing but  judicious;  and  there  was  no 
one,  he  was  sure,  in  that  House,  who  had 
the  slightest  acquaintance  with  the  naval 
service,  who  would  not' be  ready  to  testify 
to  the  fact,  that  sufficient  justice  was  not 
done  to  the  naval  service.  There  were 
many  officers  of  the  navy  who  had  served 
thirty  and  forty  years,  who  had  not  above 
3s.  6d.  a-day,  and  he  referred  to  the  case 
of  the  pursers  as  one  in  point. 

Admiral  Codringion  said,  this  was ,  a 
subject  to  which  he  had  paid  great  atten- 
tion, and  he  must  say,  that  the  most  rank 
injustice  was  dealt  out  to  all  classes  of 
half-pay  officers  in  the  navy.  There  was 
no  other  class  in  the  country  so  badly 
provided  for.  The  allowance  which  was 
given  to  pursers  was  a  disgrace  to  the 
country.  They  were  a  body  of  men  who 
filled  most  arduous  situations,  and  were 
sometimes  necessarily  intrusted  with  the 
most  important  secrets ;  yet  the  allowance, 
after  tinrty  years'  service,  was  only  3s.  a 
day.  With  regard  to  the  treatment  of 
other  retired  officers  of  the  navy,  it  was 
scandalous;  and  he  could  adduce  instances 
of  service  and  suffisrings  that  were  re- 
munerated by  stipends  which  would  not 
be  offered  by  any  gentleman  to  his  ser- 
vants. He  knew  one  instance  of  a  person 
who  had  received  several  dangerous  wounds, 
amongst  which  was  the  loss  of  an  eye, 
and  the  allowance  for  all  those  sufferings 
was  only  6d.  a-day.  One  person  who  had 
served  under  himself  at  Navarino  lost  an 
eye  there,  and  his  remuneration  was  2/. 
The  fact  was,  there  appeared  to  be  a  sys- 
tematic attempt  to  put  down  the  navy. 
If  there  were  any  such  intention,  he 
thought  it  but  right  that  aU  other  pen- 
sions, as  well  as  those  of  the  navy,  should 
be  abolished.  He  would  mention  several 
other  instances  in  which  injustice  was  done 
to  the  navy.  There  had  been  several  petitions 
presented  from  men  who  served  atNavarino, 
and  who  lost  every  rag  of  their  clothes  in 
that  action,  but  they  received  no  remune- 
ration or  gratuity.  Ttiere  was  one  general 
petition  in  their  behalf,  forwarded  to  Sir 
John  Gore,  who,  by  order  of  his  present 
Majesty,  then  Lord  High  Admiral,  pre- 
sented it  to  the  Admiralty,  and  strange  to 
say.  when  he  inquired  for  that  petition, 
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HOUSE     OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  April  16,  1833. 

HfVQTJiB.]   BiUi.    Read  a  teeoBd  time:— Mutiny. 

Patitkmi  praented.  By  Lord  Sinrnsu>,  ftom  fifty-one 
Places ;  by  the  Earl  of  Morls  v,  by  tite  Earl  of  Eldon, 
by  the  Earl  of  ALmMARLs.  by  the  Marquen  of  Lava* 
DOWN,  by  the  Duke  of  Ricbmohd  {  and  by  Lord  Bai.ti- 
aioaa,  ftom  a  great  many  Place*,— againit  Shivery. — 
By  the  Biihopa  of  St  Abafh,  Bangor,  London,  and 
LicBNiBLD,  the  Earl  of  RoaiBsmr,  iSb/t  Duke  of 
SOMiaaar,  Vlfoount  Mklbournn,  and  Lord  Bxzijrt,  | 
ftom  a  Number  of  Places, — ^for  the  Better  Obserrance  of 
the  Sabbath.— By  the  Earl  of  RoasBSRT,  ftom  Dollor 
and  Lom,  against  the  iiresent  System  of  Chuidi  Patron- 
f^  in  Sootlandrf— By  Earl  Dioby,  and  by  the  Bishop  of 
LicarfBLD,  ftom  fbnr  Places  against  the  Sale  of  Beer 
Act— By  the  Earl  of  Morlbt,  and  the  Bishop  of  London, 

•  .  ftir  a  FMtorieir  Regulation  Bin.  * 


Suits  at  Commok  Law,]  The  Order 
of  the  l>ay  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  intituled  "  An  Act  to  Diminish  the 
Expense,  and  Prevent  the  Delay  of  Suits 
in  the  Common  Law  Courts  at  Westmin- 
ster "  having  been  read, 

Lord  Wynford  said,  that  in  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  which  he  had 
brought  into  the  House,  he  should  not 
have  troubled  their  Lordships  with  many 
observations,  had  he  not  been  given  to  un- 
derstand that  it  was  to  be  opposed  by  two 
noble  and  learned  friends  of  his,  for  whose 
judgment  he  had  so  much  respect  that  he 
would  not  venture  to  stand  up  against 
them,  had  he  not  authority  greater  than 
that  of  his  noble  friends  to  support  him. 
He  had  the  authority  of  their  Lordships : 
for  the  Bill  had  twice  passed  this  House. 
He  had  the  authority  of  one  of  his  noble 
opponents  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  for  he  was 
on  the  Woolsack  when  it  passed  the  first 
time, — must  have  known  of  it, — and  did 
not  oppose  it, — and  could  not,  therefore, 
have  had  any  objection  to  it.  The  Bill 
passed  a  second  time  since  his  noble  and 
learned  friend,  now  on  the  Woolsack,  came 
into  office :  he  could  have  had  no  objec- 
tion to  it,  for  he  gave  it  no  opposition. 
Indeed,  his  noble  friend  introduced  the 
clause  to  which  his  other  noble  friends 
most  object,  into  his  Local  Judicature 
Bill.  He  had  further  to  observe,  that  when 
he  first  introduced  this  Bill  into  their 
Lordships*  House,  he  sent  one  copy  of 
it  to  each  of  the  learned  Judges;  two  of 
these  learned  Judges  suggested  alterations 
which  he  adopted,  and  these  formed  parts 
of  this  Bill.  From  the  others,  he  had 
heard  nothing, — he  presumed  they  had  no 
objection  to  the  Bill.  If  any  objection  had 
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occurred  to  th'em,  civflity  to  a  retired. 
Judge  would  have  induced  them  (if  they 
had    no  higher  motive)  to  state  to  him 
that  objection.    His  learned  and  excellent 
friend,  Mr.  Justice  Gaselee,'  suggested  to 
him  some  amendments,  as  did  also  his 
late  noble  friend,  Lord  Tenterden.    All 
their  Lordships  knew  the  great  learning 
and  ability  of  that  excellent  Judge,  whose 
loss  to    the   administration  of  justice  it 
would  be  difficult  to  supply;    out  only 
such  as  had  the  advantage  of  knowing  him 
in  private  life,  were  aware  of  the  timid 
caution  with  which  he  proposed  or  assent- 
ed to  any  alterations  in  the  law,— yet,  on 
his  introducing  what  he  considered  a  ne- 
cessary security  against  the  power  of  ex- 
amining  parties  being  abused,  (namely, 
the  requiring  that  no  such  examination 
should  be  had  without  the  consent  of  the 
Court,)  he  gave  his  consent  to  the  Bill. 
In  what  quarter  the  new  light  had  risen 
which  now  guided  his  noble  friends,  he  did 
not  know.  He  had  had  a  longer  acquaint- 
ance  with  the  Courts  of  Westminster  than 
any  noble  I/>rd  now  present,  except  his 
noble  friend  near  him  (Lord  Eldon);  he 
had  seen  more  of  the  practice  of  Courts  of 
Common-Law  than  he  had ;   and  he  was 
convinced,  that  until  this   measure,  or 
something  like  it,  became  the  law,  we 
might   boast  of  the   excellence  of  our 
laws,  but  we  should  pay,  for  obtaining  the 
assistance  of  those  laws,  far  beyond  what, 
in  ordinary  cases,  it  was  worth.    The  cost 
of  the  remedy  made  it  worse  than  the  en- 
durance of  the  disease,  and  he  had  known 
suitors  ruined  by  the  expenses  of  a  cause 
in  which  they  had  been  successful.    This 
Bill  was  entitled  a  Bill  for  Diminishing 
Expenses,  and  Preventing  Delays  in  Suits 
of  Common  Law.    Now,  if  this  Bill  were 
calculated  to  attain  those  objects,  there 
could  be  no  valid  objection  urged  against 
it.    Both  the  evils  which  this  Bill  was  de- 
signed  to    remedy    notoriously    existed. 
Formerly  it  was  thought,  that  law  couU 
not  be  too  expensive;  now  a  very  different 
opinion  prevailed,  and  very  justly.  The  Bill 
was  calculated  also  to  prevent  litigation  ; 
and  he  believed,  were  it  to  pass  into  a  law, 
it  would  have  the  effect  of  preventing  nine 
cases  out  of  ten  from  going  to  trial,  while 
in  the  tenth  case  it  would  cause  Uie  ex- 
penses to  be  diminished  one-half.    When 
he  first  meditated  bringing  in  the  Bill,  it 
was  his  intention  to  introduce  a  clause  in 
it  with  reference  to  special  pleading,  and 
reduce  it  to  its  ancient  limits,  so  much  in- 
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at  a  claim  to  attention  and  favour. 
He  must  assure  the  gallant  Admiral,  the 
member  for  Devonport,  that  the  fullest 
consideration  had  been  given  by  the  Ad- 
miralty to  the  memorial  from  Navarino. 
It  was  in  the  power  of  the  gallant  Officer 
to  bring  the  subject  before  the  House, 
when  he  should  be  prepared  to  state  the 
grounds  of  the  refusal  given  by  the  Ad- 
miralty to  the  prayer  of  that  memorial. 
With  respect  to  the  case  of  the  Pursers,  he 
begged  to  remind  the  gallant  Admiral, 
that  a  Purser  of  a  first-rate  ship  was  in 
the  receipt  of  an  income  of  900).  a-year, 
which  was  much  larger  than  any  income 
received  by  a  Commissary-general, 

Vote  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed. 

PoLiCB  Offices  (Loivdon).]  Mr. 
Lamb,  in  moving  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  stated,  that  its  principle  object 
was  to  consolidate  former  Acts  relating  to 
the  Metropolitan  Police.  There  were  some 
alterations,  however,  introduced  into  this 
measHre,  which  it  was  his  duty  shortly  to 
advert  to.  In  the  new  arrangement  which 
was  proposed,  economy  was  an  object  of 
much  consideration,  and,  with  a  view  to 
diminish  expense,  it  was  thought  that  one 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police-offices  might 
be  got  rid  of.  It  was  supposed  that  the 
Whitechapel-office  could  be  spared  with 
the  least  inconvenience,  and  therefore  a 
clause  had  been  introduced  into  the  Bill 
for  doing  away  with  that  office.  He  un- 
derstood, however,  that  the  abolition  of 
the  office  had  excited  some  discontent 
amongst  persons  residing  in  that  part 
of  the  metropolis,  and  as  his  Majesty's 
Government  had  no  other  object  but  to 
render  the  police  establishment  as  efficient 
as  possible  at  the  least  possible  expense, 
if  it  was  felt  that  the  abolition  of  the 
Whitechapel-office  would  produce  any 
serious  public  inconvenience,  he  had  no 
disposition  to  press  it.  It  was  proposed 
to  have  one  Magistrate  at  each  of  the 
Police-offices,  but  in  effecting  that  ar« 
rangement  some  difficulties  had  presented 
themselves.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  found 
that  in  some  cases  it  was  necessary,  under 
Acts  of  Parliament,  that  convictions 
should  be  made  by  two  Magistrates. 
Upon  looking  into  the  law,  however,  he 
found  that  the  principle  had  been  so 
little  attended  to,  that  he  could  see  no 
objection  to  tiie  introduction  of  a  clause 
empowering   one  Police    Magistrate    to 


convict.  It  was  also  an  objection,  that 
when  one  Magistrate  had  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  the  office,  he  could  not  be 
expected  to  give  night  attendance,  and 
this  would  give  additional  power  to  the 
police  Inspectors,  under  whose  authority 
innocent  persons  might  be  incarcerated 
for  the  night.  He  felt  this  was  an  objec- 
tion to  the  proposed  arrangement,  but, 
upon  reflection,  he  did  not  think  that  it 
could  lead  to  much  practical  incon- 
venience, for  he  understood  that,  in  the 
City  of  London  the  attendance  of  the 
Magistrates  at  night  was  dispensed  with 
without  any  inconvenience  or  complaint. 
The  present  Bill  also  introduced  some 
regulations  for  oyster-shops  selling  soda 
and  ginger-beer,  which  were  put  under 
the  same  regulations  as  beer-houses  with 
respect  to  the  hours  of  opening  and  closing. 
He  should  only  detain  the  House  to  add, 
that  as  the  Metropolitan  Police  Act  was 
nearly  expired,  he  hoped  that  no  un- 
necessary delay  would  be  thrown  in  the 
way  of  the  present  measure.  Any  sug- 
gestions for  Its  improvement  it  would  be 
his  duty  to  attend  to  when  the  measure 
was  in  Committee. 

Mr.  Hawes  was  glad  to  see,  that  the 
design  of  the  Bill  was  to  introduce  economy 
into  the  police  system.  He  would  not 
object  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
if  the  hon.  Member  would  consent  to  have 
a  Committee  appointed  to  consider  the 
institution  of  the  police  generally. 

Mr.  Lamb  had  no  objection  to  have  a 
Committee  appointed,  but  he  thought 
that,  as  its  inquiries  would  take  up  a  long 
time,  it  would  be  better  to  defer  it  for  the 
present  Session.  At  any  rate,  he  hoped 
that  the  present  Bill  would  be  suffered 
to  pass  before  the  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed. 

Mr.  Hawes  would  trust  entirely  to  the 
hon.  Member's  promise  of  having  a  Com* 
mittee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
subject,  and  hoped  that  some  fresh  mea- 
sures of  police  would  be  founded  on  the 
Report  made  by  that  Committee.  He 
would  not,  therefore,  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  George  Frederick  Young  wished  to 
know  if  the  Lambeth-street  Office  was  to 
remain  or  not?  If  it  was  not,  he  had  a 
few  observations  to  make  in  opposition  to 
the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  Lamb  said,  whether  that  office  was 
to  be  dispensed  with  or  not,  would  be 
determined  afterwards. 

F  2 
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Bill  read  a  second  time. 

HOUSE     OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  April  16,  1833. 

MfSUTJiB.]   BUb.    Read  tteeoadtiiiie:— Mutiny. 

PMitioM  preM&ted.  By  Lord  SvrwimhD,  ftom  fifty-ane 
Places ;  by  the  Earl  of  Morijby,  by  tlie  Eari  of  Eldon* 
by  the  Earl  of  Albbmarlx,  by  tiie  Marquen  of  Lav»* 
DOWK,  by  the  Ottkeof  Ricrmoitp  t  and  by  Lord  Bauti- 
MOftB,  from  a  great  many  IMaoe*, — againit  Slavery.— 
By  the  Bishops  of  St  Asaph,  Banoob,  Lohdon,  and 
LiCBVisLD,  the  Earl  of  RoaiBimr,  tbt  Duke  of 
SoMBaiBT,  Vifoount  Mslbovikk,  and  Lord  Bszlxt* 
fhxn  a  Number  of  Places, — for  the  Better  Obserrance  of 
the  Sabbath. — ^By  the  Earl  of  Rossbbbt,  from  Dollor 
and  Lom,  against  the  iMresent  System  of  Chuidi  Patron- 
f^  in  Scot]and«^By  Earl  Diobv,  and  by  the  Bishop  of 
LicarfSLD,  from  fonr  Plaoes-Higainst  the  Sale  of  Beer 
Act—By  the  Earl  of  MomL«T»  and  the  Bishop  of  Lovdok* 

•    for  a  FMtoiiflir  Regulation  BUI.* 
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Suits  at  Common  Law.]  The  Order 
of  the  l>ay  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  intitaled  "  An  Act  to  Diminish  the 
Expense,  and  Prevent  the  Delay  of  Suits 
in  the  Common  Law  Courts  at  Westmin- 
ster" baying  been  read, 

Lord  Wynfard  said,  that  in  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  which  he  had 
brought  into  Uie  House,  he  should  not 
have  troubled  their  Lordships  with  many 
observations,  had  he  not  been  given  to  un- 
derstand that  it  was  to  be  opposed  by  two 
noble  and  learned  friends  of  his,  for  whose 
judgment  he  had  so  much  respect  that  he 
would  not  venture  to  stand  up  against 
them,  had  he  not  authority  greater  than 
that  of  his  noble  friends  to  support  him. 
He  had  the  authority  of  their  Lordships : 
for  the  Bill  had  twice  passed  this  House. 
He  had  the  authority  of  one  of  his  noble 
opponents  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  for  he  was 
on  the  Woolsack  when  it  passed  the  first 
time, — must  have  known  of  it, — and  did 
not  oppose  it, — and  could  not,  therefore, 
have  had  any  objection  to  it.    The  Bill 

{)as8ed  a  second  time  since  his  noble  and 
earned  friend,  now  on  the  Woolsack,  came 
into  office :  he  could  have  had  no  objec- 
tion to  it,  for  he  gave  it  no  opposition. 
Indeed,  his  noble  friend  introduced  the 
clause,  to  which  his  other  noble  friends 
most  object,  into  his  Local  Judicature 
Bill.  He  had  farther  to  observe,  that  when 
be  first  introduced  this  Bill  into  their 
Lordships*  House,  he  sent  one  copy  of 
it  to  each  of  the  learned  Judges ;  two  of 
these  learned  Judges  suggested  alterations 
which  be  adopted,  and  these  formed  parts 
of  this  Bill.  From  the  others,  he  had 
heard  nothing, — he  presumed  they  had  no 
olyection  to  the  Bill.  If  any  objection  had 
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occurred  to  thiem,  civility  to  a  retired. 
Judge  would  have  induced  them  (iif  they 
had    no  higher  motive)  to  state  to  him 
that  objection.    His  learned  and  excellent 
friend,  Mr.  Justice  Gaselee,''  suggested  to 
him  some  amendments,  as  did  also  his 
late  noble  friend,  Lord  Tenterden.    All 
their  Lordships  knew  the  great  learning 
and  ability  of  that  excellent  Judge,  whose 
loss  to   the   administration  of  justice  it 
would  be  difficult  to  supply;    but  only 
such  as  had  the  advantage  of  knowing  him 
in  private  life,  were  aware  of  the  timid 
caution  with  which  he  proposed  or  assent- 
ed to  any  alterations  in  the  law,— yet,  on 
his  introducing  what  he  considered  a  ne- 
cessary security  against  the  power  of  ex- 
amining  parties  being  abused,  (namely, 
the  requiring  that  no  such  examination 
should  be  had  without  the  consent  of  the 
Court,)  he  gave  his  consent  to  the  Bill. 
In  what  quarter  the  new  light  had  risen 
which  now  guided  his  noble  friends,  he  did 
not  know.  He  had  had  a  longer  acquaint- 
ance with  the  Courts  of  Westminster  than 
any  noble  I/>rd  now  present,  except  his 
noble  friend  near  him  (Lord  Eldon);  he 
had  seen  more  of  the  practice  of  Courts  of 
Common-Law  than  he  had ;   and  he  wai 
convinced,  that  until  this   measure,  or 
something  like  it,  became   the  law,  we 
might   boast  of  the   excellence  of  our 
laws,  but  we  should  pay,  for  obtaining  the 
assistance  of  those  laws,  far  beyond  what, 
in  ordinary  cases,  it  was  worth.    The  cost 
of  the  remedy  made  it  worse  than  the  en- 
durance of  the  disease,  and  he  had  known 
suitors  ruined  by  the  expenses  of  a  cause 
in  which  they  had  been  successful.    This 
Bill  was  entitled  a  Bill  for  Diminishing 
Expenses,  and  Preventing  Delays  in  Suits 
of  Common  Law.    Now,  if  this  Bill  were 
calculated  to  attain  those  objects,  there 
could  be  no  valid  objection  urged  against 
it.    Both  the  evils  which  this  Bill  was  de* 
signed    to    remedy    notoriously    existed. 
Formerly  it  was  thought,  that  law  couU 
not  be  too  expensive;  now  a  very  different 
opinion  prevailed,  and  very  justly .  The  Bill 
was  calculated  also  to  prevent  litigation  ; 
and  he  believed,  were  it  to  pass  into  a  law, 
it  would  have  the  effect  of  preventing  nine 
cases  out  of  ten  from  going  to  trial,  while 
in  the  tenth  case  it  would  cause  Uie  ex- 
penses to  be  diminished  one-half.    When 
he  first  meditated  bringing  in  the  Bill,  it 
was  his  intention  to  introduce  a  clause  in 
it  with  reference  to  special  pleading,  and 
reduce  it  to  its  ancient  limits,  so  much  in- 
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convenience  had  been  experienced  from 
the  present  practice ;  but,  in  consequence 
of  the  recommendation  of  the  Common 
Law  Commissioners,  who  had  suggested  a 
measure,  having  that  subject  in  view,  he 
had  abandoned  his  intention,  and  had  not 
embodied  the  subject  Jn  any  clauses  of 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  The  House 
had  already  dealt  with  tiiat  subject  in  a 
Bill  which  had  been  recently  introduced 
and  discussed.    The  next  cause  of  ex- 
pense, after  pleadine,  was  the  bringing 
up  of  witnesses  at  the  assizes  to  prove 
facts  wliich  ought  not  to  be  disputed, 
and  which  would  not  he  disputed  here- 
after, if  his  Bill  were  made  law.    The  first 
clause  of  that  Bill  enacted,  *  that  any 
plaintiff  or  defendant  in  any  action  might, 
with  leave  of  the  Court,  or  some  Judge 
thereof,  at  any  time  after  service  of  the 
writ,  deliver  interrogatories  to  the  oppo- 
site party  or  parties,  for  the  discovery  of 
any  fact  or  documents  material  to  the 
support  or  defence  of  the  suit,  or  to  the 
proving  or  reducing  damages,  either  on  a 
trial,  or  on  the  execution  of  a  writ  of  in- 
quiry, and  might  require  such  opposite 
party  or  parties,  by  notice  in  writing,  to 
be  examined  on  oath  before  some  (>>m- 
missioner,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Chief 
Justice  or  Chief  Baron  of  the  Court  in 
which  the  action  shall  be  brought,  on 
such  interrogatories/    Tn  the  former  Bill 
which    he  (Ix)rd   Wynford)    had    intro- 
duced, his  noble  friend,  the  late  Lord 
Tenterden,  had  suggested  the  alteration, 
making  it  incumbent'  on  the  parties  to 
obtain  the  consent  of  the  Court  in  which 
the  action  was  brought  before  the  par- 
ties should  be  subjected  to  the  interro- 
gatories.    He  thought  the  alteration  pro- 
posed by  that  eminent  man  was  beneficial, 
and  therefore  he  consented  to  it.    With 
respect  to  the   principle  of  examination 
proposed  by  this  clause,  there  was  nothing 
m  It  but  what  already  existed  in  another 
Court — the   Court  of  Chancery.    When 
information  was  wanted  which  the  parties 
themselves  could   alone  supply,  it  was 
usual  to  file  a  bill  of  discovery ;   and,  if 
the  other  party  also  wairted  information 
from  the  one  opposing,  a  cross  bill  was 
filed.    But  this  was  an  expensive  process, 
costing  not  less  than  about  200/.,  and  the 
object  of  his  Bill  would  be  attained  by  a 
very  trifling  expense  indeed.     He  would 
give  to  the  Common  Law  Judges  all  the 
powers  which  a  Court  of  Equity  upon  this 

lotject  etijoyed«    He  woul^  have  ih^l 


Common  Law  Judges  invested  with  th^ 
powerofprotectingwitnessescircumstanced 
as  the  Bill  contemplated.  The  power  of  the 
party  interrogating,  it  was,  however,  pro- 

B>sed  should  be  limited.    A  clause  in  the 
ill  enacted  '  that  no  party  interrogated 

*  should  be  obliged  to  answer  any  question, 

*  or  produce  any  document,  which  should 
'  have  a  tendency  to  prove  any  criminal 

*  charge,  or  to  subject  him  or  her  to  any 
'  penalty,  or  to  affect  any  estate  or  interest, 

*  the  title  to  which  was  not  in  dispute  in 
'  the  cause ;  nor  to  compel  any  purchaser 
'  or  mortgagee,  after  such  purchaser  or 
^  mortgagee  should  Have  sworn  that  he  or 
'  she  had,  hand  Jide^  paid  a  full  and 
'  valuable  consideration  for  the  purchase 
'  or,  bond  fide^  lent  a  sum  on  mortgage, 

*  without  any  knowledge  of  any  defect  in 

*  the  title  of  the  premises  bought  or  mort- 

*  gaged,  to  disclose  the  title  of  such  pur- 

*  chaser  or  mortgagee.'  The  clause  also 
gave  the  Court  the  power  of  imposing 
such  conditions  on  the  party  interrogating 
as  would  prevent  an  improper  use  being 
made  of  the  examination.  It  was  very  im- 
portant that  sometimes  the  plaintiff  or  de- 
fendant should  be  examined ;  and  in  nu- 
merous instances,  where  cases  such  as  he 
had  described  had  been  brought  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  the  facts  so  disclosed 
were  all  that  were  required  for  obtaining 
justice.  Who  was  it  knew  all  the  (acts  of 
the  case  ?  The  plaintiff  and  the  defendant; 
if,  therefore,  they  were  examined,  all  the 
facts  would  come  out,  and  upon  them  the 
Court  might  pronounce  judgment  He 
appealed  to  the  noble  Lords  who  were 
conversant  with  Chancery  practice,  whether 
cases  were  not  often  tried  in  Courts  of 
Equity  in  which  there  were  no  witnesses 
but  the  plaintiff  and  the  defendant?  The 
whole  case  as  to  the  facts  being  thus 
opened  to  both  parties,  there  would  be  no 
occasion  for  them  to  go  to  trial  at  a  ruin- 
ous expense  to  both  parties.  It  would 
frequently  happen  that  all  the  facts  neces- 
sary for  the  final  judgment  would  come 
out  on  the  examination  of  the  plaintiff  and 
the  defendant.  Now,  he  proposed,  that  if 
there  were  no  additional  facts  to  be  made 
out  on  either  side,  the  Judges  should  be 
empowered,  after  that  examination,  to  give 
judgment  at  once.  But,  if  either  party 
should  suggest  that  there  was  an  addi- 
tional fact  to  be  established,  then  an  issue 
should  be  sent  down  to  try  that  fact,  and 
that  fact  alone ;  and  then,  when  that  fact 
was  9dded|  the  Court  should  proceed  to 
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give  its  decision.  Concealment  of  facts 
too  often  led  to  a  denial  of  justice;  but 
truth  had  nothing  to  fear  from  a  full  ex* 
posure.  Attorneys  too  often  took  advan* 
tage  of  their  clients ;  and  when  actions 
were  terminated,  it  was  not  unusual  to 
hear  attorneys  say,  "  if  you  had  told  me 
what  facts  have  been  now  proved,  I  should 
have  dissuaded  you  from  pursuing  the 
cause.''  But  bow  often  did  it  happen  that, 
notwithstanding  the  disclosure  of  the  facts 
of  the  case  by  the  parties  litigating,  ac* 
tions  were  not  abandoned  I  He  really  be- 
lieved that  many  solicitors  advised  actions 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  putting  money  into 
theirown  pockets, although  they  were  aware 
it  was  done  at  the  expense  of  their  clients. 
If  the  Bill  which  he  had  the  honour  of  in- 
troducing were  adopted,  it  would  prevent 
such  actions  from  being  brought  to  trial ; 
for  the  disclosure  of  facts  would  make  the 
parties  acquainted  with  the  weakness  or 
strength  of  their  cases;  and  this  was 
similar  to  what  took  place  in  what  were 
called  "The  CourU  of  Conciliation" 
which  existed  in  Denmark.  In  this  respect 
also  it  was  similar  to  the  principle  adopted 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  in  one  of  his  bills  which  had 
been  introduced  to  the  House.  He 
proposed,  also,  that  if  after  bis  exa- 
mination was  closed  a  plaintiff  or  a 
defendant,  who  had  no  just  ground  of 
action  or  of  defence,  should  persist  in 
'maintaining  the  action  from  a  love  of  litiga- 
tion, he  should  be  compelled  to  give  se* 
curity  that  he  would  pay  all  the  costs 
which  his  love  of  litigation  occasioned  to 
his  opponent.  But  it  might  be  objected 
to  if  there  were  no  appeal,  and,  therefore, 
he  had  introduced  a  clause  by  which  the 
orders  of  the  Judge  might  be  reviewed  or 
altered  by  the  Court  to  which  he  belonged, 
and  the  party  placed  in  precisely  the  same 
situation  he  was  in  before  such  order  had 
issued.  There  was,  as  the  law  stood,  an 
unwillingness  to  admit  facts,  lest  the  par- 
ties should  be  prejudiced  thereby.  This 
would  be  obviated  by  the  present  Bill. 
Where  the  facts  were  admitted,  by  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House,  and  the  case 
turned  upon  a  question  of  law,  then  a  spe«> 
cial  verdict  should  be  taken,  and  the  case 
argued  before  the  Court.  By  this  Bill, 
all  means  of  delay,  all  chicanery  would  be 

Ktrid  of,Andasunderthis  alteration  of  the 
V,  the  defendant  would  not  be  able  to 
evade  judgment,  he  thought  that  it  would 
be  only  fair  to  arm  the  Court  with  power 


to  extend  to  him  time  for  satisfying  it. 
He  proposed  that  the  Court,  on  receiving 
security,  should  be  enabled  to  suspend 
the  executioti  of  the  judgment  for  three 
months.  By  another  clause  of  the  Bill  it 
was  proposed  to  enact,  that  the  attorney 
pr  agent  of  the  plaintiff  should  deliver  to 
the  Sheriff's  officer  executing  the  writ,  a 
partioularof  the  plaintiff'sdemand* "  speci* 
fying  the  amount  of  the  debt  or  damages, 
or  a  description  of  the  lands,  tenements, 
or  hereditaments,  or  goods  of  chattelsi 
for  the  recovery  of  which  the  action 
was  brought.'^  The  Court  had,  by 
another  clause,  the  power  to  require  the 
plaintiff  or  defendant  to  put  in  bail  for 
the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  action,  if, 
after  reading  the  examination  of  the  par- 
ties, it  should  appear  there  was  either  no 
good  cause  of  action,  or  defence.  These 
were  the  principal  points  of  the  Bill,  which 
he  now  hoped  would  receive  the  approba-* 
tion  of  their  Lordships ; — and  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  then  concluded  with 
moving  *^  that  the  Bill  be  read  aisecond 
time." 

Lord  Lyjuihursthzd  listened  with  all  the 
attention  and  respect  to  which  his  learned 
friend  was  uniformly  entitled,  to  the  obser« 
vations  with  which  be  had  introduced  the 
Bill  then  under  their  Lordships'  consider* 
ationi  but  he  frankly  confessed  at  the 
outset,  that  he  felt  it  to  be  impossible  for 
him  to  give  such  a  Bill  his  assent. 
His  noble  and  learned  friend  stated,  that 
he  had  reason  to  think  that  the  measure, 
as  it  then  stood,  would  meet  with  the 
approbation  of  the  fifteen  Judges.  And 
though,  as  their  Lordships  would  be  aware 
when  he  reminded  them  that  yesterday  was 
the  first  day  of  term,  he  had  not  had  a 
sufficient  opportunity  of  ascertaining  the 
opinion  of  those  learned  and  eminent 
persons,  he  yet  knew  enough  of  it  to  say 
that  it  was  not  favourable  to  his  noble 
and  learned  friend's  Bill.  On  subjects  of 
Icigislatton,  he  was,  he  acknowledged,  not 
disposed  to  uif;e  their  Lordships  to  attach 
any  very  great  importance  to  what  might 
be  the  opinion  of  the  Judges,  and  he 
should,  therefore  merely  content  himself 
with  stating  the  fact,  that  they  were  not 
favourable  to  the  measure;  and  if  his 
noble  and  learned  friend  supposed  they 
were,  he  was  labouring  under  a  most 
erroneous  impression.  Many  of  those 
learned  persons,  in  common  with  himself^ 
entertained  a  very  strong  objection  to  the 
practice  of  plaintiff  aod  defendant  having 
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the  power  of  mutually  putting  interro- 
gatories to  each  other,  though,  doubtlesBi 
nothing  could  seem  more  plausible  than  a 
proposition  for  effecting  a  change  of  that 
nature  in  the  administration  of  justice; 
but  his  noble  and  learned  friend,  when  he 
adopted  that  principle,  found  it  necessary 
to  mtroduce  oertain  machinery  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  it  into  effect;  and 
when  their  Lordships  took  the  trouble  of 
examining  what  that  machinery  was,  he 
had  no  doubt  they  would  find  it  so  com- 
plex and  so  imperfect,  that,  instead  of 
accomplishing  the  objects  which  his  noble 
and  learned  friend  had  in  view,  it  would 
rather  have  the  effect  of  increasing  both 
delay  and  expense— -ay,  increasing  them 
one  hundred  fold.  In  considering  a  mea- 
sure of  that  nature,  it  was  most  material 
that  they  should  look  to  what  the  state 
of  the  law  really  was  at  the  present  mo- 
ment; he  meant,  of  course,  not  the  gene- 
ral condition  of  Our  whole  system  of 
jurisprudence,  but  the  state  of  the  law 
in  reference  to  the  power  possessed  by 
plaintiff  and  defendant  of  putting  interro- 
gatories to  each  other.  At  present,  as 
was  well  known  to  every  lawyer,  parties 
to  a  suit  could  file  Bills  of  Discovery. 
What  were  Bills  of  Discovery  ?  Nothing 
more  or  less  than  a  series  of  interrogatories ; 
and  what  did  that  amount  to,  but  the  pos- 
session of  the  power  which  the  present 
Bill  assumed  not  to  exist ;  the  power  by 
which  parties  were  compelled  to  answer 
all  the  questions  put  to  them,  and  to  an- 
swer them  fully.  Now,  he  should  be  glad 
to  learn  in  what  respect  did  the  propo- 
sition of  his  noble  and  learned  friend  go 
to  effect  any  improvement  ?  He  wished  to 
know  what  difference  it  made  whether 
those  interrogatories  were  put  and  answer- 
ed in  one  Court  or  in  another — whether 
in  a  Court  of  Law  or  a  Court  of  Equity  ? 
It  had  been  said,  that  the  expense  of  filing 
a  Bill  of  Discovery  was  not  less  than  200/. ; 
that  certainly  was  a  most  extravagant 
description  of  the  expenses  necessary. 
[Lord  Wynford  had  known  Bills  of  Costs, 
m  cases  of  Bills  of  Discovery,  amount 
to  200/.]  The  whole  costs  might  have 
been  swelled  to  that  amount,  but  it  cer- 
tainly must  be  considered  an  extravagant 
description,  and  he  must  be  allowed  to 
say,  that  his  noble  and  learned  friend  had 
not  taken  the  proper  pains  to  in  form  himself 
upon  the  subject  to  which  his  Bill  related. 
One  of  the  principles  for  which  his  noble 

and  learned  friend  appeared  to  cootendj  was 


the  vast  advantage  of  vivd  voce  examina- 
tions. He  had  always  imagined  that  the 
chief  advantage  derivable  from  vivd  voce 
examinations  arose  from  the  persons  ex- 
amined being  brought  into  the  .presence 
of  the  Judge  who  was  to  decide  the 
question  at  issue.  But  that  was  not  what 
tlie  Bill  before  them  would  accomplish. 
It  would  do  no  such  thing.  The  parties 
examined  under  it  would  be  heard  before 
Commissioners  in  the  country,  for  in  every 
case  it  was  provided  that  the  Commis- 
sioners empowered  to  examine  the  parties 
would  be  required  to  go  within  five  miles 
of  their  residence.  The  parties  were  ob- 
viously not  bound  to  answer  upon  interro- 
gatories in  all  cases,  and  a  difficulty 
immediately  suggested  itself,  how  far 
that  exemption  from  answering  was  ,: 
to  extend.  It  was  proposed  to  put  it 
entirely  under  the  control  of  the  Com- 
missioner, although  the  present  prac- 
tice in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  in  this  re- 
spect, had  been  the  result  of  the  closest 
attention  by  the  Judges  of  that  Court  to 
that  subject,  and  a  series  of  decisions  in 
Courts,  for  the,  greater  part  of  200  years 
past.  Having  entered  so  far  on  the  sub- 
ject as  to  his  objections  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  he  should  now  direct  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  machinery 
of  the  Bill,  or  the  mode  by  which,  practi- 
cally, it  was  expected  to  bring  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  into  operation.  It  was 
by  this  Bill  provided  that,  in  all  cases 
where  the  party  required  to  be  examined 
was  out  of  the  jurisdiction,  a  Commission 
may  issue  to  examine  him.  That  examina- 
tion and  these  answers  must  afterwards  be 
sent  up  to  the  Court  here.  When  they 
arrived  here,  a  question  probably  would 
arise  whether  the  party  answering  had 
fully  answered,  which,  as  the  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  had  learned,  was  but 
too  frequently  a  subject  of  doubt  in  his 
Court,  with  all  the  skill  and  caution  which 
was  used  in  those  examinations  there. 
Then,  again,  it  was  observable  that,  by  the 
Bill,  the  party  interrogated,  his  Counsel, 
attorney^  or  agent,  might  object  to  the 
sufiiciency  or  relevancy  of  any  answer  be- 
fore the  Commissioner,  and  the  sufficiency 
or  relevancy  of  the  answer  may  be  sup* 
ported  by  the  party,  his  Counsel,  attorney, 
or  agent.  Here  was  a  fine  project  for 
shortening  delay  and  saving  expense, 
which  the  Bill  asserted  was  its  object  in 
the  outset.     Well;    the  question  being 
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amination  decided — of  what  valae  was 
that  decision  ?  None ;  for  in  the  same 
section  the  noble  Lord  provides  that  his 
decision,  even  on  the  minor  points — the 
mere  sufficiency  or  returning  of  an  answer 
-^shall  not  foe  final ;  the  decision  being 
-subject  to  review  by  any  Judge  of  the 
•Court,  or  by  the  whole  Court.  Here  was 
a  fruitful  source  of  expense — fees,  costs, 
and  delay.  The  very  orders  of  a  Judge, 
too,  were  to  be  subject  to  review  and  al- 
teration by  the  Court  to  which  he  belonged. 
Questions  settled  by  the  examiner,  after 
deliberate  argument  before  him,  were  to  be 
referred,  in  many  cases,  the  noble  Lord 
said,  to  the  decision  of  a  Judge  at  cham- 
bers. Now,  all  in  that  House  who  had 
ever  attended  a  Judge  at  Chambers 
must  know  what  chance  there  was  of 
a  calm  decision  of  any  matter  of  intri- 
cacy in  the  hurry  and  confusion  incident 
to  such  a  jurisdiction.  Again,  in  cases 
of  dissatisfaction  with  the  decision,  the 
party  might  appeal  from  the  decision. 
'Then  all  hitherto  done  was  abortive,  for  a 
second  set  of  interrogatories  might  be  had, 
and  all  the  proceedings  was  to  be- 
gin over  again.  In  a  Court  of  Equity  a 
party  not  sufficiently  or  satisfactorily  an- 
swering might  be  punished  by  attachment 
at  once.  Now,  he  would  ask  which  of  the 
two  modes  was  better  calculated  to  effect 
the  ends  of  justice  ?  But  the  noble  Lord's 
'  Bill  provided  that  in  case  of  any  default 
of  a  party  to  be  examined,  a  judgment 
might  be  assigned  against  him.  Even 
this  judgment  was  not  to  be  final :  it  was 
merely  to  be  a  general  or  interlocutory 
judgment-a  writ  of  inquiry  of  damages 
must  issue;  and  this,  forsooth,  was  the 
remedy  for  delay  and  unnecessary  ex* 
pense  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  substi- 
tute for  the  existing  mode  of  getting  at  a 
disclosure  from  interested  parties  in  the 

•  suit  by  means  of  the  equity  proceeding  by  bill 
and  answer.  This  well-known  modeof  pro- 
ceeding now  in  use  he  fearlessly  pronoun- 
ced to  be  far  more  complete,  sufficient,  and 

•satisfactory,  as  well  as  attended  by  much 

less  expense  than  that  to  be  introduced 

'  by  the  Bill  now  before  them*    He  objected 

to  it  because  of  its  defect  in  principle,  as 

well  as  because  of  the  cumbrous  nature 

•  of  its  multiform  machinery,  which  he  fear- 
ed  much  would,    upon    the  pretext  of 

•  various  attendances  before  Commissioners 
and  Judges,  be  made  a  pretext  for  multi- 
plying costs.  He  objected  to  the  clause 
that  eaact^  that  a  portion  of  the  plaintiff's 


demand  should  always  be  given  to  the 
Sheriff's  officers  as  a  needtess  expense. 
For  it  was  not  too  much  to  assert,  that  nine 
in  ten,  perhaps  forty-nine  in  fifty,  causes, 
ended  with  the  issuing  of  the  writ  and  its 
execution.  Why  then  incur  so  senons 
an  expense  in  the  very  commencement  of 
an  action  ?  He  had  lately  seen  a  bill  of 
particulars  in  a  cause  which  occupied 
from  twenty  to  thirty  sheets.  He  did  not 
say,  that  for  such  a  Bill  this  machinery, 
cumbrous  as  it  was,  might  not  be  necessary, 
.but  for  that  reason,  if  for  no  other, 
though  he  thought  he  had  stated  many, 
he  believed  their  Lordships  would  best 
consult  the  interests  of  the  poblic  by 
voting  with  him  on  the  Amendment.  He 
should  now  propose,  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  this  day  six  months. 

The  Earl  of  Eldoiiy  after  fifty  years 
experience  in  the  profession,  felt  bound 
by  a  sense  of  duty  not  to  let  pass  such  an 
opportunity  of  recording  bis  dissent  from 
the  doctrines  laid  down  by  his  noble  and 
learned  friend,  by  whom  the  present  mea- 
sure was  introduced  to  the  notice  of  their 
Lordships.  He  objected,  at  the  outset,  to 
the  proposed  plan  of  examining  plaintiff 
and  defendant ;  and  doing  that,  he  felt  it 
to  be  almost  needless  to  urge  any  other 
objection ;  he  would,  however,  object  to 
the  present  alteration,  on  the  ground  that 
it  tended  towards  an  intermixture  of  the 
proceedings  at  Common  Law  and  Equity. 
It  had,  hitherto,  been  considered  one  of 
the  greatest  merits  of  which  the  English 
law  could  boast,  that  Equity  and  law  were 
kept  distinct.  There  had  been  something 
said  about  the  expenses  to  which  attorneys 
sometimes  put  their  clients ;  it  was  not  for 
him  to  estimate  those  expenses,  but  he 
did  remember  a  Judge,  who,  while  at  the 
bar,  never  once  mentioned  attorneys  other- 
wise than  with  the  most  perfect  respect, 
but  who,  the  moment  he  attained  to  the 
Bench,  never  mentioned  them  without 
censure;  he  did  not  allude  to  his  noble 
and  learned  friend  by  whom  the  measure 
was  introduced.  He  entertained  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  present  Bill  would 
lead  to  increase  the  expense  and  delay  of 
law  proceedings.  ' 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  he  roost 
confess  he  agreed  in  some  measure  with 
those  noble  and  learned  Lords  who  were 
of  opinion  that  the  Bill  now  before  their 
Lordships  went  too  far.  But  that  was  an 
objection  rather  to  the  details  of  the  Bill, 
which  might  be  amended,  than  to  the  Bm 
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itielf.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say  at  this 
moment,  that  he  should  go  the  length  of 
voting  against  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
throwing  it  out  at  once.  On  the  contrary, 
he  was  rather  inclined  to  think  that  it 
might  be  advantageous  to  let  the  Bill  go 
into  the  Committee,  where  the  objections 
to  its  machinery  might  be  considered  and 
removed.  It  might  be  fit  and  proper  thus 
to  give  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  the 
opportunity  of  amending  the  measure. 
Such  being  his  general  view  of  this  ques- 
tion, he  should  only  observe,  that  with  all 
due  deference  and  respect  for  the  learned 
Common  Law  Judges,  they  wefe  not 
exactly  the  best  persons  to  decide  what 
was  fit  to  be  done  in  Equity ;  and  that 
though,  generally  speaking,  he  should  say 
that  their  authority  was  great  and  over- 
powering when  it  was  in  favour  of  any  mea- 
sure for  the  alteration  of  the  practice  in , 
their  Courts,  yet,  although  it  was  still  to 
be  listened  to  with  reverence,  it  was  not 
when  opposed  to  such  alterations,  to  be 
deemed  of  such  overpowering  weight.  That 
arose,  no  doubt,  from  their  excusable  wish 
not  to  sanction  changes  that  were  not 
absolutely  necessary.  With  reference  to 
the  present  Bill,  he  thought  that  upon  the 
whole,  it  would  be  the  most  advisable 
course,  especially  as  a  Bill  of  a  similar 
nature  had  twice  before  passed  this  House, 
not  to  agree  to  the  Amendment,  and  throw 
out  the  Bill,  but  to  allow  it  to  go  into  the 
Committee  without  pledging  the  House  to 
any  particular  course  afterwards  with 
respect  to  it. 

Lord  Wynford  said,  that  if  there  were 
objections  to  the  machinery  of  the  Bill, 
thpugh  he  by  no  means  admitted  their 
justice,  he  was  bound  to  say  in  his  own 
defence,  that  that  machinery  was  the  work 
of  the  Common  Law  Commissioners — it 
was  not  his.  That  part  of  the  Bill  had 
been  recommended  by  them.  He  was, 
therefore,  entitled  to  say,  that  the  Judges 
were  in  favour  of  it,  for  most  of  them  were 
now  Judges.  He  did  not  wish  to  interfere 
with  the  Courts  of  Equity,  but  to  enable 
the  Common  Law  Courts  to  do  their  own 
business,  and  he  denied  that  the  plan  he 
proposed  would  increase  the  expense  to 
the  suitor.  On  the  contrary,  if  that  which 
.  now  required  the  suitor  to  go  into  a  fresh 
Court,  could  be  done  in  the  Court  in 
which  the  action  wiis  already  pending 
there  would  be  a  great  saving  of 
expense. 

The  Amendment  agraed  to,  and  Bill 


to  be  read  a  Second  Time  this  day  six 
months. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tnesdrnf,  April  16,   1833. 

MiifUTsa.]  Pttpen  onkred.  On  Uie  Motion  of  Mr.  R. 
SriuAmr,  Aeoounta  o(  Uie  tottl  Sunn  levtod  by  ttie  Com- 
miaionen  of  Um  Notthan  UffiOM,  in  ttm  ycfen  cndfav 
30th  June,  1831,  and  183S,  reqpwtiTdy,  and  of  Um  Ks- 
penditUTBof  the  Cornmiwionfra  during  ttie  tame  period.— 
On  the  Motion  of  Locd  Johw  Roaaux,  an  Aoeount  of 
the  Reoeipto  and  Expendituie  in  ttie  OfBee  of  Paymaitar 
General,  from  the  lit  of  January,  1832,  to  31it  of  Marsh* 
1833,  and  theiameonaocount<^prniouaycark— On  the 
Motion  of  Mr.  Ltncb,  a  Return  of  an  Fowms  ImptlaaBed 
for  Debt,  or  who  have  taken  the  beneflt  of  the  hnolvcnt 
Act,  or  agahift  whom  Commiiakm*  of  Bankruptdea  have 
been  iaiued,ineadiorthe  three  yean  last  part  In  Ireland :  alK> 
a  Return  of  the  Number  of  MMtot,  irith  their  Saliriei, 
and  Scbolan  at  preicnt  hi  the  Sdioola,  called  Eannua 
Smith*!  SdMxds,  in  Ireland,  te. :  also  an  Acoount  of  all 
Smna  of  Money  advanoed  by  Govennnent  tinoe  tlie  year 
18X1,  for  Publie  Works  in  the  Town  and  County  of  Gal* 
way  and  Mayo,  and  of  the  manner  in  wliidi  fudi  Soma 
have  been  Bzpended.<-On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hum,  an 
Aeoountof  all  Suma  of  Money  received  by  tlie  Coounia- 
slonen  of  Woods  and  Forarts  from  the  Ltmm  of  Light- 
houiet  in  each  year  ebice  1800,  and  how  the  Money  has 
been  applied* 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  MamunK,  ftmn  Che  Ctagy  of 
Wilts;  and  by  Sir  RoaniT  iNoua,  from  the  Clcfgy  of 
Sunrey :  and  from  a  Place  in  Irtiand,  agilnst  the  Chnrdi 
Refimn  (Irdand)  BiU.— By  Mr.  Blamiu,  Mr.  HASor» 
Mr.  HuMT,  Mr.  Stavxlst,  Mr.  SHMppAftD,  Mr.  Phii^. 
porra,  Mr.  TnnocKMomToif,  Mr.  HouuMnroara,  Mr. 
McTHViN,  Mr.  CBARLsa  BiJUJim,.Mr.  WxaoH,  Mr. 
CniLniRa,  Lord  DALmorT,  Sir  Wiixiam  Chattob* 
Sir  Jamcb  Ghaham,  Sir  EAnnLsr  Wilmot,  Csptain 
Elliott,  and  Viscount  Howick,  from  a  great  Number 
of  Places,— for  the  immediate  Abolition  of  Slavery.— 
By  Mr.  Jnavta,  fromBedlbvdi  by  Mr.  J.  C.  DumiAa, 
by  Lord  Howick;  and  by  Lord  CHaaLna  Prsiiot, 
from  seversl  Places,— agidnst  COrpocation  Abuses. — 
By  Mr.  Ewabt,  from  Uverpool,  Ibr  the  Abolition  of 
Flogging;  and  from  the  Diisenten  of  that  Place,  ftar  R»> 
movhig  the  DIsabaitics  of  the  Jews.— By  Mr.  Hawb«, 
from  Lambeth,  to  the  same  eflbct — ^By  Mr.  Habdt,  and 
Mr.  CnATwr  Bukblxy,  from  fbur  Places,— in  flmmrof 
a  Factorieir  Regulation  BilL— By  Mr.  PAftnoxr,  Mr. 
Hahdt,  and  Viscount  Howick,  from  seversl  Pisces, — 
for  a  Removal  of  the  DisaUlitics  at  present  afltetfa^  the 
Disienteia. — By  Colonel  Lyoom,  from  Bewdley,  ftar  • 
Repeal  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  AcL»By  Mr.  Fracu  Palm  an. 
from  Retail  Dealers  and  Brewers  in  Readingi  and  by  Mr. 
Huim,  from  Paddington,  against  any  Alteratiott  of  that 
Act — By  Mr.  R.  OawALO,  from  Hand4oom  Wcaven  of 
Glasgow,  and  its  Nd^bourlioodi  by  Mr.  J.  Maxwbll* 
fromPoHockshaws;  an^^  Mr.  Hums,  from  Newton,  near 
Ayr,  {for  a  Board  of  Trade,  and  Ibr  Reiic&— By  Mr.  J. 
Maxwcll,  and  Mr.  SnwAar  Macksnbim,  from  three 
Places,  egsinst  the  present  System  of  Chuveh  Patron^e 
in  Scotland.— By  Mr.  Philpottb,  from  Gloucester,  Ibr  a 
Repeal  of  the  Asiessed  Taxes.— By  Sir  Ronnnr  Fnoo- 
aoiT,  from  Londonderry,  Ibr  Providing  Coonsd  to  Prison- 
ers tried  for  Felony;  and  against  additional  Duty  on 
Timber  brought  from  tile  British  Qdonies;  and  from  the 
Com  Payers  of  Dooaghadee,  Ibr  an  Atteratlon  in  theOnnd 
Jury  BilL— By  Mr.  Hakot,  Mr.  Halvord,  Mr.  TnaToa, 
Mr.  J.  Maxwsll,  Mr.  PAnnorr,  and  Mr.  E.  Tmrimirr, 
by  Captain  Elliot,  and  Lord  DALUirr,  froaa  a  Number 
of  Plaocs,-*ftir  the  Better  Observance  of  the  firaMrath.— 
By  Mr.  Chaklbb  O^Comrsll,  from  a  Plaae  in  Ireland* 
Ibr^tiie  AboUtion  of  Titiics. 

JtrvENiLE  Offenders.]   ShrSardley 

Wilmot  rosOi  tQ  move  for  leare  to  bring 
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in  a  Bill  to  alter  and  amend  so  much  of 
the  7th  and  8th  of  George  4th,  c.  28,  as 
related '  to  proceedings  in  indictments 
against  offenders  previously  convicted  of 
felony ;  also  to  alter  and  amend  so  much 
of  the  7th  and  8th  of  George  4th,  c.  29, 
as  related  to  proceedings  by  indictment 
against  persotis  under  seventeen  years  of 
age  charged  with  simple  larcenies.  By 
the  7th  and  Bth  of  George  4th,  it  was  en- 
acted, that  when  a  prisoner  was  indicted 
a  second  time  for  felony,  upon  proof  of 
the  former  conviction,  the  Court  misht 
order  an  increase  of  punishment — namely, 
transportation  for  fourteen  years,  or  for 
life.  When  the  clerk  of  arraigns  read  the 
indictment  to  the  Jury,  in  which  there 
were  two  counts,  the  one  stating  the 
former  conviction,and  the  other  the  charge 
to  be  tried,  the  Jury  acquired  a  previous 
knowledge  of  the  accused  being  an 
old  offender;  and  such  knowledge  pre- 
judicing him  in  their  minds,  he  might  be 
convicted,  not  so  much  for  the  offence  for 
which  he  was  then  taking  his  trial,  as  for 
the  offence  for  which  he  had  already 
suffered  punishment.  Now,  it  was  a 
principle  of  law,  that  no  man  should  be 
tried  a  second  time  for  the  same  offence ; 
and  the  jury  being  sworn  "  to  give  a  true 
verdict,  according  to  the  evidence,"  it 
followed,  that  the  previous  knowledge  of 
the  Jury  was  injurious  to  the  prisoner,  and 
militated  against  his  having  a  fair  trial  for 
the  offence  on  which  he  was  then  arraign- 
ed. He  proposed  that  the  count,  stating 
the  previous  conviction  of  the  prisoner, 
should  not  be  read  to  the  Jury  till  after 
their  verdict;  when,  if  it  were  a  verdict 
of  "  guilty,"  proof  might  be  given  of  the 

Erevious  conviction;  such  proof  never 
aving  been  intended  to  affect  the  verdict 
of  the  Jury,  but  only  the  sentence  of  the 
Court  after  conviction.  The.  second  object 
of  the  Bill  however,  was  of  much  import- 
ance ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  would  receive 
the  attentive  consideration  of  the  House. 
In  his  judgment,  some  change  of  the  law, 
as  it  related  to  juvenile  offenders,  had 
become  absolutely  necessary.  The  num- 
ber of  such  cases  had  of  late  years,  greatly 
Increased.  It  appeared  from  the  Returns 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  that  a  large 
proportion  of  the  convictions  were  of  per- 
sons under  twenty-one  years  of  age. 
These  juvenile  offenders  were  first  taken 
before  a  Magistrate,  and  then  committed 
to  prison  to  await  their  trials.  That  mode 
Qf  dealing  with  them  was  attended  wiih 


great  expense  to  the  public ;  but  the  worse 
consequence  was,  that,  by  remaining  so 
long  in  a  prison,  as  they  frequently  did,  be- 
tween committal  and  trial,  these  youthful 
offenders  were  exposed  to-  every  sort  of 
contamination  from  the  society  of  some  of 
their  fellow-prisoners ;  and  their  morals 
often  became  so  utterly  depraved,  from 
this  cause,  as  to  render  their  future  im- 
provement, and  their  subsequent  return  to 
good  conduct,  and  their  duties  to  society, 
almost  a  hopeless  matter.  They  came 
out  worse  than  they  went  in ;  and  thus 
the  great  end  of  punishment — the  pre- 
vention of  crime— was,  in  their  cases, 
signally  defeated.  He  would  not  enter 
into  an^  details,  but  would  merely  allude 
to  one  mstance,  in  order  to  show  the  effect 
of  the  early  imprisonment  of  children  for 
trifling  offences.  In  the  county  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent,  considerably 
more  than  half  the  criminal  offenders  were 
under  twenty-one  years  of  age;  and, 
during  the  last  seven  years,  1,300  indivi- 
duals had  been  tried,  who  were  under  the 
age  of  eighteen ;  and  of  these  one  half 
were  under  fifteen  years  of  age.  A  great 
portion  of  them  were  kept  in  prison  from 
six  weeks  to  two  months,  to  await  their 
trials;  so  that,  in  fact,  punishment  was 
inflicted  on  them  before  conviction.  The 
system  of  punishing  boys  who  had  done 
acts  of  mischief  (for  a  great  number  of 
these  delinquents  had  no  idea  of  commit- 
ting felony),  by  indiscriminate  imprison- 
ment  in  common  gaols,  instead  of  keeping 
them  on  bread  and  water,  and  in  solitary 
confinement,  for  a  limited  period,  or  of 
otherwise  punishing  them  in  a  summary 
and  judicious  manner,  was  highly  objec- 
tionable. Boys  being  sent  to  gaol,  for 
they  hardly  knew  what,  soon  became  cor- 
rupted and  depraved;  their  sense  of  shame 
was  destroyed ;  and  they  were  converted  into 
hardened  offenders.  It  was  unnecessary  tp 
state,  that  the  only  objects  of  punishment 
are  the  prevention  of  crime  and  the  refor- 
mation of  offenders ;  and  if  those  objects 
were  not  accomplished,  and  if  punish- 
ments, instead  of  doing  ^ood,  increased 
the  evils  which  they  were  mtended  to  re- 
medy, there  could  be  no  doubt  that  th^ 
system  was  radically  wrong.*  Such  waft 
the  case  with  respect  to  our  treatment  of 
juvenile  offenders*  It  was  the  object  of 
the  Bill  to  remedy  this  defect.  Instead  of 
allowing  boys  of  tender  age  to  be  takea 
before  Magistrates — for  petty  larcenies — 
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gaol,  and  then  tried  and  imprisoned  on 
conviction,  he  would  have  them  brought 
at  once  to  the  Petty  Sessions,  there  to  be 
tried  by  the  Magistrates,  and  summarily 
punished  or  discharged,  as  the  case  might 
require.  If  committed  to  a  house  of  cor- 
rection, care  ought  to  be  taken  of  the 
classification  and  the  religious  and  moral 
instruction  of  youthful  offenders.  He 
should  have  no  objection  to  have  a  Jury 
to  assist  at  the  Petty  Sessions,  if  it  should 
be  thought  necessary^  If  this,  however, 
should  not  be  thought  desirable,  in  order 
to  prevent  convictions  for  felony  without 
the  intervention  of  Juries,  it  would  be 
proper  that  many  of  the  crimes  now 
classed  as  felonies  should,  when  committed 
by  youths,,  be  treated  as  misdemeanors. 
This  alteration  in  the  law  would  remove 
the  .  objection  which  existed  to  dealing 
\vith  such  offenders  without  the  interven- 
tion of  a  Jury,  and  reconcile  the  mind  to 
sumn^ary  convictions  before  Magistrates. 
The  hon.  Baronet  concluded  by  making 
the  Motion  above  specified. 

Mr.  Lamb  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the 
Motion.  He  thought  the  first  object  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  in  view  was  already 
attained,  because  the  second  count  in  the 
indictment  was  seldonr  read  to  the  Jury, 
and  because  Judges  did  not  in  the  first 
instance  tell  the  Jury  to  find  whether  a 
prisoner  had  been  before  convicted  [Cries 
of  *'  the  Jury  knew  iC^\,  He  agreed  it 
was  not  right  a  Jury  should  be  prejudiced 
by  having  that  knowledge ;  and  if  the 
hoq.  Baronet  could  succeed  in  preventing 
the  Jury  from  knowing  that  a  prisoner  had 
been  before  convicted,  he  should  be  glad. 
With  regard  to  the  second  object  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  in  view,  it  was  cer- 
tainly very  desirable  that  boys  not  harden- 
ed in  crime  should  be  spared  the  contami- 
nation of  the  associates  they  usually  met 
with  while  waiting  in  gaol  to  take  their 
trial ;  but  he  confessed  that  he  saw  great 
difficulty  in  the  hon.  Baronet  so  framing 
this  Bill,  as  not  to  let  young  experienced 
thieves,  bred  up  in  crime  from  their 
cradles,  escape.  If  that  were  suffered,  as 
it  was  well  known  that  many  boys  in 
London  were  very  experienced  thieves,  they 
would  escape  punisnment ;  and  it  was  of 
urgent  necessity  that  boys  nursed  up  in 
the  career  of  crime  should  not   escape 

Punishment  under  the  pretext  of  their  age. 
'here  was  a  great  difficulty  in  fixing  the 
age  of  what  were  called  juvenile  offenders. 

Should  it  be  under  teoi  (mt  fourteen^  or 


sixteen  ?  The  Committee  which  had  sat 
on  this  subject  had  found  it  surrounded 
with  difficulties.  If  the  Bill  were  brought 
in,  it  might  certainly,  under  proper  man- 
agement, tend  tocheck  crime.  He  looked 
upon  the  object  of  the  hon.  Baronet  as 
roost  desirable,  though  he  doubted  if  it 
were  easy  of  execution. 

Sir  Thomas  Freemantle  supported  the 
Motion.  The  present  system  was  only 
fitted  to  entrap  a  Jury  into  a  verdict  of 
guilty.  He  had  been  a  member  of  that 
honourable  House  when  Mr.  Davenport 
had  introduced  his  Bill  on  the  subject, 
and  had  then  supported  his  propositions. 
As  to  the  establishment  of  a  separate 
jurisdiction  for  the  juvenile  offenders,  he 
thought  the  great  evil  of  it  would  be,  that 
a  lighter  punishment  being  by  law  awards 
ed  to  persons  under  a  certain  age,  experi- 
enced thieves  would,  in  place  of  com- 
mitting depredations  themselves,  employ 
those  young  persons,  to  the  great  injury 
of  public  virtue.  There  was  a  great  differ- 
ence between  juvenile  offenders  in  large 
towns,  such  as  London,  and  in  the  country 
districts ;  and  he  thought  it  would  be  ad- 
visable to  give  Magistrates  the  power  of 
summary  conviction  with  regard  to  boys 
who  should  be  brought  before  them  in 
the  country.  He  was  ready  to  admit,  as 
he  had  already  said,  that  the  case  was 
different  in  towns.  The  great  object  was 
to  guard  against  the  contamination  of 
these  young  offenders  in  gaol ;  and  he 
thought  that  might  be  effected. 

Sir  Oswald  Mosley  supported  the  Mo- 
tion. As  Chairman  of  the  Staffordshire 
Quarter  Sessions,  he  knew  that  one  half 
of  the  offenders  who  were  brought  before 
him  were  under  the  age  of  twenty-one. 
It  was  totally  impossible,  even  under  the 
best  system  of  gaol  discipline,  to  keep  the 
juvenile  prisoners  apart  from  the  more 
practised  offender.  At  Stafford  they  had 
instituted  a  school  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
structing the  young  culprit,  but  the  effects 
of  the  instruction  were  soon  wiped  out 
by  the  company  they  kept.  It  was  sad 
to  see  the  trifling  offences  for  which 
children  were  exposed  to  punishment. 
He  remembered  the  case  of  a  boy  who 
was  committed  to  gaol  for  stealing  three 
eggs,  and  he  was  kept  two  months  in 
prison  before  he  was  tried,  and  then,  for 
this  petty  offence,  he  was  exposed  to  all 
the  solemn  proceedings  of  a  public  trial. 
He  wished  that  a  distinction  were  made 
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He  wished  also  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  proposed  to  draw  a -distinction  be- 
tween minor  and  greater  offences,  and  to 
give  the*  Magistrates  power  to  try  the 
minor  offences  in  Petty  Sessions.  That 
would  be  of  great  use  in  preventing  crime, 
and  would  save  expense  to  the  country. 
He  would  pve,  if  it  were  necessary,  the 
Magistrates  in  Petty  Sessions  the  power 
to  summon  a  Jury  lilce  the  Coroners. 
With  a  Jury  of  that  kind,  the  Petty  Ses- 
sions would  be  as  competent  to  try  the 
minor  offences  as  the  Quarter  Sessions. 
He  would,  however,  give  the  criminal  the 
option  to  be  tried  before  the  Magistrates 
alone,  or  before  the  Magistrates  and  a 
Jury. 

Mr.  Cobbett  said,  that  he  would  at 
present  give  no  opposition  to  the  bringing 
in  of  this  BiH ;  but  that,  in  every  future 
stage  of  it,  if  it  extended  the  power  of  the 
Magistrates,  or  went  further  to  diminish 
the  use  of  the  Trial  by  Jury,  he  would  di- 
vide the  House  upon  it,  even  if  he  stood 
alone.  The  use  of  the  Trial  by  Jury  had 
been  going  on  lessening  and  lessening  by 
degrees  during  the  last  forty  years;  and  a 
bare  enumeration  of  the  instances  in 
which  by  law  it  had  been  dispensed  with 
during  that  period  would  shocic  the  two 
hon.  Baronets  who  had  spoken  in  support 
of  this  measure.  If  they  should  endow 
Magistrates  with  the  power  of  trying 
felonies  without  the  intervention  of  a 
Jury,  who  would  then  say  that  they  should 
not  hang  also  without  a  Jury  ?  [iVb,  no,] 
Gentlemen  may  say  "  No "  to  that  pro- 
position, but  some  years  ago  who  amongst 
them  would  have  believed  that  Magistrates 
would  have  got  the  power  of  inflicting 
punishment  in  so  many  instances  as  they 
now  possessed  it?  Magistrates  now  in- 
fitctea  forty  times  as  much  punishment  as 
the  Judfi;es  of  the  land;  and  let  them  bear 
in  mind  who  those  Magistrates  were. 
He  spoke  with  every  respect  of  the  two 
hon.  Baronets  who  had  addressed  the 
House  upon  this  subject,  he  did  not  take 
them  into  consideration  when  he  spoke 
thus ;  but  there  were  different  Magistrates 
in  the  country  from  them.  A  great  pro- 
portion of  the  magistracy  of  the  country 
consisted  of  clergymen  of  the  Church  of 
England,  who  were  looking  for  prefer- 
ment ;  of  officers  of  the  army  and  navy, 
who  were  looking  for  promotion ;  and  of 
officers  upon  half*pay,  who  would  not 
wish  to  be  scratched  out  of  the  half-pay 
list  hj  doing  anything  displeasing  to  the 


Minister  of  the  day.  In  fact,  a  great  por- 
tion of  the  magistracy  consisted  of  the 
most  dependent  men  upon  the  face  of  the 
earth.  The  hon.  Baronet  should  take 
that  fact  into  his  consideration  when  he 
proposed  to  give  the  Magistrates  the  power 
of  summarily  disposing  of  offenders  with- 
out the  intervention  of  the  Trial  by  Jury. 
The  independence  of  the  Judges  was  the 
constant  boast  of  Englishmen  ;  that  the 
King  himself  could  not  displace  the  judges 
was  a  remark  repeatedly  in  the  mouths  of 
the  people  of  this  country.  But  just  look 
to  the  Magistrates,  and  behold  the  con- 
trast !  The  Magistrates  were  nominated  at 
the  pleasure  of  the  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
they  held  their  situations  at  the  pleasure 
of  the  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and  many 
of  them  could  have  their  bread  taken  from 
them  by  the  Minister  of  the  Crown.  They 
were,  in  truth,  as  dependent  a  set  of  men, 
generally  speaking,  as  breathed  the  breath 
of  life,  ana  yet  it  was  to  such  men  that 
these  powers  of  summary  conviction  were 
proposed  to  be  given.  He  should  be 
ashamed  to  sit  there  as  a  Representative  of 
the  people  of  England  without  protesting 
against  such  a  measure.  He  should  have 
had  no  objection  to  the -measure  if  the 
hon.  Baronet  prop6sed  a  mitigation  of  the 
punishment  of  young  offenders,  but  then 
as  the  hon.  Secretary  opposite  had  truly 
observed,  there  was  the  difficulty  of  dis- 
criminating between  offenders.  It  was 
well  known  that  some  boys  of  five  years 
old  were  as  quick,  and  as  great  adepts,  as 
other  boys  at  ten  years  of  age,  and  that 
boys  of  ten  years  of  age  were  often  as 
accomplished,  and  indeed  more  ac- 
complished thieves  than  other  offenders 
who  were  ten  years  older.  It  was,  in  fact, 
impossible  to  provide  for  the  varieties  pre- 
sented by  human  nature.  He  repeated 
that  he  would  oppose  the  measure  in  all 
its  future  stages. 

Mr.  Hardy  supported  the  Motion.  He 
complained  of  the  attack  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Oldham  had  made  upon  the 
general  body  of  the  magistracy  of  England. 
That  hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  officers 
of  the  army  and  navy  and  of  clergymen 
of  the  Church  of  England  who  were  Ma- 
gistrates, as  if  they  were  ready  to  sacrifice 
the  ends  of  justice  to  the  basest  and  most 
interested  purposes.  It  was  too  much  to 
hear  such  an  unjust  attack  made  upon 
them  in  that  House.  He  was  acquainted 
with  many  clergymen  of  the  Church  of 

£ngland|  and  with  many  officers  of  the 


153 


Juvenile 


{ApaiL  16} 


Offender$. 


154 


army  and  navy  who  were  Magistrates,  and 
he  would  say  this  for  them,  that  he  never 
saw  men  who  were  more  disposed  to  do 
their  duty  firmly  and  impartially,  with  as 
much  regard  for  the  interests  of  justice  as 
the  hon.  Member  himself  could  possibly 
evince,  and  without  any  of  those  base 
ideas  of  promotion  or  preferment  from 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  which  that  hon. 
Member  had  attributed  to  them. 

Mr.  Ck)bbett  said,  that  he  did  not  pre- 
tend to  say,  that  Clergymen  of  the  Church 
of  Englana,  and  officers  of  the  army  and 
nayy  were  worse  than  other  men,  he  had 
only  contrasted  their  dependence  with  the 
independence  of  the  Judges.  In  doing  so 
he  meant  to  cast  no  imputation  upon 
them. 

Mr.  Charles  BuUer,  in  illustration  of 
the  trifling  offences  for  which  boys  were 
committed  to  gaol  in  the  country,  men- 
tioned an  instance  which  occurred  at  the 
Assizes  for  Devonshire  last  summer.  A 
boy  was  committed  for  stealing  a  mackerel, 
whose  imprisonment  and  trial  cost  the 
county  40/.,  and  yet  when  he  was  con- 
victed the  Judge  sentenced  him  to*  only 
one  day's  imprisonment.  He  stated  that 
he  knew  of  another  case,  where  two  boys 
who  had  stolen  a  few  potatoes  on  a  Sun- 
day out  of  the  open  window  of  a  store- 
house, and  had  roasted  them  at  an  ad- 
joining lime-kiln,  were  taken  up,  and 
brought  twenty  miles  to  the  county  gaol. 
They  were  afterwards  tried  and  convicted, 
and  those  boys,  both  before  and  after 
their  conviction,  were  confined  amongst  a 
parcel  of  felons,  some  of  whom  were  in 
prison  for  an  offence  that  he  would  not 
name.  Would  not  a  jurisdiction  on  the 
part  of  Magistrates  to  try  such  petty 
offences  with  the  assistance  of  a  Jury, 
remedy  such  evils  ?  He  certainly  should, 
with  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham,  object 
to  the  taking  away  the  Trial  by  Jury  in 
any  case,  and  the  Magistrates  might  be 
empowered  to  empanel  a  Jury  for  the 
trial  of  such  trifling  offences  as  he  had 
alloded  to.  The  retaining  the  Trial  by 
Jury  in  such  cases  would  gratify  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people,  and  would  in  every 
respect  promote  the  ends  of  public  justice. 

Mr.  LUnfd  said,  that  in  no  case  of  mis- 
demeanor, much  less  in  a  case  of  felony, 
should  a  Magistrate  have  the  power  of 
summarily  convicting  without  the  inter- 
vention of  a  Jury.  The  honest  and  well- 
founded  prejudices  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land would  not  endure  a  contrary  practice. 


He  would  suggest  the  propriety  of  refer* 
ring  the  subject  to  a  Committee  up  stairs^ 
who  should  examine  the  whole  question  of 
secondary  punishments.  >  The  question 
was  one  which  had  attracted  attention 
lately,  not  only  in  this  country,  but  across 
the  Atlantic. 

Mr.  O'ConneU  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House,  but  every 
alteration  whatever  in  the  law  was,  in  his 
opinion,  of  the  greatest  importance.  He 
could  not,  therefore,  allow  the  subject  to 
pass  without  protesting  against  the  de- 
privation of  the  juvenile  offenders  of  the 
benefit  of  Trial  by  Jury.  He  was  friendly 
to  the  principle  of  inquiring  into  the  pre- 
vious character  of  prisoners.  Nothing 
could  be  of  more  importance  than  to  im- 
press upon  persons  the  idea  that  character 
constituted  a  species  of  castle.  In  hit 
opinion,  many  of  the  proceedings  on  cii- 
minal  trials  were  the  most  farcical  that 
could  easily  be  imagined.  Nothing,  for 
instance,  could  be  more  ridiculous  than 
the  scruples  which  were,  made  about 
allowing  a  prisoner  to  convict  himself. 
The  prisoner,  in  his  opinion,  ought  to  be 
called  upon  to  explain  any  circumstance 
which  might  appear  by  the  evidence  to  be 
of  an  equivocal  nature.  Lord  Mansfield 
deserved  great  credit  for  the  good  sense 
of  his  remarks  upon  the  subject.  He 
hoped  he  should  live  to  see  the  time  when 
every  criminal  should  be  interrogated  as 
to  the  particulars  of  the  transaction  re- 
specting which  he  was  accused.  He 
would  not  advocate  the  subjecting  of  a 
prisoner  to  any  duress,  to  any  imprison- 
ment, to  any  torture,  in  order  to  extort  a 
confession  from  him ;  nor  would  he  desire 
that  a  prisoner  should,  as  in  a  neighbour- 
ing  country,  be  subjected  to  all  the  inge- 
nious cross-questioning  on  the  part  of  the 
Judge,  which  was  usual  in  a  case  con- 
ducted by  counsel ;  but  nothing  could  be 
more  preposterous  than  the  caution  fre- 
quently given  from  the  Bench  to  a  pri- 
soner, not  to  criminate  himself.  Instead 
of  using  every  method  in  order  to  reaeh 
the  real  facts  of  the  case,  it  was  not  un- 
usual, upon  a  prisoner  pleading  guilty, 
for  the  Judge  to-  point  out  to  him  die 
favourable  point  in  the  evidence,  and  to 
advise  the  prisoner  to  withdraw  bis  plea, 
and  take  the  chances  of  a  trial.  He  had 
known  that  caution  given  in  the  case  of  a 
very  bad  murder.  *nie  criminal  took  the 
Judge's  advice,  and  was  successful  in  ob- 
taining a  favourable  verdict ;  but  he  died 
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in  prtfon.  There  was  also  too  much 
delay  before  trial.  The  whole  system 
of  criminal  trials  required  revision ;  and 
the  basis  of  the  reform  should  be  to  make 
them  come  on  more  rapidly,  and  to  get 
rid  of  those  foolish  scruples,  which  oper- 
ated as  a  protection  to  the  guilty. 

Mr.  Ashford  Sanford  only  wished  to 
defend  the  Magistrates  from  the  attacks  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Oldham.  In  the 
cases  which  had  been  referred  to  they 
were,  under  the  eiisting  state  of  the  law, 
obliged  to  commit  the  offenders  for  trial. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  perfectly  sensi- 
ble of  the  evil  which  resulted  from  sending 
juvenile  offenders  to  gaol,  where  they  were 
brought  into  contact  with  the  more  es- 
perienced  criminals;  but  he  could  not 
make  up  his  mind  to  dispense  with  a 
Trial  by  Jury  as  a  remedy  for  the  evil. 
He  had  always  considered  the  Trial  by 
Jury  as  the  most  valuable  protection  of 
the  subject,  and  he  objectea  to  abolish  it 
in  any  ease,  lest  that  should  be  made  a 
precedent  for  taking  it  away  In  others. 
He«  therefore,  would  not  give  his  support 
to  the  Bill  In  its  future  stages,  unless  that 
part  of  it  which  proposed  to  invest  Ma- 
gistrates with  the  power  of  summary  con- 
viction were  expunged.  At  the  same 
time  he  wished  it  to  be  understood  that 
he  did  not  participate  in  the  sentiments  of 
those  who  attributed  to  the  Magistrates  a 
harsh  and  an  oppressive  exercise  of  their 
authority:  on  the  contrary,  he  thought 
the  conduct  of  the  Magistracy  was  gene* 
rally  lenient,  and  characterized  by  a 
leaning  towards  prisoners.  It  was  noto- 
rious, for  instance,  that  they  carried  to 
the  utmost  extent  the  erroneous  practice 
of  not  interrogating  prisoners  or  calling 
upon  them  to  tell  their  own  story.  He 
remembered  once,  a  prisoner  who  was  on 
his  trial  for  sheep-stealing,  being  asked 
whether  he  had  any  question  to  put  to  his 
master,  who  had  given  evidence  against 
him,  replied,  "  All  I  have  to  say  is,  that  1 
am  sorry  for  what  I  have  done,  and  I  hope 
my  master  will  fbrgive  me;  and,  if  he 
does,  I  never  will  do  anything  of  the  kind 
again;"  whereupon  the  Magistrates  on 
the  Bench  stopped  him,  observing  that  he 
must  not  convict  himself,  and  other  wit- 
nesses were  called  to  prove  the  fact  which 
the  prisoner  had  already  admitted.  He 
thought  Magistrates  ought  to  ask  accused 
persons  to  account  for  their  time  at  the 

Criod  when  the  crimes  were  alleged  to 
ve  been  committed»    With  respect  to  the 


other  measure^  he  was  of  opinion  that  the 
fact  of  a  prisoner's  previous  conviction 
ought  to  go  before  a  Jury.  If  a  prisoner's 
character  were  good  let  him  have  the  benefit 
of  it ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  if  it  were 
bad,  let  it  weigh  against  him. 

Mr.  Potter  said,  he  had  heard  of  a  fri- 
volous case  where  a  boy  was  placed  at- 
the  bar  for  stealing  sixteen  pounds  of 
dang,  and  he  had  no  doubt  but  that  if  the> 
Magistrate  had  possessed  the  power  of 
summary  conviction,  the  prisoner  would' 
have  been  sent  to  the  treadmill. 

Sir  Eardley  Wilmot^  in  reply,  stated- 
that  he  would  avail  himself  of  tne  sugges- 
tions which  had  been  thrown  out  in  the 
course  of  the  debate.  His  only  object  in 
introducing  the  measure  was  to  do  away 
with  a  notorious  and  extensive  evil. 

Leave  given. 

Stsaling  IK  Dwelling  Houbeb.} 
Mr.  Lennard,  in  rising  to  submit  bis 
promised  Motion,  said,  £at  when  his  hon. 
friend,  the  membef  for  Middlesex,  some 
weeks  ago,  presented  the  London  petitionr 
for  the  improvement  of  the  criminal  code, 
they  were  reminded,  and  very  properly,  of 
the  great  improvement  which  had  already 
been  made  in  it.  Although  he  fully  ad- 
mitted that,  yet  he  thought  it  could  not  be 
denied  that  much  still  remained  to  be  done 
before  the  criminal  code  of  laws  could  be 
said  to  be  in  a  satisfactory  state.  The 
more  the  public  were  accustomed  to  con* 
sider  the  subject  of  criminal  jurisprudence,* 
the  more  anxious  did  it  become  to  remove 
all  traces  of  that  sanguinary  character 
which  were  impressed  on  it  in  those  times 
when,  in  the  words  of  Mirabeau,  *'  bloody 
and  nothing  but  blood,  and  pounds  of 
flesh,"  were  required  for  every  offence.  He 
wished  the  Government  had  leisure  to 
undertake  an  entire  revision  and  reform  in 
the  criminal  code.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
such  a  work  could  be  best  done  by  the 
Qovernment.  But  there  were  many  Gentle-* 
men  in  that  House  whose  opinions  were 
entitled  to  great  authority  who  entertained 
a  different  opinion,  and  who  thought  that 
the  necessary  improvements  in  our  code 
were  best  made  by  the  exertions  of  indi-^ 
vidual  Members  bringing  forward  motions 
for  such  Amendments  as  to  themselves 
might  seem  most  convenient.  He  had 
therefore  determined  to  bring  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House  the  state  of 
the  law  in  regard  to  two  offences,  re- 
specting which  he  believed  there  could  be 
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no  doubt  that  the  law  ought  to  be  changed. 
But  th^  change  he  should  propose  was 
rather  nominal  than  real.  The  laws  de- 
nouncingpunishment  of  death  on  the  crimes 
of  housebreaking  with  larceny,  and  stealing 
in  a  dwelling-house,  any  one  therein  being 

!)ut  in  fear,  had  long  been  all  bqt  dead 
etters  in  the  Statute-book.  They  had  been 
for  many  years,  and  they  could  now  be,^ 
but  very  rarely  executed,  and  they  seemed 
only  to  be  left  on  the  Statute-book  as  a 
remnant  of  the  barbarism  of  former  times. 
Looking  at  the  returns,  it  would  be  seen 
that  for  the  crime  of  housebreaking  during 
the  last  seven  years,  out  of  every  ninety- 
one  in  England  and  Wales  who  had  been 
convicted,  not  more  than  one  had  been 
executed.  Taking  the  last  two  years,  the 
proportion  of  executions  to  convictions  was 
still  less.  In  1831,  out  of  517  con- 
victions there  had  been  only  one  execu- 
tion. In  1832,  out  of  583  convictions, 
there  had  been  only  four  executions ;  and 
in  this  latter  case  he  believed  it  would  be 
found  that  those  which  were  stated  to  be 
executions  for  housebreaking  were,  in 
reality,  executions  for  burglary.  He  had 
been  informed  that  this  was  the  case,  on 
authority  in  which  he  placed  the  greatest 
confidence.  Now,  during  the  same  two 
years  in  London  and  Middlesex,  although 
there  had  been  122  convictions  for  this 
offence,  there  had  not  been  one  execution. 
It  was  true,  that  it  was  stated,  that  in 
the  year  1832  one  execution  had  taken 
place,  but  that  was  a  mistake.  The  exe- 
cution alluded  to  was  that  of  Drewitt, 
and  his  offence  was  certainly  not  house- 
breaking, but  burglary.  Of  the  other 
offences,  namely,  robbery,  dec,  no  distinct 
mention  was  made  of  it  in  the  returns,  but 
he  supposed  it  was  included  under  the 
general  head  of  larceny,  Ac,  And  with 
respect  to  that  offence,  what  did  the  re- 
turns show  ?  Why,  that  out  of  867  per- 
sons convicted  of  that  offence  in  England 
and  Wales,  fourteen  only  had  been  exe- 
cuted. In  1832,  out  of  fifty-nine  persons 
convicted,  none  were  executed.  In  1831, 
out  of  113  who  were  convicted,  only  one 
was  executed,  and  so  on.  Again,  in  Lon- 
don and  Middlesex,  during  the  last  three 
years,  there  had  been  but  one  execution ; 
and  during  the  two  years  preceding  the 
last  three  years,  there  had  been  but  one 
execution  m  each  "^re,  then,  was 
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them.  If  in  the  time  of  Sir  Samuel  Romilly 
it  had  been  admitted  to  have  been  a  grave 
charge  against  our  laws  that  not  one  in 
twenty  of  the  peraons  convicted  were 
executed,  what  could  be  said  of  a  law  of 
that  sort  where  not  one  in  ninety  sentenced' 
to  die  was  executed  ?  In  such  a  state  of 
things  it  seemed  absurd  to  pretend  that 
the  law  could  be  any  terror  to  evil  doers. 
The  criminal,  where  the  chances  were  so 
greatly  in  his  favour,  was  sure  to  calculate 
on  the  chance  of  escape*  But  such  a 
state  of  the  law  was  a  terror  to  the  injured 
and  the  innocent.  Those  who  had  made 
inquiries  into  the  subject  knew  that  when, 
in  cases  of  that  sort,  the  law  was  allowed, 
as  it  was  said,  to  take  its  course,  the  sure 
result  was  to  make  many  persons  more 
unwilling  to  prosecute  than  they  were 
before,  to  increase  the  number  of  acquittals, 
where  there  were  prosecutions,  and  conse- 
quentlv  to  bring  aoout  that  state  of  things 
so  well  described  by  the  present  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin,  who  saia,  that  he  met 
with  instances  in  his  own  neighbourhood 
of  persons  of  the  best  character  not  only 
refusing  to  prosecute,  but  labouring  iq 
every  way  to  promote  the  escape  of  the 
guilty  because  the  law  denounced  death 
against  the  offences,  and  they  could  not 
bring  themselves  to  incur  even  the  remote 
and  almost  imaginary  risk  of  exposing  a 
thief  to  that  fate.  He  held  in  his  hand 
some  tables  which  proved,  beyond  alt 
possibility  of  contradiction  or  doubt,  the 
fact  of  the  unwillingness  of  Juries  to  make 
themselves  instrumental  in  giving  effect  to 
the  sanguinary  enactments  of  our  code. 
Anything  on  this  subject,  he  was  aware, 
might  be  looked  upon  as  a  work  of  su- 
pererogation, so  well  ascertained  was  the 
fact ;  but  it  was  so  clearly  and  unanswer- 
ably established  by  these  tables,  which  had 
been  drawn  up  with  great  care  and  labour 
by  Mr.  Wrightson,  formerly  a  Memlier  of 
that  House,  that  he  was  really  anxious  to 
trouble  the  House  with  them  for  a  few 
minutes.  A  comparison  was  made  of  the 
total  number  of  acquittals  on  capital 
charges  with  those  on  non-capital  charges, 
during  the  seven  years  ending  1831,  from 
which  it  appeared  that  in  England  and 
Wales  the  centesimal  proportions  of  ac- 
quittals to  commitments  on  capital  cases 
were  twenty -eight,  while  on  non-capital 
charges  the  acquittals  were  only  ten,  the 
difference  between  the  two  being  ten. 
Thus  in  England  nearly  eleven  more  out  of 
100  committed  for  trial  were  acquitted  on 


159 


Stealing  m 


{COMMONS}  DweWnff  Bwm.  160 


capital  than  on  non-capital  charges.  Again, 
in  London  and  MiddleseXy  it  appeared  the 
cente$imal  proportions  of  acquittals  to 
commitments  in  capital  cases  was  forty- 
four;  ditto,  in  non-capital  cases,  twenty ; 
the  difference  being  twenty-four.  Why 
was  this  ?  If  they  looked  at  the  number 
of  cases  in  which  executions  took  place  in 
London  and  Middlesex,  and  compared 
them  with  the  number  in  England  and 
l^ales,  the  cause  would  be  apparent.  In 
England  and  Wales  five  out  of  every  100 
were  executed ;  in  London  and  Middlesex 
ten  were  executed.  The  greater  prob- 
ability that  the  last  penalty  of  the  law 
would  be  inflicted  in  the  latter  case  made 
Juries  more  reluctant  to  convict,  as  had 
been  observed  by  Mr.  Wrightson,  the 
author  of  those  statements.  Again,  they 
had  tables  giving  the  centesimal  propor- 
tion of  executions  to  convictions,  and 
the  centesimal  proportion  of  acquittals 
to  commitments  for  the  crimes  of  rob- 
bery, burglary,  and  housebreaking,  in 
England  and  Wales,  and  in  London 
and  Middlesex.  The  first  table  was  for 
England  and  Wales,  the  second  for 
London  and  Middlesex;  embracing  a 
period  of  twenty-one  years,  from  1810  to 
1830.  Looking  at  the  first  table,  it  ap- 
peared thaty  throughout  the  whole  of  that 
period,  in  England  and  Wales,  the  execu- 
tions for  robbery  had  been  much  more 
numerous  than  for  the  other  two  crimes  in 
the  table.  The  acquittals  for  robbery  had 
been  much  more  numerous  also.  In  the 
first  period  the  proportion  of  executions  to 
convictions  had  been — for  robbery,  four- 
teen ;  for  burglary,  thirteen  ;  for  house- 
breaking, three.  The  proportion  of  ac- 
quittals for  the  same  offences  had  been  as 
36,  27,  22 ;  for  the  second  period  the 
executions  were  as  12,  6, 1 ;  in  the  third 
period  the  executions  were  as  6,  3,  1 ;  the 
acquittals  were  as  37,  21,  19.  Again, 
burglary  had  been  punished  with  death 
less  often  than  robbery,  but  more  often 
than  housebreaking.  For  instance,  in  the 
first  period  the  executions  for  burglary  and 
housebreaking  were  13  and  3  —  the  ac- 
quittals were  27  and  22 ;  in  the  second 
period  the  executions  were  6  and  1 — the 
acquittals  were  23  and  16 ;  in  the  third 

Eeriod,  when  the  executions  were  3  for 
urglary  and  1  for  housebreaking,  the 
acquittals  were  21  and  19.  Again,  com- 
paring the  second  period  with  the  first,  a 
considerable  diminution  was  found  to  have 
taken  place  in  the  number  of  executions 


for  all  the  three  crimes  in  the  tables.  A 
corresponding  decrease  would  be  remarked 
in  the  number  of  acquittals ;  in  the  first 
period  the  number  of  executions  being  as 

33,  the  number  of  acquittals  were  as  85 ; 
in  the  second  period,  the  executions  being 
as  19,  the  acquittaU  fell  down  to  60;  in 
the  third  period,  the  executions  for  burglary 
declined  in  the  proportion  of  6  to  3,  and 
the  acquittals  for  that  crime  declined  also. 
The  second  table  showed,  as  was  observed 
by  the  author  of  those  tables,  the  reluctance 
of  Juries  to  convict  of  capital  offences  in  a 
manner  still  more  striking  and  more  con- 
clusive. In  London  and  Middlesex  rob- 
bery presented  the  greatest  number  of 
executions  and  the  largest  number  of 
acquittals;  the  executions  for  robbery, 
burglary,  and  housebreaking  being,  in  the 
first  period,  6, 3, 1 — the  acquittals  37, 22, 
18 ;  in  the  second  period,  the  executions 
being  as  13, 8,  5,  and  the  acquittals  as  49, 

34,  31.  It  should  be  observed  from  that 
statement,  that  in  housebreaking,  where 
there  was  the  smallest  number  of  execu- 
tions, there  was  also  the  smaller  number 
of  acquittals,  while,  in  burglary,  a  medium 
number  of  executions  and  a  niedium 
number  of  acquittals.  Now,  there  was 
one  other  view  which  these  tables  pre- 
sented. It  appeared  that  the  executions 
in  London  and  Middlesex,^n  proportion  to 
the  convictions,  were — for  robbery  twice 
as  numerous,  for  burglary  nearly  three 
times  as  numerous,  for  nousebreaking  five 
times  as  numerous,  as  in  England  and 
Wales.  What  was  the  effect  ?  The  ac- 
quittals in  London  and  Middlesex,  in  pro- 
portion to  the  commitments  were,  during 
the  last  seven  years,  one-third  more 
numerous  than  in  England  and  Wales, 
and  that  in  each  of  the  three  crimes  about 
12  more  out  of  every  100  escaped  in  the 
former  than  in  the  latter.  He  had  troubled 
the  House  with  these  statements  because 
they'  proved,  in  the  clearest  manner,  the 
repugnance  of  Juries  to  find  persons  guilty 
of  o&nces  punishable  with  death ;  and  he 
agreed  with  the  very  ingenious  author  of 
those  statements,  and  he  thought  the 
House  would  agree  with  them,  that  no 
further  proofs  could  be  wanting.  What, 
then,  was  the  effect  of  attempting  to 
restrain  crime  by  punishments  which  tlie 
public  felt  to  be  excessive?  Why,  it  se- 
cured impunity  to  crime  in  a  great  many 
cases  where  it  ought  to  haye  been  visited 

Iwith  a  moderate  punishment.  With  re- 
spect to  the  crime  of  housebreaking,  the 
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law  had  lately  been  made  more  severe  even 
than  it  was  formerly.  Under  the  old  law 
it  was  necessary  that  property  to  the  valae 
of  5s,  should  have  been  stolen ;  but  by  the 
Act  introduced  by  Sir  Robert  Peel  that 
was  altered,  and  a  stealing  to  the  smallest 
possible  amount  constituted  the  capital 
offence.  Why  was  that  course  taken  ? 
He  did  not  recollect  any  reason  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  gave  for  it.  It  oc* 
curred  to  him,  that  it  might  have  been 
done  because  Juries  were  in  the  habit  of 
finding  the  value  of  the  property  stolen  was 
much  less  than  the  value  required  to 
constitute  the  capital  offence.  If  this 
was  the  intention  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  he  had  failed,  as  men  ever 
would  fail  who  attempted  to  legislate 
without  reference  to  the  public  feeling. 
Juries  could  not  now  secure  the  escape 
of  the  criminal  by  finding  the  property 
stolen  to  be  of  the  value  of  4s.  1  l|cf.,  but 
they  efiected  the  same  object  bv  a  verdict 
of  stealing  only.  A  similar  niilure  had 
attended  another  of  the  enactments  which 
formed  part  of  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  he  mentioned  it  in  order  to 
illustrate  and  prove  the  general  principle 
which  he  was  advocating.  By  the  old 
law  privately  stealing  in  a  dwelling-house 
to  the  value  of  40s.  was  a  capital  offence. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  acting  on  a  con- 
trary principle  to  that  which  he  had  pur- 
sued in  the  caseof  housebreaking,  raised  the 
value  to  51.  Under  the  old  law,  Juries  were 
in  the  habit,  in  a  great  number  of  cases,  of 
finding  the  property  stolen  under  the  value 
of  40f. — ^namely,  39;.  And  what  did  they 
do  now  ?  Why,  they  found  it  to  the  value 
of  99f.  A  great  deal  had  been  said,  at 
different  times,  upon  the  atrocious  and 
dangerous  character  of  the  crime  of  bur- 
glary ;  but  there  were  two  offences  con- 
&ssedly  of  much  less  criminality  and 
danger,  to  which  the  law  awarded 
the  same  punishment  that  it  did  to  a 
higher  and  graver  offence.  There  could 
not  well  be  a  stronger  instance,  although 
the  Statute-book  abounded  with  similar 
ones,  of  the  utter  disregard  of  principle  in 
the  formation  of  the  criminal  code.  While 
it  was  so— while  it  was  thus  capricious, 
and  therefore  unjust — could  it  be  expect- 
ed to  obtain  the  respect  of  the  public,  or 
be  elective  for  the  suppression  of  crime  ? 
Was  it  not  disgraceful  to  the  Legislature 
to  retain  the  capital  punishment  in  such 
cases  as  those  where  the  offence  was  com- 
paratively a  small  one,  while  in  other  states 
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they  were  making  the  experiment  whether 
the  punishment  of  death  might  not  be  dis- 
pensed with  altogether  ?  A  writer,  speak- 
ing particularly  of  the  prisons  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, said,  there  was  the  best  of  all  evi- 
dence— demonstrative  proof-^that  brutal 
treatment,  hanging,  and  gibbeting  were 
neither  the  most  economical  nor  the  most 
efficacious,  as  they  were  certainly  neither 
the  most  humane  nor  the  most  enlightened 
modes  of  punishing  crime,  or  reforming 
society.  Other  states  had  been  induced 
to  follow  the  example  so  successfully  set 
by  Pennsylvania,  and  up  to  that  time 
with  the  best  effect.  Every  one  knew, 
too,  that  the  punishment  of  death  had 
been  abolished  in  Tuscany  for  a  period  of 
twenty  years.  It  was  revived  by  the  au- 
thority of  Buonaparte,  and  had  not  since 
been  entirely  abolished,  though  it  was  very 
rarely  inflicted.  But  what  was  perhaps 
not  so  well  known  was,  that  during  a 
period  of  sixty  years  in  that  state,  taking 
three  periods  of  twenty  years ~ the  twenty 
preceaing  the  abolition,  the  twenty  during 
which  it  was  abolished,  and  the  twenty 
subsequently —  fewer  crimes  had  been 
committed  during  the  period  of  the  aboli- 
tion than  in  either  the  preceding  or  the 
subsequent  periods.  It  was  one  of  those 
cases  which,  as  a  matter  of  history,  might 
appear  more  surprising  than  fiction.  But 
he  would  mention  a  case  which  must  come 
home  to  themselves  and  to  their  own  feel- 
ings. It  was  well  known  that  during  the 
time  that  the  amiable  and  kind-hearted 
Sir  James  Mackintosh  (a  name  never  to  be 
mentioned  without  feelings  of  deep  regret 
for  his  loss)  was  Recorder  of  Bombay,  (a 
period  of  seven  years),  the  punishment  of 
death  was  entirely  discontinued.  If  the 
experiment  ever  was  to  fail,  its  failure 
might  have  been  expected  in  such  a  place 
as  Bombay — a  crowded  Indian  sea-port» 
composed  of  a  mixed,  and  even  shifting 
population.  But  what  was  the  result? 
It  had  been  most  successful,  for  Sir  James 
Mackintosh  declared  from  the  bench  in 
his  last  charge,  when  he  was  going  to 
return  to  England,  that  the  district  had 
been  governed  without  one  capital  punish- 
ment, and  with  no  increase  of  crime. 
He,  however,  was  not  at  that  moment 
advocating  any  such  extensive  alteration 
in  the  laws  of  this  country ;  all  he  asked 
was,  to  make  the  written  enactments  con- 
formable to  what,  with  a  few  exceptions, 
was  the  actual  practice.  If  he  obtained 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  he  should  propose 
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ta  abolish  the  puoi^bment  of  death  alto- 
eether  for  these  ofieDces,  and  io  place  of 
death  to  g;ive  the  Judges  the  power  at 
their  discretion  of  punishing  the  criminal 
by  imprisonment  or  hard  labour,  or  by 
transportation  for  seven  or  fourteen  years, 
or  by  imprisonment  and  hard  labour  first, 
and  transportation  afterwards.     He  was 
convinced  that,  under  such  a  law  as  that, 
crimes  would  be  much  more  certain  of 
being  punished  than  they  now  were,  which 
every  one  would  admit  to  be  the  great 
object  to  be  aimed  at  in  all  legislation 
with  a  view  to  its  efficiency.     No  one 
could  have  looked  into  the  subject  without 
being  aware  of  the  great  increase  of  crime 
in  late  years.     He  hardly  supposed  that 
would  be  used  as  an  argument  against  his 
Motion.     But  those  crimes  had  increased, 
not  only  in  spite  of,  but,  as  he  thought, 
because  of,  the  present  injudicious  system 
of  criminal  jurisprudence ;  but,  be  that  as 
it  might,  the  fact,  though  to  be  deplored, 
was  what  no  man  could  be  surprised  at. 
What  had  been  done  to  check  the  increase 
of  crime?     Almost  nothing.    We  bad, 
perhaps,  the  most  inefficient  police  in  the 
world.     It  was  true,  that  in  the  metropolis 
there  was  a  police,  founded,  as  he  thought, 
on  sprae  wrong  principles,  being  too  much 
dependent  on  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  time  being,  but  still  an  efficient  police ; 
but,  throughout   the  country  generally, 
there  was    nothing  which    deserved  the 
name  of  a  police,  and  consequently  one  of 
the  great  means  of  preventing  crime  was 
wanting.    Then,  with  respect  to  our  gaols, 
we  had  good  laws  it  was  true,  but  they 
were,  in  many  cases,  shamefully  neglect- 
ed, and  even  in  one  of  the  prisons  in  this 
metropolis,  he  was  told  there  was  hardly 
anythmg  which  deserved  the  name  of 
classification  of  prisoners  observed  in  it. 
Again  what  had  they  done  for  the  im- 
provement or  education  of  the  people? 
So  far  from  having  attended  to  that  sub- 
ject, they  had  allowed  a  whole  generation 
to  grow  up  in  the  manufacturing  towns 
under  circumstances  which  made  it  impos- 
sible for  them  to  obtain  any  mental  im- 
provement whatever.  Neither  should  they 
overlook  the  effect  of  such  laws  as  those 
now  under  consideration  in  demoralizing 
the  people.    He  could  conceive  few  things 
more  prejudicial  to  the  morality  of  the 
people,  or  to  the  interests  of  justice,  than 
the  practice  of  Juries  finding  what  had  been 
called  compassionate  verdicts  in  opposition 
to  the  strongest  evidence!  and,  in  other 


words,  uttering  a  falsehood-^oommiltiog; 
perjury  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  giving 
effect  to  the  law.  The  Legislature  lia^ 
begun  to  alter  this  system,  but  it  must  gq 
on  still  further.  He  l^new  the  reform 
which  he  was  then  proposing  was  a 
very  trifling  one  and  went  but  a  very 
little  way  towards  the  accomplishment 
of  those  objects,  but  if  it  was  adapted  it 
would  at  least  cure  the  anomaly  of  treat* 
ipg  cases  of  petty  theft  with  the  ^am^ 
severity  aa  murder  and  parriqidei  aad 
would  enable  prosecutors,  witpessess  and 
Juries  to  punish  guilt  in  many  cases,  which 
they  would  not  do  at  present,  without  Tior 
lenqe  to  their  feelipgs  and  cpnsciengeSt 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  bv  movi^| 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  repeal 
of  so  much  of  the  7th  ^nd  8th  of  Geo.  4th9 
c.  29,  s,  12»  as  «Dact«,  that  if  any  person 
shall  break  and  enter  anv  dwelling-uouia, 
and  steal  tb^r^in  any  cWtel»  mo^^y*  or 
valuably  s^urity,  to  any  Yi^lue  wbataver, 
or  shall  steal  any  such  property,  to  any 
yalue  whatever,  iq  any  dwalling^iouse, 
any  paraon  therein  being  put  in  feari  <^very 
such  oflfander  being  conyictod  thereoif 
shall  suiter  death  ai  a  fi^lon.  , 

The  Solicitor  OeMpral  did  not  by  any 
means  rise  to  oppose  th^  Motion  of  bif 
hon.  friend.  .On  the  contrary,  no  object 
was  nearer  his  heart  than  that  the  punish* 
ment  of  death  should  b^  abolished  whero- 
ever  it  was  found  practicable  to  abolish  it ; 
although  he  was  not  ^anguine  enough  tp 
believe  that  it  would  ever  be  possil^e  to 
abolish  it  altogether.  Crimes  pf  violencQ, 
he  feared,  they  must  continue  tp  be  nndejr 
the  painful  necessity  of  yisiting  wiih  dQath. 
For  murder,  for  burglary,  for  ^^son,  for  aV 
crimes  which  threatenea  life,  it  seemed  tp 
him  thatthepunishment  of  death  accorded 
with  thQ  natural  feelings  of  maq.  Until 
two  years  ago  the  criminal  code  of  Eng- 
land was  one  of  uqexampl^d  severity. 
But  it  must  not  be  forgotten,  that  very  im- 
portant measures  had  been  adopted  for  the 
purpose  of  diminishing  that  severity*  He 
was  happy  to  say,  that  since  his  M^esty'a 
present  Qpvernment  had  come  into  power, 
in  the  course  of  the  last  year,  the  oi- 
fences  of  coining,  of  forgery,  gf  sheep- 
stealing,  of  horse-stealing^  of  stealing  in  a 
dwelling-house,  all  of  wniob  bad  formerly 
been  capital,  had  been  made  npt  capital 
offences.  He  felt  the  country  was  under 
considerable  obligation  to  the  right  hpo. 
member  fgr  Tamworth  for  the  great  efforts 
be  had  made  in  ameliorating  tne  .criwinil 
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^de  of  Ui6  cauntry ;  and  he  vw  glad  that 
t^at  right  hon.  Baronet  was  absent,  as  it 
afforded  him  a  more  fitting  opportunity  of 
expressing  his  sincere  gratitude  to  him. 
Bqt  how  it  cameto  pass^  that  the  criminal 
law,  notwithstanding  a  wish  for  its  ame- 
lioration, had  been  made  more  severe  upon 
certain  points,  he  was  at  a  Joss  to  conceive, 
Yet  so  it  was,  thati  as  the  law  now  stood, 
if  a  boy  ware,  in  passing  a  pastrycook's 
shop,  to  take  a  faney  to  a  bua  or  a  oake, 
and  pqt  his  hand  through  the  glass  of  the 
window  to  get  possession,  that  would  be 
construed  into  a  breaking  aad  entering, 
and  be  looked  upon  as  a  capital  fblony ; 
or,  if  ha  were  to  break  the  window  with  a 
sticki  and  put  it  in,  that  also  would  be  a 
constructive  breaking  and  entering  of  a 
similar  description.  He  was  glad,  there* 
fore,  that  his  hon,  friepdi  the  member  for 
Maldon*  had  drawn  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  subject,  as  it  was  right  that 
the  law,  in  so  mr,  at  least,  should  be 
amended,  Upon  other  parts  of  the  Mo* 
tion,  however,  ha  must  confers  that  he  en- 
tertamad  strong  doubU.  If,  for  instance, 
a  person  W  persona  entered  a  house  with 
intent  \^  ateai,  and  pnt  the  inhabitants  in 
bodily  fear,  who  would  venture  to  say, 
that  that  ought  not  to  be  considered  a 
capital  offence  ?  Highway  robbery  was 
looked  upon  as  a  capital  offence,  and  was 
so  admitted  by  the  hon.  Idember  who  in- 
troduced the  Motion,  because  the  party 
attaeked  was  placed  in  bodily  fear  of  his 
life.  Why,  then,  should  it  not  be  consi- 
dered a  capital  felony  to  enter  a  dwelling 
with  intent  to  rob  and  place  the  inmates 
in  equal  fear?  Upon  tbe^e  grounds  it 
was,  that  he  should,  in  the  future  stages  of 
the  Bill  (should  it  be  introduced),  suggest 
thut  its  provisions  should  not  go  further 
than  related  to  breaking  into  a  dwelling- 
house  in  the  day  time,  where  the  parties 
were  not  put  in  bodily  fear.  He  fully 
concurred  with  those  hon.  Members  who 
advocated  a  total  revision  of  our  penal 
code;  but  be  must)  at  the  same  time, 
point  out  the  inconvenience  likely  to  arise 
from  every  hon.  Member  taking  his  own 
view,  and  introducing  his  own  separate 
measure  for  that  purpose.  I^et  the  House 
but  consider  for  a  moment  that  there  were 
at  preient  ten  notices  of  motions  pn  the 
.t>ook8  for  the  amendment  of  the  penal, 
•and  fifteen  for  revisions  of  the  civil  law  of 
the  country.  Surely  this  was  not  the 
most  effectual  course  of  proceeding.  Go- 
TarnmeDt  were  moft  any  ions  to,  remedy, 


the  evils  which  existed ;  but  surely  it  was 
not  too  much  to  expect  that  time  should 
be  allowed  to  make  that  uniform  revision 
which  was  considered  on  all  hands  to  be 
necessary.  If  $ach  hon.  Member,  acting 
upon  his  own  su^estion,  were  to  intro< 
duce  his  own  specific  mode  of  redress,  it 
would  be  impossible  that  any  thing  like  a 
general  and  uniform  revision  could  be 
brought  about. 

Mr.  Wynn  concurred  in  the  observa* 
tions  of  the  hon,  and  learned  Solicitor 
General,  and  was  rather  surprised  that 
they  had  not  led  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  propose  a  Committee  on. 
the  subject.  For  his  own  part,  he  hadf 
for  the  fast  twenty  years,  been  actively  and 
earnestly  engaged  in  endeavouring  to 
bring  about  a  reform  in  the  penal  laws 
of  this  country,  both  in  and  out  of  office; 
He  had  been  a  member  of  the  different 
Committees  obtained  by  Sir  Samuel 
Romilly  and  Sir  James  Mackintosh,  and 
had  thoroughly  investigated  the  various 
gronnds  upon  which  a  mitigation  of  our 
penal  code  was  sought  for  by  both  those 
great  men.  He  had  always  thought  that 
a  different  construction  ought  to  be  put 
upon  the  law  relating  to  offences  which 
might,  with  due  caution,  be  prevented, 
such  as  robberies  from  the  person,  and 
others  of  a  different  nature.  For  instance, 
every  person  who  fastened  up  his  house  in 
order  to  proceed  about  his  lawful  and 
necessary  occnpations  was  entitled,  fromi 
the  laws  of  his  country,  to  the  highest  prOf- 
taction  which  those  laws  could  bestow,  in 
order  that  the  property  so  lefl  should  re^ 
main  uninjured.  Gentlemen  must  know, 
that  cases  occurred  in  which  the  whole 
savings  of  an  industrious  life  were  carried 
off;  and  he  certainly  was  afraid,  unless 
some  effective  system  of  secondary  punish- 
ment could  be  devised,  that  to  abolish  the 
punishment  of  death  in  all  cases  would  be 
an  incentive  to  robbery.  He  thought  the 
offence  of  forcibly  entering  houses  with 
intent  to  rob,  and  putting  the  inmates  in 
bodily  fear,  should  be  placed  on  the  same 
footing,  as,  doubtless,  persons  so  placed 
would  be  likely  to  resist,  and  that  resist- 
ance would  lead  to  the  loss  of  life  on  the 
part  of  the  person  resisting ;  and  if  so,  the 
aggressor  should  be  subject  to  the  severest 
penalty  of  the  law.  He  would  not  now 
say  whether  hereafter  it  might  not  be 
deemed  advisable  to  substitute  secondary 
punishment  in  certain  cases  of  this  descrip- 
tion ;  but  should  such  be  the  case^  still 
G2 
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tbey  ought  to  be  very  cautious.  He 
should  be  sorry  to  see  the  House  sanction- 
ing a  Bill  which  weut  so  far  as  this  one 
did,  at  least  for  the  present.  Hereafter, 
when  the  system  of  secondary  punishments 
had  been  more  thoroughly  investigated 
and  matured,  the  proposed  measure  might 
be  proper.  They  should,  however,  pro- 
ceed gradually,  and  he,  therefore,  consi- 
dered it  more  desirable  that  the  House 
should  wait  and  see  the  effect  of  the  Bill 
passed  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament. 
For  his  own  part  he  should  prefer  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  up-stairs  on 
the  subject,  as  it  would  give  scope  for 
more  general  inquiry  and  an  opportunity 
of  obtaining  further  information.  When 
any  hon.  Member  introduced  a  bill,  no 
natter  bow  limited  its  operation,  he  felt 
in  some  degree  pledged  and  committed  to 
it,  without  being  able  to  go  into  the  more 
extensive  details  of  the  general  question. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  the  hon.  Member 
would  alter  his  Motion  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee,  which  would  be 
attended  with  this,  amongst  many  other 
advantages,  that  it  would  give  them  an 
opportunity  of  obtaining  the  advice  and 
assistance  of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown, 
from  which  the  greatest  benefits  must 
arise. 

Mr.  Lloyd  said,  it  ought  not  to  be  lost 
sight  of— that  there  was  a  wide  distinction 
between  putting  a  man's  life  in  jeopardy 
and  taking  it  away,  though  both  offences 
were  punished  with  death.  He  was  aware 
of  the  difficulty  suggested  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General — namely,  that 
there  were  so  many  notices  of  motions  on 
these  subjects  that  all  the  good  effect  of 
revising  the  law  was  in  danger  of  being  de- 
feated .  There  was  on  e  objection  which  he 
felt  to  this  measure  in  its  present  stage. 
The  Bill  of  his  hon.  and  learned  friend, 
the  member  for  Liverpool,  it  was  well 
known,  received  what  was  called  an 
amendment,  in  another  place,  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  a  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
Having  witnessed  its  practical  Working,  he 
was  very  much  inclined  to  doubt  whether 
it  was  such  an  Amendment  as  ought  to  in- 
duce the  House  to  dispense  with  the  pos- 
sibility of  a  capital  punishment,  so  rarely 
exercised.  As  the  Bill  originally  stood, 
by  the  7th  and  8th  George  4tb,  not  only 
was  breaking  into  a  dwelling-house,  and 
putting  a  person  in  fear,  made  capital,  but 
stealing  in  a  dwelling-house  above  the 
value  of  6/.  was  also  made  a  capital  offence. 


By  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  friend,  the  member 
for  Liverpool,  these  Offences  were  made 
not  capital ;  and  it  waa  left  to  the  discre-* 
tion  of  the  presiding  Judge  whether  the 
sentence  should  be  transportation  or  im- 
prisonment. In  another  place,  an  Amend- 
ment was  introduced,  by  which  it  was 
made  imperative  upon  the  Judges  to  trans- 
port for  life  in  all  those  cases,  and  also  in 
cases  of  cattle-stealing.  Now,  at  the  last 
Assizes  at  which  he  attended,  a  trial  took 
place,  the  circumstances  of  which  were 
these: — ^A  boy,  tempted  by  an  oppor* 
tunity  which  presented  itself,  stole  from 
the  till  of  his  master  a  sum  of  above  5L 
He  was  detected — he  did  not  attempt  to 
run  away — he  confessed  the  theft,  and  ex- 
hibited the  greatest  contrition ;  so  much 
so,  that  his  master,  he  believed,  would  have 
taken  him  back :  at  all  events,  he  attended 
in  Court  to  give  him  a  good  character,  and 
so  did  other  persons.  He  was  advised  to 
plead  **  guilty'^ — ^the  poor  lad  pleaded 
guilty  accordingly;  and  the  Judge  was 
actually  obliged  by  the  Statute  to  sentence 
him  to  transportation  for  life ;  whereas,  if 
the  Judge  had  had  any  discretion  vested 
in  him,  he  would  not  have  sentenced  the 
lad  to  more  than  six  months'  imprison- 
ment. He  was  well  aware  that,  on  repre- 
sentation being  made  in  the  proper  quarter, 
this  sentence  might  be  mitigated, and  that 
application  it  would  be  his  duty  to  make; 
but,  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  the  usual  an- 
swer was,  that  certainty  of  punishment  is 
substituted  for  severity;  and  there  was, 
therefore,  a  disinclination  to  do  away  with 
the  effect  of  the  punishment.  The  House 
might  not  be  aware  that  transportation  for 
life  was  now  a  very  severe  punishment; 
because  there  must  be  hard  service  for  the 
space  of  eight  years  before  any  mitigation 
could  take  place;  which  made  it  a  tre- 
mendous penalty,  more  especially  when 
the  Judge  had  no  discretion,  and  when  it 
was  inflicted  indiscriminatelv  on  every 
description  of  persons.  He  declared  that 
making  it  compalsory  on  the  Judge  to 
sentence  the  prisoner  to  transportation  for 
life  excited  more  abhorrence  m  his  mind 
even  than  the  farce  of  passing  sentence  of 
death  upon  a  number  of  men  upon  whom 
it  was  never  intended  to  execute  the  sen- 
tence. Unless  they  could  be  guaranteed 
against  a  similar  amendment  being  intro- 
duced, in  the  same  place,  in  this  Bin,  be 
for  one,  should  be  disinclined  to  give  his 
vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, much  as  he,  from  his  soul,  ab- 
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homd  the  severity  and  disproportionate  |  capitally  every  year,  yet  there  are  no  more 
effects  of  capital  punishment.    The  pro«    than  five  or  six  of  them  found  deserving  of 


position  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Wynn)  was,  in  his  opinion,  an  eligible  one. 
He  thought  that  there  ought  to  be  a  Board 
or  Committee  established — whether  of 
Members  of  the  Legislature,  or  others,  he 
cated  not,  but  of  persons  acquainted 
with  these  matters,  who  might  be  engaged 
in  a  revision  of  the  whole  of  the  civil  and 
criminal  law.  By  adopting  that  plan, 
they  would  be  able  to  incorporate  all  the 
improvements  that  might  suggest  them* 
aelves  to  practical  men,  without  the  cum- 
bersome mode  which  would  otherwise 
have  to  be  followed.  It  should  be  recol- 
lected that  all  the  information  they  hitherto 
had  on  the  subject  of  secondary  punish- 
ment was  of  tne  most  meagre  character; 
that  the  question — important  as  it  was — 
was  still  in  abeyance ;  and  till  some  posi- 
tive conclusion  upon  it  had  been  arrived 
at,  he  was  afraid  it  would  not  be  to  any 

i>ractical  advantage  that  the  House  should 
^slate. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  thought  most 
of  the  difficulties  arose  from  the  imperfect 
specification  of  offences  bv  our  laws ;  and 
be  could,  on  that  occasion,  not  refrain 
from  deprecating  the  mode  in  which  the 
amendment  of  the  criminal  code  had 
generally  been  attempted.  The  hon. 
member  for  Maldon  was  fortunate  in 
having  found  an  early  hour  of  the  night 
for  the  discussion  ;  but  the  greater  part,  or 
even  the  whole,  of  the  alterations  hitherto 
made,  were  proposed  at  midnight  sittings, 
or  sittings  after  midnight.  Even  the  great 
measure  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
member  for  Tamworth,  by  which  the  whole 
criminal  law  of  England  was  altered,  was 
a  midnight  measure.  He  would  beg  to 
suggest  to  the  hon.  member  for  Maldon, 
that,  if  a  Commission  were  to  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  all  offences  against  pro- 
perty, it  would  be  advisable  in  him  to 
witmlraw  his  Motion  for  the  present.  At 
the  same  time  he  must  observe,  that  the 
first  part  of  it  was  so  reasonable  that,  if 
the  hon.  Member  pressed  it,  he  (Mr.  Fer- 
gusson) would  support  it.  With  respect 
to  the  law  itself,  he  thought  the  invariable 
practice  should  be  that  a  fixed  and  certain 
punishment  was  to  be  the  general  rule, 
and  mercy  and  pardon  in  certain  cases 
the  exception.  Upon  this  ground  it  was 
that  he  was  anxious  to  ameliorate  the  law, 
and  not  let  it  go  forth  to  Europe,  that 

white  wo  a^tquocd  400  or  500  persons 


the  punishment  of  death. 

Mr.  Efoart  adverted  to  the  observation 
of  an  hon.  Member,  that  by  a  Bill  intro* 
duced  last  year,  the  Judges  were  obliged 
to  inflict  one  undeviating  system  of  pu- 
nishment.    That  was,  however,  not  his 
fault;  for  though  he  had  introduced  the 
Bill,  the  clause  complained  of  had  been 
introduced  in  another  place.     Much  had 
been   said  about  the  manner  in  which 
capital  punishments  were  mitigated,  and 
no  doubt  they  were  mitigated;    but  his 
objection  was,  that  mitigation  was  left  to 
the  operation  of  a  secret  tribunal.    There 
was  not  in  that  House,  there  was  not  in 
the  country,  a  single  individual  who  could, 
for  a  moment,  suppose  that  this  power^ 
vested  as  it  was  in  the  Secretary  of  State 
for   the  Home  Department,    would    be 
abused;  but  still  his  objection  remained 
undiminished — the    mitigation    was    the 
work  of  a  secret  tribunal,  and  was  not  the 
working  of  the  law  of  the  land.     It  was 
an  arbitration  that  ought  not  to  be  left  to 
any  private  person  or  set  of  persons.     It 
was  not  to  the  practice,  but  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  such  a  tribunal  that    he    ob- 
jected.   He  did  not  object  to  it  because 
it  was  abused,  but  because  it  might  be.  The 
right  hon.  member  for  Montgomeryshire 
had  said,  in  effect,  that  there  were  so 
many  mitigations  in  our  code  proposed, 
that  the  number  was  quite  startling  to  the 
orthodox  maintainors  of  the  existing  law ; 
his  argument  was  valid,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent ;  but  because  there  was  a  necessity  for 
certain  previous  investigations,  was  the 
House,  in  all  cases,  to  wait  ?  Was  it  de- 
sirable that  it  should  be  considered  whether 
some    crimes   were  properly   punishable 
or  not?   Was  it  to  pause  in  abrogating 
those  punishments  which   were  far  too 
severe  for  the  crimes  to  which  they  were 
affixed  ?  It  was  said,  that  the  question  of 
secondary  punishments  was  an  open  ques- 
tion.   It  was  true,  that  a  gentleman  had 
been  sent  to    America    to  inquire  into 
secondary  punishments;  butbecausehe  was 
making  his  inquiries,  were  they  to  wait, 
when  a  necessity  had  been  made  out — and 
he  contended  that  his  hon.  friend  had 
made  out  a  necessity — for  a  Bill  like  the 
present  ?  Certainlv  not ;  and  he,  for  one, 
would  most  cordially  and  strenuously  sup- 
port his  hon.  friend.    It  had  been  asserted, 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
bcid  just  sat  dowo»  tb^t  the  unsatisfactory 
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did  not  retrace  its  steps  the^stablishineDt 
of  a  country  police  and  the  patching  up 
of  the  criminal  code  would  not  prevent 
the  occurrence  of  similar  events  in 
England. 

Mr.  HiU  regretted  that  a  man  of  the 
talents  of  Mr.  Cobbett  should  clothe  him- 
self in  the  worn-out  vocabulary  of  preju- 
diced invective,  so  long  worn  only  by  the 
ignorant  and  the  malevolent.  If  the  hon. 
Member's  argument  was  good  for  anything, 
it  was  for  their  returning  omnmo  to  the 
state  of  things  which  obtained  in  his 
Iwded  golden  era  of  1760.  They  should 
re-adopt  the  bloody  penal  code  of  that 
period;  they  should  re-enact  the  capital 
punishments  for  minor  offences  then  in 
force,  with  all  the  baneful  consequences 
of  such  sanguinary  enactments.  Was  the 
hon.  Member  aware  that  after  the  riot  of 
1780  the  inhabitants  of  London  were 
banged  in  scores  for  participating  in  those 
riots.  The  hon.  Member  objected  to  im- 
provements because  they  were  brought 
from  America  and  France,  and  the  hon. 
Member  was  scandalized  that  an  English- 
man should  travel  out  of  his  own  country 
even  for  the  purposes  of  improvement. 
He  had  read  works  of  the  hon.  Member's 
in  which  the  people  had  been  called  upon 
to  turn  their  eyes  to  America,  to  France, 
and  other  countries,  where  everything 
was  better  than  in  our  own.  [Mr.  Cobbett 
— Never !]  It  appeared  that  he  had  mis- 
read those  works.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
he  was  incorrect,  that  he  had  read  them 
all  the  wrong  way  upwards.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  there  was  not  a  single  allusion 
to  the  cheapness  and  excellence  of 
American  government.  Did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  say,  that  we  might 
go  across  the  Atlantic  for  one  im- 
provement, and  shut  our  eyes  to  ano- 
ther ?  That  we  were  to  look  for  cheap 
Government  and  laws?  That  we 
were  to  learn  one  thingt  and  refuse  to 
listen  to  anything  else  ?  The  hon.  Mem* 
ber  had  taken  up  the  cast-oiF  prejudices 
which  everybody  else  had  discarded  with 
contempt ;  and  whether  the  hon.  Member 
abased  the  Jews  on  one  day,  or  the  French 
or  Americans  on  another,  he  must  say  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  wiUi  all  his  admira- 
tion of  his  talents — and  no  man  had 
a  greater— that  he  was  pandering  to  the 
▼ery  worst  prejudices  of  the  lowest  of  man- 
kind. The  question  before  the  House, 
however,  from  which  he  had  wandered 
was  the  Bill  brought  forward  so  ably 


and  satisfactorily  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Maldon.    The  question  was^  whether 
or  not  that  House  was  to  proceed  in  its 
career  of  continuing  the  number  of  capital 
punishments,  which   still   deformed  the 
criminal  code  of  this  kingdom.    He  bad 
observed,  with  only  one  exception,  that 
there  existed  throughout  that  House,  the 
stron{j;est  conviction  that  the  crimes  in  our 
code,  to  which  capital  punishments  were 
affixed,  were  still  too  numerous ;  and  the 
only  difference  was,  as  to  the  best  mode 
of  getting  rid  of  some,  if  not  the  greater 
part  of   them.     There  was  also,   some 
aifference  as  to  the  principle  to  be  applied 
as  a  test  to  this  question.    It  appeared  to 
him  that  they  ought  steadily  to  look  to  the 
principle  whether  or  not  men»  abstractedly 
speakmg,  deserved   capital  punishment. 
It  could  not  be  denied  that  if  the  object  of 
punishment  was  to  diminish  crimci  capital 
punishments  whether  deserved  or  unde- 
served had  not  that  effect ;  but  in  many 
instances  had  the  contrary  effect  of  in- 
creasing them.    Let  that  be  the  test,  and 
he  invited  the  attention  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  to  it.    He  felt, 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  as 
to  the  moral  turpitude  of  a  man  who 
broke  into  a  house,  disturbed,  alarmed, 
and  agitated  the  family,  and  put  them  in 
fear.     That  was,  no  doubt,  one  of  the 
greatest  breaches   of  social  order  that 
could  possibly  be  committed ;  and  be  was 
willing  to  admit,  that  if  experience  had 
shown  that  patting  men  to  death  secured 
the  peace  of  society,  and  the  absence  of 
causes  of  fear  and  disquiet  in  the  commu- 
nity at  large,  he  should  be  sorry,  machas 
he  valued  human  existence,  to  repeal  laws, 
which  though  they  were  severe,  gave  so 
much  advantage  to  the  people  at  large.  But 
when  he  found  that,  m  point  of  fact,  the 
fear  of  this  punishment  seemed  to  operate 
more  upon  the  minds  of  the  Jury  who 
were  called  upon  to  convict,  than  upon 
those  who  were  to  be  convicted;   and 
when  this  punishment  gave  a  substantial 
privilege  to  those  who  were  to  be  tried; 
he  then  came  back  to  those  punishments 
which,  though  not  so  severe  in  appearance, 
were  more  certain  in  execution — and  be 
referred  to  experience  in  England  and 
abroad — whether   it  was   not  better  to 
ordain  a  certain  small  punishment,  than 
an  uncertain  large  one.    He,  therefore, 
certainly  was  anxious  to  support  the  hon* 
Gentleman's  Bill;    but   he  nevertheless 
concuiT^  in  the  snggastions  made  l>y  tha 
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|i«opto  tnad^  fit  solemn  barg:aitt  that  ibey 
th<iuld  6i\|oy  th«  Common  and  Statute  Law 
of  England,  which  they  eUim^d  aa  theif 
biiih-ri|;ht  Oracioua  Qtul  I  under  these 
cifcumatancei  waa  it  not  a  little  too  much 
that  tnfen  ahould  go  t5  Amertea  to  learn 
bow  t6make  lawi  for  thia  country  f  A 
eargo  of  law  waa  ahtpped  from  Liverpool 
to  Ameriea  to  be  mixod  up  with  the  law 
theie^  but  he  hoped  tYm.  they  would  laugh 
M  the  BtaCF  when  it  ahould  be  brought 
baekk  He  had  lived  in  Amariea  about  ten 
yeara  and  a  half  altogether,  and  was  ac- 
qnatnted  with  many  intelligent  persons 
there»  and  amongst  others  with  several 
iawyerS)  and  they  all  concurred  in  stating 
that  every  departure  which  had  been 
made  fhim  the  law  of  England  was  a 
chang^  fbr  the  vrorse.  Now  for  his  project 
for  dtering  the  law«  It  was  thts$  he 
would  go  Imck  to  the  period  when  Q«orge 
dnl  asoended  the  throne,  and  taking  all 
the  Acta  which  had  been  pased  since  that 
time  relative  to  the  criminal  law,  he  would 
fling  them  into  the  6re.  It  was  with 
surprise  he  had  heard  the  SoHoitof-Qeneral 
(bt-  whom  -he  entertained  some  lespect^ 
beoause  he  believed  his  intentions  to  be 
good,^it  was  with  some  surprise^  that  he 
heard  him  talk  of  further  mitigations  of 
the  severity  of  the  criminal  code.  Much 
bad  been  said^  for  many  years  past,  of 
ftoftening  the  criminal  code,  but  he  had 
watched  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
pretty  closely^  and  as  far  aa  ralated  to  the 
eommon  people,  he  had  seen  that  code  at 
every  rolling  round  of. the  sun  grow  hardef 
and  harder towatdsthem.  Did  not  the  8oli^ 
ciior>-General  know  that  Magistrates  at 
their  Quarter  Sessions  could  now  transport 
a  man  for  seven  years  for  poaching  ?  To 
he  sure  the  punisliment  of  the  pillory  had 
been  abolished.  In  a  thoughtless  moment 
the  Judges  sentenced  a  Lord  to  stand  in 
the  pillory.  It  was  immediately  discovered 
to  be  a  barbarous  and  inhuman  punish- 
ment,-^one  which  could  only  have  been 
thought  of  by  our  ignorant  ancestors,  and 
it  waa  put  an  end  to  at  once.  Another 
Lord  put  an  end  to  his  existence,  and  the 
practice  of  burying  auicides  in  cross-roads 
was  not  long  suffered  to  continue.  He 
waa  sometimes  wicked  enough  to  wish 
that  a  Lord  vrould  go  out  poaching,  and 
then  the  cruel  laws  on  that  subject  would 
be  aboliahed  to  a  certainty.  Was  it  not 
monstrous  that  a  man  could  be  transported 
for  seven  years  for  being  in  pursuit  of  a 

b«re  or  ft  pheaMot,  irtiicbi  it)  law^  u  well 


as  in  reaao^,  was  as  mneh  the  pronerty  of 
the  poor,  as  of  the  rich  [jVIo,  moj  ?  He 
questioned  whether  any  iawyer  would  cry 
"  the  Solicitor-General  vmuld  not. 


no, 


He  repeated  that  game  was  the  property 
of  all  mankind — of  the  poor,  as  well  as  of 
the  rich.  There  was  another  little  law 
under  which  a  man  could  be  hanged  for 
resisting  a  game-keeper;  but  he  never 
heard  of  any  attempts  to  mitigate  its  seve* 
rity.  A  man  who  defended  himself 
against  a  game-keeper  who  wished  to  take 
him,  in  order  to  have  him  transported  for 
following  a  hare  was  guilty  of  a  capital 
offence.  This  was  a  new  law,  not  one 
framed  by  our  ignorant  ancestoie,  and 
under  it  no  less  than  forty  men  had  within 
the  last  twenty  years  been  hanged  by  the 
nobility  and  gentry  of  England,  in  order 
to  preserve  their  game^  Ay,  let  that  re-* 
sound  in  their  ears  when  they  were  talking 
about  softening  the  criminal  code.  They 
had  not  that  law  in  America.  Formerly 
it  was  a  capital  offence  to  break  into  a 
house  and  steal  to  the  value  of  12(£. ;  that 
sum  was  subsequently  raised  to  40s. ;  but 
the  persons  who  made  the  alteration  did 
not  consider  the  change  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  value  of  money,  for  at  the 
time  the  law  was  enacted  lid,  would  buy 
two  fat  sheep.  It  had  been  said,  that 
Grime  in  this  country  had  increased  in 
consequence  of  the  want  of  education* 
He  had  hoped  never  again  to  hear  that 
asserted,  because  nothing  could  be  mora 
contrary  to  the  faCt.  Let  any  person 
draw  four  columns,  and  set  down  the 
amountof  taxes,  of  poor-rateSyof  crime,  and 
of  education  at  the  period  when  George  3rd 
ascended  the  throne,  and  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, and  he  would  find  that  they  had 
all  gone  on  increasing  together.  It  waa 
impossible  for  any  one  who  did  nOt  blind 
hhnself  to  the  fact  to  fail  to  perceive  that 
taxation  was  the  cause  of  the  increase  of 
crime.  The  hon.  member  for  Maldon 
had  talked  of  the  want  of  a  country  police. 
He  was  sorry  to  hear  a  country  gentleman 
utter  such  sentiments.  At  the  time  the 
hon.  Member  was  born  no  one  felt  the 
want  of  a  country  police.  England  had 
for  centuries  mocked  at  the  French  on 
account  of  their  gendarmerie,  who  acted 
as  spies  on  the  soldiers,  as  well  as  the 
people,  and  now  it  was  proposed  to  intro>* 
duce  them  here.  The  gendarmerie,  how<^ 
ever,  did  not  prevent  the  burning  of  the 
title-^eeds  of  the  nobility,   and   driving 
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did  oot  retrace  iU  steps  th»€stablishiiient 
of  a  country  police  and  the  patchiog  up 
of  the  criminal  code  would  not  prevent 
the  occurrence  of  similar  events  in 
England. 

Mr.  HUi  regretted  that  a  man  of  the 
talents  of  Mr.  Cobbett  should  clothe  him- 
self in  the  worn-out  vocabulary  of  preju* 
diced  invective,  so  long  worn  only  by  the 
ignorant  and  the  malevolent.  If  the  hon. 
Member's  argument  was  good  for  anything, 
it  was  for  their  returning  omnino  to  the 
«tate  of  things  which  obtained  in  his 
landed  golden  era  of  1760.  They  should 
re-adopt  the  bloody  penal  code  of  that 
period;  they  should  re-enact  the  capital 
punishments  for  minor  offences  then  in 
force,  with  all  the  baneful  consequences 
of  such  sanguinary  enactments.  Was  the 
hon.  Member  aware  that  after  the  riot  of 
1780  the  inhabitants  of  London  were 
banged  in  scores  for  participating  in  those 
riots.  The  hon.  Member  objected  to  im- 
provements because  they  were  brought 
from  America  and  France,  and  the  hon. 
Member  was  scandalized  that  an  English- 
man should  travel  out  of  his  own  country 
even  for  the  purposes  of  improvement. 
He  had  read  works  of  the  hon.  Member's 
in  which  the  people  had  been  called  upon 
to  turn  their  eyes  to  America,  to  France, 
and  other  countries,  where  everything 
was  better  than  in  our  own.  [Mr.  Cobbett 
— Never !]  It  appeared  that  he  had  mis- 
read those  works.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
he  was  incorrect,  that  he  had  read  them 
all  the  wrong  way  upwards.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  there  was  not  a  single  allusion 
to  the  cheapness  and  excellence  of 
American  government.  Did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  say,  that  we  might 
go  across  the  Atlantic  for  one  im- 
provement, and  shut  our  eyes  to  ano- 
ther ?  That  we  were  to  look  for  cheap 
Government  and  laws?  That  we 
were  to  learn  one  thing,  and  refuse  to 
listen  to  anything  else  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  taken  up  the  cast«^ir  prejudices 
which  everybody  else  had  discarded  wiUi 
contempt ;  and  whether  the  hon.  Member 
abased  the  Jews  on  one  day,  or  the  French 
or  Americans  on  another,  he  must  say  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  with  all  his  admira- 
tion of  his  talents — and  no  man  had 
a  greater— that  he  was  pandering  to  the 
very  worst  prejudices  of  the  lowest  of  man- 
kind. The  question  before  the  House, 
however,  from  which  he  had  wandered 
was  the  Bill  brought  forward  so  ably 


and  satisfactorily  by  the  hwi*  member 
for  Maldon.  The  question  was^  whether 
or  not  that  House  was  to  proceed  in  its 
career  of  continuing  the  number  of  capital 
punishments,  which  still  deformed  the 
criminal  code  of  this  kingdom.  He  had 
observed,  with  only  one  exception,  that 
there  existed  throughout  that  House,  the 
strongest  conviction  that  the  crimes  in  our 
code,  to  which  capital  punishments  were 
affixed,  were  still  too  numerous;  and  the 
only  difference  was,  as  to  the  best  mode 
of  getting  rid  of  some,  if  not  the  greater 
part  of  them.  There  was  also,  some 
difference  as  to  the  principle  to  be  applied 
as  a  test  to  this  question.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  they  ought  steadily  to  look  to  the 
principle  whether  or  not  men,  abstractedly 
speakmg,  deserved  capital  punishment. 
It  could  not  be  denied  that  if  the  object  of 
punishment  was  to  diminish  crimei  capital 
punishments  whether  deserved  or  unde- 
served had  not  that  effect ;  but  in  many 
instances  had  the  contrary  effect  of  in- 
creasing them.  Let  that  be  the  test,  and 
he  invited  the  attention  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  to  it.  He  felt, 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  a« 
to  the  moral  turpitude  of  a  man  who 
broke  into  a  house,  disturbed,  alarmed, 
and  agitated  the  family,  and  put  them  in 
fear.  That  was,  no  doubt,  one  of  the 
greatest  breaches  of  social  order  that 
could  possibly  be  committed ;  and  he  was 
willing  to  admit,  that  if  experience  bad 
shown  that  putting  men  to  death  secured 
the  peace  of  society,  and  the  absence  of 
causes  of  fear  and  disquiet  in  the  commu- 
nity at  large,  he  should  be  sorry,  much  as 
he  valued  human  existence,  to  repeal  laws, 
which  though  they  were  severe,  gave  so 
much  advantage  to  the  people  at  large.  But 
when  he  found  that,  m  point  of  foct,  the 
fear  of  this  punishment  seemed  to  operate 
more  upon  the  minds  of  the  Jury  who 
were  called  upon  to  convict,  than  upon 
those  who  were  to  be  convicted;  and 
when  this  punishment  gave  a  substantial 

Erivilege  to  those  who  were  to  be  tried ; 
e  then  came  back  to  those  punishments 
which,  though  not  so  severe  in  appearance, 
were  more  certain  in  execution — and  he 
refi^rred  to  experience  in  England  and 
abroad — whether  it  was  not  better  to 
ordain  a  certain  small  punishment,  than 
an  uncertain  large  one.  He,  therefore, 
certainly  was  anxious  to  support  the  hon# 
Gentleman's  Bill;  but  he  nevertheless 
concun^  in  the  suggestions  made  by  tba 
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boo.  member  for  Stockport  and  othen, 
tbat  they  ought  not  to  confine  themselfes 
within  a  naixow  oompaat.  The  qoestion 
of  capital  paniahments  altogether  was 
not  a  large  one.  It  was  one  which  might 
be  disposed  of  by  a  Committeet  in  a  short 
time;  and  therefore^  he  shoold  suggest 
that  the  best  mode  of  disposing  of  the 
question  would  be,  to  submit  the  consider- 
ation of  the  whole  range  of  capital  punish- 
ments, as  applied  to  ofieoees  of  all  kinds, 
to  a  Committee  up-stairs^  whereby  the 
princtpie  might  be  set  at  rest,  if  not  for 
ever,  at  least  for  a  very  long  period ;  for 
every  one  must  feel  the  great  incon- 
▼enienoe— »and  he  had  no  doubt  the  hon. 
member  for  Maldon  felt  it  as  much  as  any 
hon.  Gentleman-— of  taking  this  great  sub- 
ject in  small  departments,  and  debating 
them  night  after  night,  when  the  same 
general*  principles  were  infolved  in  each. 
He  had  had  some  experience  of  criminal 
Courts,  and  he  was  opposed  to  the  Act 
brought  in  by  the  hon.  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Liverpod,  which  took  away  from 
the  Judges  the  disctetion  formerly  vested 
in  them,  and  made  it  imperative  upon 
them  to  pass  a  sentence  of  transportatioo 
for  life  on  convkting  men  of  certain 
oflfettoes.  In  this. respect  the  Legislstore 
proceeded  in  a  hasty  and  premature 
manner.  They  rushed  from  umost  un- 
limited discretion  to  no  discretion  at  all, 
and  fixed  the  same  punishment  for  offences, 
which  vrere  as  different  as  possiUe  from  one 
another.  A  learned  Judgehad  described  to 
him  the  pain  he  felt  when  compelled  to 
pass  sentence  of  transportation  for  life 
upon  a  boy  under  the  following  circum- 
stances. A  man  and  a  boy  went  out  to- 
gether, and  stole  a  sheep.  The  boy  was 
ten  years  of  age,  and  clearly  acted  under 
the  control  of  his  father — not  having  a 
wife  the  relatiooship  was  no  excuse  or 
palliation  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  the  hoy  was 
therefore  convicted — ^and  it  was  the  painful 
duty  of  the  Judge  topass  sentence  of  trans- 
portation for  life  on  this  miserable  child  of 
tenyearsold ;  the  very  same  sentence  being 
passed  upon  the  father  who  was  the  author 
of  thecmne.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
right  hon .  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
ikme  Department,  had  mitigated  the 
aeveiity  of  that  sentence,  but  the  sentence 
was  publicly  passed,  and  the  ^fect  would 
not  be  easily  got  rid  of.  A  public  trial 
ought  to  be  a  moral  lesson  to  the  whole 
of  the  people;  and  if  the  fedings  of  the 
spccui9ii» were outaysd  bjnanifeat  in- 


consistencies,  how  was  it  possible  that 
they  could  preserve  that  respect  and  re- 
verence  of  the  law  which  was  afler  all,  the 
best  security  for  its  due  executkm.  Hh 
should  support  the  Motkm  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  though  at  the  same  time  he 
shouU  have  been  better  pleased  if  the 
measure  had  had  a  broader  basis,  so  that 
the  whole  general  subject  might  have  been 
settled  and  decided  upon  at  the  same 
period. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

The  Established  Church.]  Mr. 
FaUhfuU:*  In  rising  to  propose  the  Reso- 
lution of  which  I  have  given  notice,  I 
assure  the  House  that  I  do  so  with  con- 
siderable reluctance ;  not  because  I  stand 
in  doubt  as  to  its  propriety,  but  because  I 
am  a  young  Member,  a  Dissenter,  and 
destitute  of  that  talent  which  is  requisite 
in  order  to  do  the  subject  justice.  The 
Resolution  in  question  will  be  found  to 
contain  three  general  propositions.  l.Tbat 
the  Church,  as  by  law  established,  is  not 
recommended  by  practical  utility.  2.  That 
its  revenues  have  always  been  subject  to 
Legislative  enactments.  3.  That  the 
greater  part,  if  not  the  whole,  of  those 
revenues  ought  to  be  appropriated  to  the 
relief  of  the  nation.  With  regard  to  the 
fate  of  the  Resolution  in  this  House,  I  am 
by  no  means  sanguine;  but  it  will  be 
admitted  to  be  one  of  great  importance, 
in  some  measure  involving  the  interests  of 
religion,  and  closely  connected  with  the 
peace  and  prosperity  of  the  people.  To 
distingubh  between  the  Church  and  the 
Establishment  is  by  no  means  difficult. 
To  the  religion  of  the  Church  I  am  not  at 
all  hostile ;  but  the  Establishment  I  detest, 
contending  that  each  religious  sect  ought 
to  support  its  own  ministers.  Let  that  be 
done,  and  I  shall  be  content.  Now  the, 
first  eeneral  proposition  is,  that  the 
Church,  as  bv  law  establuhed,  is  not  re- 
commended by  practical  utility.  And 
here  I  would  ask,  **  has  the  establishment 
of  this  nation  the  sanction  of  Christ  or  of 
his  Apostles?'  Let  Paley  answer  the 
question.  *'  We  find  in  his  (Christ's) 
rdigion  no  scheme  of  building  up  a  hier- 
archy or  of  ministering  to  the  views  of 
human  governments.  Our  religion,  as  it 
came  out  of  the  hands  of  its  Founder  and 
his  Apostles,  exhibited  a  complete  abstrae- 
tkm  from  all  views  either  of  ecclesiastical 
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or  civH  poUcy.'^  No  man  who  is  at  all 
acquainted  with  the  Scriptures  will  be 
bold  ftoottgh  to  aisert  that  the  New  ^est'* 
ament  contains  a  single  expression  oaU 
Quitted  to.  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  a 
religiolis  astablishtnent  was  deemed  tn 
eligible  institution.  But  how  was  the 
fabric  of  Christianity  raised  ?  Not  by 
nieatis  of  the  fos4orin|p  care  of  secular 
authorityi  but  in  direct  opposition  to  all 
the  powers  and  establishments  ib  the 
world ;  .while  it  is  well  known  to  those 
who  are  acquainted  with  ecclesiastical  his- 
toi^y^  that  no  religious  establtshtnent  fex- 
isi^eid  in  the  Christian  world  till  the  time  of 
Constantinei  when «  beihg  taken  under  the 
protection  of  the  State,  the  Church  im- 
mediately began  to  Jose  its  purity* 
.  N0W9  not  only  is  it  a  fact  that  the 
Establishment  derives  no  sanction  from 
Christ  or  bis  Apostles,  but  a  little  reflec-^ 
ftion  will  be  sufficient  to  convince  any 
unpr<yudieed  dian  that  it  is  utterly  incom« 
patible  with  the  very  essence  of  Christi*^ 
anity.  What  is  Christianity?  Is  it  an 
empty  name  ?  Is  there  nothing  substantial 
or  valuHble  in  it?  If  that  be  the  case^ 
then  away  with  it  at  oncci  and  oease  to 
pay  a  set  of  men .  large  sums  of  money 
for  the  purpose  of  its  promulgation*  No  I 
Christianity  is  a  religion  of  good-will  and 
kind  affeclions,  while  our  Establishment 
g^n^rates  ill-will,  heart-burnings,  and 
animosities*  Do  We  want  proof  of  this  ? 
Then  let  us  look  at  insulted,  oppressed, 
impoverished,  and  distracted  Ireland.  Put 
down  your  Church  Establishment  there, 
and  by  m^ans  of  its  revenues  satisfy  the 
wants  of  the  poor,  and  tranquillity  will 
immediately  be  restored.  But  is  there  no 
irritation  in  England?  Indeed  there  is, 
whatever  the  noble  Lord  (Althorp)  and  his 
right  hon.  colleagues  may  affect  to  think. 
The  people  .of  England  are  weary  of  the 
Uthe  system,  and  its  doom  is  sealed*  Did 
our  Lord  or  the  Apostles  exact  from  those 
to  whom  they  preached  the  Gospel  ?  On 
the  contrary,  they  went  about  doing  good, 
(md  rather  than  be  a  burthen  to  the  people, 
they  frequently  wrought  with  their  own 
bauds  ib  order  to  obtam  the  necessaries  of 
life*  It  is  clear,  then,  that  the  Establish- 
ineat  derives  no  sanction  frdm  Christ  or 
his  Apostles,  and  that  the  system  is  quite 
iacompatible  with  the  religion  we  profess. 
In  the  next  place)  the  Establishment  holds 
out  temptations  to  hypocrisy;  and  here, 
again,  I  have  the  authority  of  Paley. 
**  Thougb  some  purposes  9f  order  and 


tranquillity  may  be  answered  by  the  estab*' 
lishment  of  creeds  end  confessions,  yet 
they  are  at  all  times  attended  with  serious 
inconTcniences*  They  check  inquiry ;  they 
violate  liberty;  they  ensnare  the  con« 
sciences  of  the  clergy  by  holding  out 
temptations  to  prevarication/'  Is  it  itot» 
I  ask,  a  melancholy  fact,  that  subscription 
tends  to  exclude  the  upright  and  conscien* 
tious,  while  it  readily  admits  the  subservient 
and  unscrupulous  7 

Take  a  man  of  great  learning  and 
taleut^  blended  with  extensive  sew  and 
piety^  a  man  anxious  to  promote  the 
honour  of  Qod  atid  the  spiritual  interests 
of  his  fellow^creatures ;  and  yet  if  this 
man  cannot  digest  the  Athanasian  creeds 
and  all  the  doctrines  contained  in  the 
thirty^nine  articles,  he  must  violate  his 
consciente,  or  be  excluded  from  theminis« 
try ;  while  a  man  destitute  of  taleat,  seal, 
aud  pietyi  a  man  whose  god  is  his  bell?, 
and  who  glories  in  his  shaeie,  may.be  ad- 
mitted to  that  sacred  office,  by  saying  that 
he  believes  that  which  he  either  does  tiot 
believe,  or  knows  nothing  at  all  about. 
And  yet  this  is  a  venerable  and  Christian 
institution!  Then,  again,  it  will  Hot  be 
denied,  that  persecution  has  geqerally,  if 
not  invariablyi  been  the  work  of  a  religiottB 
establishment.  Who  was  it<that  were  the 
principal  actors  in  the  crucifixion  of  our 
Lord?  The  Jewish  Priesthoods  Who 
drenched  the  altars  of  their  idols  with  the 
blood  of  the  primitive  Christians  ?  The 
pagan  priesthood*  Who  was  it  that  sub- 
sequently stained  their  hands  with  Protest* 
ant  blood  ?  The  Popish  priesthood*  And 
vfho,  in  their  turn,  persecuted  unto  death 
the  Popish  priests  ?  Why  the  Protestant 
clergy*  Yes;  but  then  the  Protestant 
parsons  would  not  now  be  guilty  of  such 
monstrous  barbarities.  I,  for  one,  will 
net  take  upon  myself  to  answer  for  that. 
Give  them  as  much  power  as  they  had  -in 
the  time  of  old  Queen  Bess,  aud  make  an 
attack  upon  their  temporalities,  and  I 
tremble  for  the  consequences.  What 
means  the  bustle  which  the  clergy  are  noi# 
making  for  the  purpose  of  preserving  what 
they  hypocritically  call  the  Church?  le 
it  that  they  are  afraid  Christianity  will  be 
swept  away?  No  such  thing:  on  tbe 
contrary,  the  whole  of  their  anxiety  ia  for 
the  preservation  of  their  revenues.  Buti 
in  the  next  phce,  corruptrans  and  abuses 
are  inseparable  from  our  Church  £ata« 
blishment.  Here,  also,  I  have  the  saoettoii 
of  the  clergy  theaMielv«s«    Bishop  Wui^ 
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biirton,  in  his  iMten  to  Bishop  Hurd, 
touching  Ihe  praclitiftl  aathofily  of  enbtntte 
over  the  Churchy  My»-^"  Thd  Rthbios 
iniAkft  Ihe  giant  Qof  or  Mftgog  oontem- 
porary  with  Noah,  and  dOnvinod  by  hk 
preaching;  so  that  h6  WM  disposed  to 
take  the  bendit  of  the  ark.  But  here  lay 
the  distiess;  it  by  no  means  suited  bis 
dimensions.  Tberefbte,  as  he  could  not 
enter  in,  he  contented  himself  to  ride  upon 
it  astride,  knage  to  ybnrsotf  the  illustri- 
ous cavalier  mounted  on  his  haekney,  and 
see  if  it  do  obt  bring  before  you  the 
Church  bestrid  by  some  lumpish  Minister 
of  State,  who  turns  and  winds  it  at  his 
ple^ure.'^  Now,  bon.  Members  will  bear 
m  mind  that  this  is  not  my  language,  but 
the  language  of  a  Bishop ;  and  would  to 
Qod  that  the  Bishops  of  th^  present  day 
would  display  that  sincerity  which  evi- 
dently existed  in  the  breast  of  Warburton. 
t'aley  also  wrote  to  the  s^me  effidct»  but 
not  in  subh  a  sarcastic  and  cutting  man* 
ner.  "  The  making  of  the  Church"  (says 
he)  '*  an  engine  or  even  an  ally  of  the 
State,  converting  it  into  the  means  of 
strengthening  or  diffusing  influence,  Or 
tegaiding  it  as  a  support  of  regal  in  oppo- 
sition to  popular  forms  of  government, 
have  Served  only  to  debase  the  institution, 
and  to  introduce  into  it  numerous  cor* 
mptlons  and  abuses."  It  is  of  no  use  to 
mince  the  matter,  or  to  try  to  oooccal  the 
fact ;  the  Establishment  must  be  an  engine 
of  the  State ;  the  clergy  must  support  the 
Government,  however  tyrannical  or  cor- 
rupt; they  must  Bght,  fVom  the  pulpit, 
the  battles  of  the  State*  What,  I  ask,  is 
the  question  in  the  selection  of  a  Bishop  ? 
Having  never  appointed  one  myself,  I 
may  be  mistaken ;  but  doubtless  the  noble 
Lord  ^Althorp),  if  I  be  wrong,  can  set  me 
tight.  It  strikes  me,  then,  that  the  ques- 
tion is  uot  who  is  the  fittest  man  to  take  the 
oversight  of  the  Church,  but  who  is  the 
most  likely  to  strengthen  the  Administra* 
tion  of  the  day.  Truly  it  is  a  very 
venerable  and  Christian  institution !  But 
what  shall  we  sily  aato  religious  liberty? 
Why,  that  the  Establishment  is  utterly 
incompatible  with  it.  Is  religious  liberty 
good  ?  Then  the  Establishment  must  be 
bad.  Upon  what  prinelple  will  you  con- 
tend for  an  establishment  ?  It  must  be  an 
exelusive  one^  fbr  if  a  mati  can  be  a  good 
m^ttiber  of  soci^y,  and  ultimately  gain 
admittalitra  iuto  heaven  without  passing 
through  your  Established  Church  in  his 
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ing  the  pookets  of  the  people  for  the  pur- 
pose of  supporting  an  institution  which, 
to  say  the  most  of  it,  can  produce  no 
effect  whioh  is  not  capable  of  being  pro- 
dueed  by  other  means  f    I  assert*  thetiy 
tliat  there  should  b«  no  Establishment  at 
all;  or  if  there  be  one,  that  then  you 
ought  to  put  an  end  to  whet  is  4saUed 
religious  liberty.  But  have  we  that  liberty  ? 
No.    It  is  true,  indeed,  that  you  allow  me 
to  worship  God  acoording  to  the  dictates 
of  my  own  conscience ;  but»  at  the  same 
time,  you  make  me  contribute  to  the  sop- 
port  df  a  System  whmh  I  abhor,  and  firmly 
believe  to  be  an  abomination  tD.Gtid  as 
Well  as  petnicious  to  maok    Than,  again, 
your  religious  EstablishmeUt  is  maaifeatly 
injurious  to  oivil  liberty;  and  that)  too,  in 
the  judgment  of  one  of  your  own  Arch- 
deacons. **  In  all  ekolosive  establishments 
(says  Archdeacon  Bkckbum)  where  tem^ 
poral    emoluments   are   annexed  to  the 
profession  of  a  certain  system  of  dootrmea 
and  the  usage  of  a  certain  routine  of 
forms,  and  appropriated  to  an  t>rder  of  men 
so  and  so  qualified,  that  order  of  men 
will  naturally  think  themselves  interested 
that  things  should  continue  as  they  arew 
A  reformation  might  endanger  their  emolu^ 
ments.''      One  hardly  knows  whioh   to 
admire  most,  the  truth  or  the  sagacity  of 
the  remark ;  and  I  put  it  to  the  House*<«* 
''  Could  the  people  have  been  robbed  of  so 
many  of  their  rights  and  plundered  of  so 
much  of  their  substance  as  they  have  been, 
if  the  clergy  had,  as  it  was  their  duty  to 
do,  advocated  the  cause  of  civil  liberty  ?** 
However,  while  their  duty  pointed  one 
way,  their  interest  pointed  another;  and) 
seeing  that  "  a  reformation  would  endanger 
their  emoluments/'  they  fied  from  liberty) 
and  stuck  to  corruption.    And,  now,  to 
close  my  observations  on  the  first  general 
proposition    contained  in   the  resolution 
which  I  ^all  have  the  honour  to  submit  to 
the  House,  I  assert  that  the  Chureh,  aa 
by  law  established,  is  a  regular  trading 
ooocem.    Speaking  of  the  eoclesiastical 
powers,  Dr.  Hartley  uses  these  words :— ^ 
■*  They  have  all  left  the  truej  pure,  simple 
religion,  and  teach  for  doctrines  the  com* 
mandments  of  man.    They  are  all  mer« 
chants  of  the  earth,  and  have  set  up  a 
kingdom  of  this  world,    abounding    itf 
riches,    temporal  honours,  and  external 
pomp."    Who  is  not  aware  of  this  dis** 
tressing  fact  ?  Is  it  not  as  notorious  as  the 
sun  at  noon  day,  that  livings  are  advertised 
in  tha  public  papersy  and  bought  and  mM 
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•B  o{ienly  as  cattle  in  a  market  ?  And 
what  18  the  motiTe  for  entering  into  the 
sacred  ministry  ?  I  do  not  say  that  it  is 
thus  in  ail  cases;  but  in  nine  out  of  ten, 
or  perhaps  in  ninety-nine  out  of  a  hundred, 
the  motive  is  precisely  the  same  as  that 
which  induces  a  man  to  enter  into  the 
army,  the  navy,  or  any  other  profession. 
They  may  say  Uiey  are  moved  by  the  Holy 
Ghost ;  but  Uie  fact  is,  that  they  are  in- 
fluenced by  a  desire,  which  is  common  to 
us  ally  to  make  provision  for  the  flesh. 
If  the  question  were  to  be  put  to  me — 
**  Is  the  Establishment  of  no  use  ?'*  I  should 
answer,  **  Yes ;  it  is  very  useful  to  the 
Aristocracy  of  the  country ;"  and  when  I 
look  at  the  Church,  the  army,  the  navy, 
the  pensions,  the  sinecures,  and  the  places, 
I  am  tempted  to  conclude  that  the  Aristo- 
cracy take  for  granted  that  the  Divine 
Being  created  all  the  rest  of  us  for  their 
convenience.  However,  be  that  as  it  may, 
Bishop  Warburton's  words  touching  the 
Aristocracy  and  the  Church  are  very 
striking.  ''  Our  grandees,"  says  he, 
"  have  at  length  found  their  way  back 
into  the  Church.  I  only  wonder  they 
have  been  so  long  about  it.  But  be 
assured  that  nothing  but  a  new  religious 
revolution,  to  sweep  away  the  fragments 
that  Harry  the  Eignth  left  after  banquet- 
ing his  courtierSi  will  drive  Uiem  out 
again." 

And  now,  having  shown  that  your 
Establishment  is  not  sanctioned  by  Christ 
or  his  Apostles— that  it  holds  out  tempta- 
tions to  hypocrisy— -that  it  fosters  a  perse- 
cuting  spint — ^that  corruptions  and  abuses 
are  inseparable  from  it — that  it  is  incom- 
patible with  religious  liberty — that  it  is 
injurious  to  civil  liberty,  and  that  it  is  a 
trading  concern,  I  put  it  to  the  House, 
whether  I  have  not  established  the  first 
general  proposition,  **  that  the  Church,  as 
by  law  established,  is  not  recommended 
by  practical  utility?"  However,  a  great 
desl  more  might  be  urged.  For  instance, 
h  not  the  certainty  of  emolument  a  tempt- 
ation to  remissness  in  duty  ?  To  a  clergy- 
man of  the  Established  Church,  it  is  of  no 
sort  of  consequence  what  his  parishioners 
think  of  him.  Whether  they  approve  or 
disapprove  of  bis  doctrines  or  manner  of 
life— whether  he  discharge  or  neglect  his 
clerical  duties,  to  him  it  is  of  no  conse- 
quence, because  his  emoluments  are  sure; 
whereasi  if  he  depended  on  his  congrega- 
tion for  support,  there  can  be  no  doubt, 
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be,  that  he  would  be  more  circumspect  and 
attentive.  Ought  not  a  minister  of  reli- 
gion to  be  zealous  and  laborious  ?  Ought 
he  not  to  be  beloved  by  his  hearers? 
Ought  he  not  to  give  himself  up  to  the 
study  of  the  Scriptures?  Now  I  ask,  are 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England 
more  zealous  or  laborious  than  dissenting 
ministers?  Are  they  more  beloved  by 
their  hearers  ?  Do  they  study  more  closely 
the  Word  of  God  ?  No  hon«  Member  will 
venture  to  answer  those  questions  in  the 
afiirmative;  nor  shall  I  be  told  that  dis- 
senters are  worse  members  of  society  than 
churchmen.  What  advantage,  then,  do  we 
gain,  by  this  pompous  and  costly  Establish^ 
ment,  and  upon  what  ground  will  you  con- 
tend for  the  necessity  or  expediency  of  ill 
continuance  ?  I  will  now  trouble  the  House 
with  a  few  more  extracts  from  the  writings 
of  some  of  the  Divines  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  then  proceed  to  the  second 
general  proposition  contained  in  my  Reso- 
lution. First,  let  us  hear  what  A  rchbishop 
Newcome  says,  when  speaking  of  Ireland : 
"  Great  numbers  of  country  parishes  are 
without  churches,  notwithstandmg  the 
largeness  and  frequency  of  parliamentary 
grants  for  building  them ;  but  meeting- 
houses, and  Romish  chapels,  which  are 
built  and  repaired  with  greater  ;Eeal,  are  in 
sufficient  numbers  about  the  country." 
Paley  says,  **  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  in  any 
degree  true  that  the  influence  of  religion  is 
the  greatest  where  there  are  the  fewest 
dissenters."  Duncan,  in  his  Travels  in 
America,  says,  '*  It  has  often  been  said, 
that  the  disinclination  of  the  heart  to  reli- 
gious truth  renders  a  State  Establishment 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  christianizing 
a  country.  Ireland  and  America  can  fur- 
nish abundant  evidence  of  the  fallacy  of 
such  an  hypothesis.  In  the  one  country 
we  see  an  ecclesiastical  establishment  of 
the  most  costly  description  utterly  inoper- 
ative in  dispelling  ignorance  or  refuting 
error ;  in  the  other,  no  establishment  <m 
any  kind,  and  yet  religion  maldng  daily 
and  houriv  progress,  promoting  inquiry, 
difiusing  knowledge,  strengthening  the 
weak,  and  mollifying  the  hardened."  Dr. 
Henry  Moore,  speaking  of  the  Reformed 
Churches,  says,  '^  They  have  separated 
from  the  great  Babylon  to  build  those 
which  are  less  and  more  tolerable,  but  yet 
not  to  be  tolerated  for  ever."  Bishop 
Burnet  says,  "  I  have  always  had  a  true 
zeal  for  the  Church  of  England ;  yet  I 
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6ave  been  very  uneasy  to  me/*    Simpson 
says,  **  Onr  confinnations,  and  I  may 
addy  even  oar  ordination  for  the  sacred 
ministryy  are  dwindling  into  painful  and 
disgusting    ceremonies."       And    again, 
*'  Who  is  to  blame  for  the  spread  of  infi- 
delity.   The  Bishops  and  clergy  of  the 
land  more  than  any  other  people  in  it. 
We,  as  a  body  of  men,  are  almost  solely 
and  exclusively  culpable."  Bishop  Laving- 
ton,  speaking  of  moral  preaching,  says, 
**  We   have  long  been  attempting   the 
reformation  of  the  nation  by  discourses  of 
this  kind.    With  what  success  ?    None  at 
all.  On  the  contrary,  we  have  dexterously 
preached  the  people  into  downright  infi« 
delity."  Hartley  says,  '*  It  is  evident  that 
the  worldly-mindedness  and  neglect  of  the 
clergy  is  a  great  scandal  to  religion  and 
cause  of  infidelity."    There,  let  those  who 
attach  no  importance  to  what  I  have  said, 
answer  these  men,  if  they  can,  touching 
the  practi9al  utility  of  our  miscalled  reli- 
gions  Establishment.    And  now  I  have 
to  request  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
my  second  general  proposition — namely, 
**  That  the  revenues  of  the  Church  have 
always  been  subject  to  legislative  enact- 
ments."   That  every  national  establish- 
ment must  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  nation 
is  a  self-evident  proposition ;  and  why  a 
distinction  should  be  made  between  the 
Church  and  the  Bank,  I  for  one  am  at  a 
loss  to  imagine.    The  right  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  dispose  of  the  revenues  of  the 
Church,  is  as  indisputable  as  its  right  to 
take  away  or  alter  the  Bank  Charter. 
But  what  do  hon.  Members  mean  by  the 
Church?    Thev  talk  about  the  Church 
and  the  sacredness  of  Church  property 
with  a  great  deal  of  fluency,  seeming  at 
the  same  time  to  take  for  granted  that 
Church    and    parsons    are  synonymous 
terms ;  or,  in  other  words,  by  the  Charch 
they  mean  the  clergy.    That,  however,  is 
a  gross  error ;  and  if  they  wish  to  have  a 
deBnition  of  the  term  **  Church,"  let  them 
look  into  their  articles  of  religion,  and 
they  will  find  that  the  parsons  do  not  con- 
stitute the  Church,  but  that  it  consists  of 
'  a  congregation  of  faithful  men,  the  clergy 
being   mere  office  bearers   or   servants 
therein.  The  people  make  up  the  Church ; 
its  property  is  the  property  of  the  people ; 
and  they  have  an  undoubted  right  to  dis- 
pose of  it  at  their  discretion. 

But  has  not  the  Legislature  always 
acted  upon  this  principle  ?  And  here  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  bring  to  its  rt- 


coll^tion  what  took  place  at  the  time  of 
the  Protestant  Reformation.  By  the 
27th  of  Henry  8th,  all  monasteries  which 
had  not  above  200/.  a-year  in  lands,  te« 
nements,  rents,  tithes,  &c.  were  given  to 
the  king,  that  he  might  give,  grant,  and 
dispose  of  them  to  the  honour  of  God  and 
the  wealth  of  the  realm.  Thus  the  King 
held  those  monasteries,  not  for  his  own 
benefit  or  the  enriching  of  his  sycophantic 
courtiers,  but  in  trust  for  the  people  at 
large ;  and  doubtless  it  would  be  enter- 
taining and  useful  to  trace  the  progress  of 
this  property  into  the  hands  of  its  present 
owners.  That,  however,  may  amuse  us  at 
a  future  time,  when  I  imagine  it  will  be 
found  that  many  of  our  aristocratic 
families  are  greatly  indebted  to  this 
plundering  and  wife-killing  King.  Tlien, 
again,  by  the  31st  of  Henry  8th,  all  the 
remaining  monasteries  were  given  to  the 
King,  his  heirs  and  successors  for  ever ; 
while,  by  the  37th  of  the  same  reign  and 
the  Ist  of  Edward  6th,  all  the  possessions 
of  colleges,  free  chapels,  chantries,  and 
hospitals,  were  vested  in  the  Crown.  Thus 
the  whole  of  the  revenues  of  the  Church 
were  swept  off  by  Acts  of  Parliament; 
and  is  there  a  man  to  be  found  who  would 
expose  himself  to  the  ridicule  and  con- 
tempt of  the  world  by  asserting  that  those 
revenues  are  not  now  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Legislature?  What  was  the  subject  of 
legislation  with  one  generation  must  re- 
main the  same  with  all  succeeding  genera- 
tions ;  and  if  I  were  to  be  asked  what  is 
the  worst  title  under  which  a  man  can 
hold,  my  answer  would  be,  '*  An  act  of 
Parliament  ;*'  and  for  this  obvious  reason : 
every  Act  is  liable  to  be  repealed.  And 
now  let  us  see  what  has  been  done  with 
the  revenues  of  the  Church  since  the  Re- 
formation. By  die  drd  of  William  and 
Mary  five  shillings  an  acre  was  substituted 
for  tithes  in  kind  of  hemp  and  flax.  By 
the  2nd  and  3rd  Edward  6th,  all  barren 
heaths  and  waste  grounds  were  exempted 
from  tithes  of  corn  and  hay  for  seven  years 
after  their  conversion  into  arable  or 
meadow  land.  By  the  40th  of  George 
3rd  it  was  enacted  that  no  suit  should  be 
entertained  for  the  tithe. of  agistment  for 
dry  or  barren  cattle,  except  where  such 
tithe  had  been  usually  paid  within  the 
last  ten  years ;  and  the  57th  of  George 
3rd,  provides  that  the  stipends  of  curates 
shall  be  in  proportion  to  the  population 
and  value  of  benefices.  And  here,  let  me 
asky  has  the  Legislature  eter  attempted  to 
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legQl^  tli^  I%larie9  of  stewards  or  bailiflTs  ? 
It  has  however  regulated  the  stipends  of 
curates ;  and  why,  but  because  the  latter 
were;  servants  of  the  public,  and  the  re- 
venyes  of  the  Church  were  at  the  disposal 
of  the  people.  But  the  Legislature  has 
thought  proper  to  increase  the  emoluments 
of  the  clergy  ;  for  to  the  eternal  disgrace 
pf  a  former  Parliament  during  the  reign 
of  George  3Fd»  a  sum  of  one  million  six 
hundred  thousand  pounds  was  granted 
for  the  aiigmentatiou  of  small  livings. 
Oh!  'tis  a  delightful  thing  to  get  hold  of 
Ihe  publio  purse  |  Nqw,  at  the  time  this 
grant  was  made,  we  had  Bishops  in  the 
possession  of  twenty  or  thirty  thousand  a 
year  I  and  if  nothing  else  be  done,  I  think 
this  tum  mudt  be  returned.  But  the  olergy 
are  under  great  personal  restraints  from 
which  other  men  are  free.  By  the  1 3th  of 
Elizabeth,  it  is  enaeied  that  if  an  incum- 
bent .be  abient  above  eight  days  in  a.year, 
be  shall  lose  one  year's  profit  of  his  bene^ 
.fice,  to  he  distributed  among  ^^^  f^^^^ 
Have  landlordi  been  tbua  restrained? 
What  would  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp) 
say,  if  I  were  to  move  for  leave  to  briug 
in  a  bill  to  coniine  hm  to  bis  oountry 
residenoe  under  a  similar  penalty  ?  But 
jf  the  revenues  of  the  Chureh  be  private 
property,  or  the  clergy  anything  more 
than  the  servants  of  the  public,  this  is 
the  most  tyrannical  act  that  was  ever 
passed,  apd  ought  to  be  torn  but  of  the 
Statute  Book.  Several  other  Acts,  with 
which  I  will  not  trouble  the  House,  have 
since  been  passed}  relating  to  the  residence 
of  the  clergy. 

Again,  it  is  worthy  of  remark  that  cleri- 
cal benefices  cannot  be  alienated;  and 
bis  Majesty^  law-officers  are  aware  that 
every  disposition  of  a  living  by  rent-^charge, 
annuity,  or  otherwise,  is  absolutely  void. 
I  do  not  say,  indeed,  that  the  parson 
would  not  be  liable  upon  his  covenant  to 
repay  the  money  lent;  but  I  do  assert, 
without  fear  of  contradiction,  that  the 
grant  itself  would  be  void.  What,  then, 
becomes  of  the  doctrine  of  private  pro* 
perty  ?  To  me  it  is  a  matter  of  astonish* 
ment  how  some  honourable  members  can 
talk  as  they  do  about  legal  rights  and 
vesled  interests.  To  be  sure»  a  tenant 
for  life  cannot  sell  or  charge  the  remain- 
der or  reversion }  but  he  can,  at  his  own 
discretion,  sell  or  oharge  his  life*estate. 
Not  so,  however,  the  parson.  He  is  in- 
capable of  charging  his  living  to  any  ex- 
MUi  aud  I  hope  we  shall  hear  no  more 


of  their  legal  claim-  Let  the  ground  of 
right  be  abandoned,  and.  if  any  position 
at  all  be  taken,  let  it  be  that  of  eypedienoy 
alone.  Once  more  I  assert  that  the 
emoluments  of  livings  are  mere  stipendiary, 
payments,  precisely  the  same  as  the  salary 
of  an  exciseman  or  of  a  custom-boose 
officer :  and  for  this  assertion  I  have  the 
sanction  of  the  Judges,  it  having  been  de^ 
cided  that  the  profits  of  a  living  did  not 
pass  to  the  assignees  of  an  insolvent 
parson,  but  that  his  case  was  analogoua 
to  that  of  a  half-pay  officer,  Thus  % 
clergyman  may  get  into  debt,  go  to  jail^ 
cheat  his  creditors,  get  discharged  ^nd 
enjoy  the  emoluments  of  his  living  after 
all :  and  this,  to  be  sure,  is  perfectly  com- 
patible with  Christianity,  I  ask,  then, 
have  not  the  revenues  of  the  Church 
been  always  subjected  to  LegislaUve 
enactments?  Have  not  those  revenues 
been  increased  by  the  legislature  ?  Are 
not  the  clergy  under  personal  restraints 
from  which  other  men  are  free?  Are 
they  pot  reitraiped  from  alienating  their 
benefioes  ?  And  are  not  the  emolument* 
of  a  living  mere  etipendiary  payments? 
No  man  will  deny  these  facts,  I  qome 
now  to  the  last  proposition  contained  ia 
the  resolution  whicti  I  shall  have  the 
honour  to  subpiit  to  the  Houses  whioh 
is,  that  the  greater  part,  if  not  the  whole, 
of  the  revenues  of  the  Church,  ought  to 
be  appropriated  to  the  relief  of  the  nation. 
I  say  the  greater  part,  because  there  may 
be  some  doubt  as  to  vrhetber  the  clergy 
were  not  at  one  time  entitled  to  one  third 
of  those  revenues  I  but  I  do  not  think, 
that,  under  existing  circumstances,  the 
.benefit  of  that  doubt  would  be  great. 

And  here  let  me  ask  hon,  Men^bers 
what  the  state  of  affairs  was  before  the 
Protestant  Heformation  ?  By  the  canons 
of  Elfric,  it  appears  that — ^^<the  holy 
fethers  had  decreed  that  tithes  shbuld  be 
paid  into  God's  Church,  and  that  the 
priests  should  divide  them  into  three 
parts ;  one  for  the  reparation  of  the  Church 
a  second  for  the  poor,  and  a  third  for 
God's  servants  who  attended  the  Churoh/' 
Now,  if  further  information  be  required  on 
this  point,  i  beg  to  refer  the  House  to 
Archbishop  Ggbert*8  Excerption?,  15th 
Richard  2nd,  and  the  4th  of  Henry  4tb. 
And  the  fact,  that  all  the  revenues  of 
the  Church  were  derived  from  our  Catho- 
lic ancestors  is  by  no  means  unworthy  of 
attention.  That  the  whole  of  these  re- 
venues were  ever  intended  for  tJhe  purpoie 
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of  affQrdiog  religiouft  instruction,  I  posi- 1 
tively  deny  and^  challenge  contradiction  ; 
while  it  i&  clear  that  such  part  of  them  as 
W9S  to  be  applied  (Q  ths^t  purpose  was  given 
to  promulgate  doctrines  and  to  inculcate 
a  faith  from  which  our  Church  now  dissents, 
and  which  the  clergy  declare  to  be  damn- 
able.   I   askt  then,   would  thev  like  to 
account  for  by-gone  rents   and  profits, 
and  to  hand  them  pver  to  the  popish 
priesthood?    Probably  th^y  have  no  in- 
clination to  do  ih^\*     Let  th^m  acknow- 
ledge* then,  that  they  are  indebted  to  Acts 
of  Parlian^entfor  their  present  possessions; 
and   with  that  acknowledgment    let  an 
admission  be  mad^  that  the  Legislature 
has  M  great  a  right  to  diaposieifi  U)em  as 
a  bloody-minded  Kiqg  and  his  rapacious 
courtiers  had  to  dispossess  the  Catholicf 
of  old,    Bat  there  are  oth^r  and  perb^pi 
more  substantial  reasons  for  appropriat*- 
ing[  the  revenues  of  the  Church  to  the 
relief  of  the  nation,  U  is  a  d^cid^dly  Anti* 
christian  institution -r^ap  institution  which 
I  believe  to  be  no  less  ^J\  abomination  tp 
God  than  it  is  iiyprious  to  man*    From 
our  very  infancy,   wq^   ^s   Protectants, 
were  taught  to  rail  agamst  the  Church  of 
Roma,  and  to  rogard  it  as  **  Babylon  the 
peat,  the  mother  of  harlots  and  apomina*- 
tions  of  the  earth."    That  may  be  all 
true  enough ;  but  if  tho  Romish  Church 
be  a  *^  mother  of  harlots.*'  it  is  natural  to 
suppose  that  she  is  not  childless.    Where, 
then  arq  her  daughters  ?    To  hunt  them 
all  out  is  a  task  which  I  am  not  disposed 
to  undertake:  but,  iq    pointing  to  the 
Establishment  of  this  country,  I  present 
to  the  notice  of  the  House  a  harlot  having 
all  the  features  of  her  apostate  and  adul- 
terous mother,    When  some  men  talk  of 
religion  and  a  Christian  Church,    they 
seem  to  forget  that  there  is  suc}i  a  thing 
as  the  New  Testament.    To  that  I  refer 
honourable    Members,     and    ask    them, 
whether  they  find  therein  anything  bear- 
ing the  least  resemblance  to  our  religious 
Establishment,    Christ  was  not  rich ;  the. 
Apostles  did  not  «fare  sumptuously  every 
[  day ;  they  did  not  ride  in  splendid  car- 
riages; they  took   no  part  in  legislative 
aiiairs,   neither .  did  they  '*  eat  the  fat 
and  clothe  ,tl\eRiselves  with  the  wool  of 
the  flopk  ;'*  but,  on  .the  contrary,  they  fed 
^hat  flock  with  spiritual  foodi  working 
with  their  own  hands  in  order  to  supply 
their  own  bodily  wants.     Not  so,  how- 
ever, the  clergy  of  our  Established  Church. 
U  is  true  they  caution  us  against  the 


pomps  and  vanities  of  this  winked  world, 

They  tell  us  that  the  love  of  money  is 
the  root  of  all  evil — that  those  who  yfill 
be  rich  fall  into  divers  snares  and  tem.pta<« 
tions  which  drown  men  in  perdition  ;  and 
that  it  is  easier  for  a  camel  to  go  thrpugh 
the  eye  of  a  needle  than  for  a  rich  man  to 
enter  into  the  kingdom  of  heaven ;.  and 
theq  again  they  declare  that  they  are 
moved  by  the  Holy  Ghost  tp  taka  tho 
cure  of  souls. 

Now,  all  this  IS  very  proper ;  but,  un« 
fortunately,  they  appear  tp  ppntradict  in 
practice  what  they  profess  in  pripqipler 

They  make  a  pompous  find  vain  s^pw, 
and  take  especial  eare  of  that  which  they 
declare  to  be  a  deadly  evil  i  whjle  jSS  IQ 
the  motions  of  the  Hqly  Ghost  in  uikmg 
the  cure  of  souls,  they  sometimes  laave 
those  sQuls  to  the  cure  of  a  half-sU^rvW 
curate,  and  move  off  to  Ps^ris,  Rpme,  or 
some  other  place  of  fashionable  rsiort, 
where  they  consume  in  iqdplen^e  a  gi^t 
portion  of  the  substfinQo  of  tbeif  flpoki* 
Now,  I  am  disposed  ip  take  them  at  their 
word,  to  ease  them  p^  ^  Httle  of  tbet  whiob 
they  say«  and  wbioh  I  believe,  is  pernicious 
to  their  souls,  leaving  them  to  the  fuU 
benefit  and  enjoyment  pf  their  religion, 
to  which  I  am  sure  there  can  be  no  rea- 
sonable objection  on  their  part.  But  I 
have  heard  several  ^hon.  Members  tc^ik 
about  respectability,  and  contend-  for  the 
necessity  of  maintaining  that  of  the  clergy. 
I  quite  agree  with  them  in  point  of  terms ; 
and  yet  there  seems  to  be  a  substantial 
difference  between  us,  for  it  is  evident  that 
by  respectability  they  mean  large  parcels 
of  money,  Now  I  do  not  think  that  wealth 
has  much,  if  anything,  to  do  with  respeqt- 
^bility.  A  man  may  be  a  rich  fopl,  or  a 
rich  rogue ;  while  experience  is  suf&cient 
to  convince  us  that  respectability  is  by  no 
means  incompatible  with  poverty.  At  any 
rate,  our  Saviour  was  not  richj  neither 
were  bis  Apostles ;  and  yet  who  will  ven- 
ture to  sav  that  they  were  not  re speqtabkt? 
If,  indeed,  it  be  necessary  for  a  minister 
of  religion  to  be  in  affluent  circumstances 
in  order  to  render  him  resoectable,  then 
we  must  cease  to  reverence  tne  first  teaohei^ 
of  Christianity ;  but  Gpd  forbid  we  should 
do  that.  But  this  Establishment  b&s  been 
a  great  national  evil.  What  have  the 
clergy  done  ?  Why,  instead  of  applying 
to  their  own  purposes  only  one«-tbird  of 
the  tithes,  they  have  grasped  the  whole, 
add  thrown^the  burthen  of  the  popr  and 
the  expenses  of  the  phurcbes  on  the  people* 
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Had  they  been  lesg  avaricious  and  more 
benevolent,  there  might  not  have  been 
moch  cause  for  complaint.  The  evil,  how- 
ever, does  not  stop  there.  That  the  nation 
is  in  distress  is  admitted.  Now,  distress 
18  the  bitter  fruit  of  taxation.  Taxation 
is  the  consequence  of  wicked  and  disastrous 
wars.  The  clergy  were  the  most  strenuous 
advocates  for  those  wars ;  and  they  have 
invariably  supported  tyranny  and  corrup- 
tion. Was  that  the  course  which  their 
sacred  office  prescribed  ?  Was  it  com- 
patible with  the  religion  they  professed  to 
teach? 

If  instead  of  striking  hands  with  the 
corrupt  governments  of  the  day,  they  had 
stood  up  in  opposition  to  them,  Pitt  and 
his  associates  could  never  have  plundered 
and  enslaved  the  people  as  they  did. 
When,  I  ask,  did  the  Bishops  and  Clergy 
ever  defend  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the 
people  ?  Will  the  noble  Lord  (Althorp) 
tell  me  that  they  advocated  the  Reform 
Bill  ?  To  that  they  rendered  all  the  oppo- 
sition in  their  power*  If  they  could,  they 
would  have  crushed  it  in  the  bud ;  and 
sure  am  I  that  they  have  since  strained 
every  nerve  to  prevent  the  people  from 
enjoying  the  fruits  of  that  measure.  They 
are  bitter  enemies  to  freedom.  What  is 
it  that  Ministers  intend  to  do  ?  That  the 
distress  of  the  nation  is  great,  none  will 
deny,  although  I  am  aware  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Althorp)  is  not  disposed  to  admit 
the  existence  of  the  evil  to  that  extent  to 
which  I  believe  it  to  exist.  I  affirm, 
however,  that  tradesmen,  manufacturers, 
farmers,  labourers,  in  short — ^nearly  all  those 
who  do  not  live  on  an  abominable  taxing 
and  tithing  system — are  on  the  brink  of 
ruin,  and  that  something  must  be  done. 
What  then  will  you  do  ?    Are  Ministers 

Srepared  to  sponge  out  the  national  debt? 
To,  they  will  not  do  that.  Will  they  put 
down  the  army,  reduce  the  navy,  break 
up  some  of  their  establishments,  curtail 
salaries,  and  lop  off  sinecures  and  un- 
merited pensions  ?  No,  they  will  not  do 
that  either.  To  talk  of  relieving  the  people 
from  taxation,  without  doing  all  or  some 
of  these  things,  is  sheer  nonsense ;  and  I 
will  never  unite  with  those  hon.  Members, 
who,  though  they  are  not  prepared  to 
break  up  any  of  our  establishments,  are 
continually  harping  upon  a  reduction  of 
taxation.  The  thing  is  impracticable.  If 
you  will  have  a  large  standing  army,  pay 
the  interest  of  the  debt,  and  let  the  par- 
sons pocket  the  revenues  of  the  Church, 


it  is  folly,  if  not  hypocrisy,  to  talk  of  re* 
lieving  the  people. 

Relieved,  however,  they  must  be,  and 
that  speedily,  or  a  convulsion  will  ensue ; 
and  however  sanguine  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  right  hon.- Colleagues  maybe, — ^how- 
ever lightly  they  may  think  of  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people, — and  whatever  reliance 
they  may  place  on  that  power  which  they 
possess,  I  am  confident  that  they  will  be 
unable  to  keep  the  present  system  together 
much  longer ;  but  if,  in  the  exercise  of  a 
sound  discretion,  they  will  do  justice  to  a 
suffering  people,  by  properly  appropriating 
the  revenues  of  the  Established  Church 
and  all  other  public  property,  then  relief 
may  be  afforded,  and  the  nation  rendered 
more  prosperous  and  powerful  than  at  any 
former  period.  It  is  my  humble  opinion, 
therefore,  that  the  greater  part,  if  not  the 
whole,  of  the  revenues  of  the  Church  ought 
to  be  applied  to  the  relief  of  the  nation, 
because  the  Establishment  is  not  recom- 
mended by  practical  utility ;  because  its 
revenues  have  always  been  subject  to  legis- 
lative enactments ;  because  the  Clergy 
were  never  entitled  to  more  than  one-third 
of  the  tithes ;  and  because  this  is  the  most 
equitable,  if  not  the  only  way  of  preventing 
anarchy,  by  stopping  the  progress  of  dis- 
tress. And  now,  however  much  the  House 
may  differ  from  me  in  opinion,  hon.  Mem- 
bers will,  I  trust,  give  me  credit  for  sin- 
cerity. I  assure  them  I  have  spoken  con- 
scientiously, and  been  actuated  by  a  sense 
of  duty ;  and  whatever  may  be  its  present 
fate,  I  cannot  refrain  from  submitting  the 
following  Resolution : — *'  That  the  Church 
of  England,  as  by  law  established,  is  not 
recommended  by  practical  utQity ;  that 
its  revenues  have  always  been  subject  to 
legislative  enactments;  and  that  thegreater 
part,  if  not  the  whole,  of  those  revenues, 
ought  to  be  appropriated  to  the  relief  of 
the  nation." 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  House,  he 
was  sure,  would  not  expect  him  to  answer 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brighton. 
He  would  only  observe,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  stated  that  he  was  a  Dis- 
senter ;  and  he  must  say,  that  he  was  a 
member  of  the  Church  of  England.  The 
question,  therefore,  as  to  whether  that 
Church  were  good  or  not  was  one  on 
which  they  might  very  properly  differ. 
The  hon.  Member  saia  his  Motion  was 
most  important.  In  that  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member,  for  he  could 
not  conceive  that  it  possessed  any  prac* 
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of  afigrdipg  religiouft  instructipny  I  posi- 
tively deny  and^  challenge  contradiction ; 
while  it  is  clear  that  such  part  of  them  as 
wds  to  be  applied  to  th^t  purpose  was  given 
to  promulgate  doctrines  and  to  inculcate 
a  faith  from  which  our  Church  now  dissents, 
and  which  the  clergy  declare  to  be  damn- 
able.    I    ask,  then,   would  they  like  to 
account  for  by-gone  rents   ana  profits, 
and  to  hand  them  over  to  the  popish 
priesthood?    Probably  th^y  have  no  in- 
clination to  do  thf^^     Let  thqm  acknow- 
ledger tbeq,  that  they  are  ipdebted  to  Acts 
of  Parliamentfor  their  present  possessions ; 
and    with  that  acknowledgment    let  an 
admission  be  road^  that  the  Legislature 
has  as  great  a  right  to  dispossess  them  as 
a  bloody-minded  Kiqg  and  his  rapacious 
courtiers  had  to  dispossess  the  Catholipy 
of  old^    Bpt  there  are  oth^r  and  perhaps 
more  substantial  reasons  for  appropriate 
in^  the  rev^aues  of  the  Church  to  the 
rehef  of  the  nation.  U  if  fi  decidedly  Anti- 
cbristian  institution --ap  institution  which 
I  believe  to  be  po  less  sin  abomination  to 
God  than  it  is  iiyiirious  tp  man.    From 
our  very  infancy,    wq^    as    Protectants, 
were  taught  to  rail  agamst  the  Church  of 
Rome,  and  to  regard  it  as  "  Pabylpn  the 
great,  the  mother  of  harlots  and  abomina- 
tions of  the  earth."    That  may  be  all 
true  enough ;  but  if  the  Romish  Church 
be  a ''  mother  of  harlots."  it  is  natural  to 
suppose  that  she  is  not  childless.    Where, 
then  are  her  daughters  ?    To  hunt  them 
all  out  is  a  task  which  I  am  not  disposed 
to  undertake:  but,  in    pointing  to  the 
Establishment  of  this  country,  I  present 
to  the  notice  of  the  House  a  harlot  having 
all  the  features  of  her  apostate  and  adul- 
terous mother.    When  some  men  talk  of 
religion  and  a  Christian  Church,    they 
seem  to  forget  that  there  is  such  a  thing 
as  the  New  Testament,    To  that  1  refer 
honourable    Members,     and    ask    them, 
whether  they  find  theieiu  anything  bear- 
ing the  least  resemblance  to  our  religious 
Establishments    Christ  was  not  rich ;  the 
Apostles  did  not  .fare  sumptuously  every 
day ;  they  did  not  ride  in  splendid  car- 
riages ;  they  took   no  part  in  legislative 
affairs,   neither   did  they  **  eat  the  fat 
and  clothe  tl\em^lves  with   the  wool  of 
the  flopk  r  but»  on  the  contrary,  they  fed 
^hat  flock  with  spiritual   food,  working 
with  their  own  hands  in  order  to  supply 
their  own  bodily  wants.     Not  so,  how- 
ever, the  clergy  of  our  Established  Church. 
U  is  true  they  caution  us  against  the 


pomps  and  vanities  of  this  wicked  world. 
They  tell  us  that  the  love  of  money  la 
the  root  of  all  evil — that  those  who  yfil\ 
be  rich  fall  into  divers  snares  and  tenspta^ 
tions  which  drown  men  in  perdition  ;  and 
that  it  is  easier  for  a  camel  to  go  through 
the  eye  of  a  needle  than  for  a  rich  man  to 
enter  into  the  kingdom  of  heaven ;.  and 
thep  again  they  declare  that  they  are 
moved  by  the  Holy  Ghost  tp  take  U)9 
cure  of  souls. 

Now,  all  this  is  very  proper ;  but,  uii« 
fortunatelyi  they  appear  to  ppntradiet  in 
practice  what  they  profess  in  pripqipl^, 
They  make  a  pon^pous  aud  vain  s^pw, 
and  take  especial  eare  of  that  wbiph  they 
declare  to  be  a  deadly  evil  i  white  ji9  tP 
the  motions  of  %he  Hqly  Ghost  ip  t;{|kipg 
the  cure  of  souls,  they  fometimen.  !§%¥# 
those  souls  to  the  cure  of  a  bMraliimil 
curate,  and  move  oif  to  P^is,  Rome,  or 
some  other  place  pf  fashiomible  ie»prt, 
where  they  coneume  in  indplf  nee  a  gp^l 
portion  of  the  sub^tfmop  of  theif  flpokfj. 
Now,  I  am  disponed  io  take  tbem  at  their 

word|  to  ease  ^hem  pf  a  little  of  th^t  wh^ob 
they  say,  and  which  I  believe,  is  pemioiooa 
to  their  souls,  leaving  them  to  the  full 
benefit  and  enjoyment  of  theif  religion, 
to  which  I  am  sure  there  can  be  ao  rea-> 
sopable  objection  Qp  their  part.  Bat  I 
have  heard  several  xhon*  Memben  tMk 
about  respectability,  and  contend,  for  the 
necessity  of  maintaining  that  of  the  clergy. 
I  quite  agree  with  them  in  point  of  terms ; 
and  yet  there  seefps  to  be  a  substantial 
difierence  between  us,  for  it  is  evident  that 
by  respectability  they  mean  large  parcels 
of  money,  Now  I  do  not  thipk  that  wealth 
has  much,  if  anything,  tp  do  with  respegt- 
ability.  A  man  may  be  a  rich  fool,  or  a 
rich  rogue ;  while  experience  is  f uQicient 
to  convinoe  us  that  respectability  i«  by  no 
means  incompatible  with  poverty.  At  any 
rate*  our  Saviour  was  not  richj  neither 
were  his  Apostles ;  aud  yet  who  will  ven- 
ture to  sav  that  they  were  not  respeqtabVe? 
If,  indeed,  it  be  necessary  for  a  minister 
of  religion  to  be  ip  a£9ueut  circumstances 
iu  prd§r  to  render  him  respectable,  then 
we  must  cease  to  reverence  tfie  first  teaobecs 
of  Christianity ;  but  God  forbid  we  should 
do  that.  Sut  this  Establish qient  has  been 
a  great  national  evil.  What  have  the 
clergy  done  ?  Why,  ipstead  of  applying 
to  their  own  purposes  only  one-tbird  pf 
the  tithes,  they  have  grasped  the  whole, 
add  thrown^the  burthen  of  the  popr  and 
^  the  expenses  of  the  phurcbea  on  the  people- 
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never  contemplated  imposing  upon  the 
Members  of  toat  House  such  an  oath  as 
liad  been  mentioned  ;  it  might  be  very 
well  to  require  an  elector  to  declare  upon 
oath  whether  he  had  or  had  not  been 
bribed,  because  that  was  a  matter  of  fact 
to  which  he  could  at  once  speak  ;  but  not 
80  with  a  Member  of  Parliament,  for  at 
fn  election  many  ^cts  might  be  done,  of 
which  he,  probably,  would  be  more  or  less 
cognizant,  but  they  might  not  appear  to 
his  mind  to  amount  to  bribery  i  and, 
therefore,  in  calling  upon  a  Member  to 
take  such  an  oath,  it  was  requiring  him 
to  swear  to  a  matter  of  opinion^  and  not 
of  fact. 

Leave  given. 

Limerick  City  Election.]  Mr. 
William  Roche:  Sir,  the  subject  matter  of 
the  Motion  which  it  becomes  my  duty  to 
bring  before  the  House,  in  obedience  to 
the  wishes  and  instructions  of  a  consider'* 
able  and  respectable  portion  of  my  con* 
Btituents,  is  certainly  one  which  at  all  times 
demands,  and  has  indeed  at  all  times 
commanded,  the  most  serious  attention  and 
jealous  vigilance  of  this  House,  involving, 
as  it  does,  the  all  important  considerations 
of  freedom  of  election,  the  rights  and  pri- 
vileges of  the  people,  and  the  dignity  and 
character  of  this  House,  which  must  needs 
rise  in  the  estimation  and  confidence  of 
the  people  in  proportion  as  it  is  felt  to  be 
the  free  emanation  of  their  choice.  The 
petition.  Sir,  wliich  I  hold  in  my  hand) 
contains  the  complaint  that  forms  the 
ground  of  my  Motion,  and  charges  the 
Irish  Government  with  unduly  interfering 
and  exercising  their  influence  during  the 
last  election  for  the  city  of  Limerick 
against,  not  my  return,  but  that  of  my  hon. 
colleague  Mr.  David  Roche,  who  is  not 
now  in  his  place,  being  at  present  in 
Limerick.  But,  Sir,  as  I  have  no  wish  to 
portray  this  complaint  with  the  slightest 
shade  of  higher  colouring  than  the  allega^ 
tions  contained  in  the  petition  call  upon 
one  to  do,  1  think  my  better  way  will  be 
to  read  those  charges  from  the  petition 
itself;  but  before  f  do  so,  allow  me  to 
explain  why  it  has  not  been  earlier  brought 
under^he  notice  of  this  House.  Sir,  the 
petition  has  been  in  my  hands  for  some 
weeks,  and  the  delay  of  acting  upon  it 
arose  from  the  following  circumstances. 
-Perceiving  when  I  received  it,  that  it  con- 
tained such  grave  charges  against  the  Irish 
Governmenty  I  conceived  that  justice  and 


courtesy  alike  called  upon  me  to  apprize 
the  then  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland 
of  its  object,  and,  in  order  to  enable  him 
to  inquire  into  the  matter  and  be  prepared 
to  defend  the  conduct  of  his  Government. 
He  did  accordingly  write  over  to  Ireland, 
and  obtained  an  answer  from  one  of  the 
gentlemen,  Mr.  Yokes  (Chief  Magistrate  of 
police  in  the  city  of  Limerick,  and  stated 
to  be  an  agent  in  conveying  the  desire  of 
Government  on  this  occasion)  denying 
that  he,  Mr.  Yokes,  tided  any  such  influ* 
ence  on  the  part  of  Ooverumetit,  or  was 
at  all  authorized  to  use  it.  This  reply  the 
then  right  hon.  Secretary  fblr  Ireland  (Mr. 
Stanley)  communicated  to  me,  find  I 
transmitted  it  to  my  constituents,  the 
petitioners,  on  which  they  held  a  meeting 
and  adopted  the-  following  Resolution—* 
'  Resolved,  that  the  reply  of  Mr.  Stanley 
'  to  our  respected  Representative  (Mr. 
'  William  Roche)  in  reference  to  the  coii^* 
'  plaint  of  undue  interference  with  the 

<  rireedofti  of  election,  contained  in  a  peti* 

<  tion  from  146  electors  of  this  city,  is 

<  Unsatlsfkctoryi  inasmuch  as  it  containt 

<  but  the  denial  of  «ne  of  ike  parties  im^ 
'  plicai^di  and  lefiVeS  Undisturbed  the  f!seti 

<  whichi  as  the  petition  alleges^  ofem  be 
'  sustained  by  irrefutable  testimony.  That 

*  therefore,  we  call  upon  both  our  Repre* 

*  sentatives  to  demtmd,  with  that  tincom* 
'  promising  energy  by  which  their  parlia- 
'  tnentary  career  is  already  distinguished, 
'  that  thorough  investigation  which  the 
'  petition  claims,  and  the  future  freedom 

*  of  election  requires.'  Sir,  this  '*  Resolu*^ 
tion  "  necessarily  left  me  no  alternative  but 
to  bring  the  matter  before  the  HouSe,  and 
as  the  petitioners  demanded  only  investi- 
gation, as  the  case  is  one  of  such  general 
importance^  and  as  the  petitioners  say 
they  can  substantiate  the  charge  hy 
irrefutable  evidence ;  I  conceive  that  their 
prayer  ought  to  be  granted.  I  have  no 
personal  feeling  on  the  subject,  and  an 
acting  solely  in  obedience  to  the  duty  I 
owe  my  constituents  and  the  publk:  in 
moving  "  That  the  petition  be  referred  i# 
a  Select  Committee,  to  consider  the  matter 
thereof,  and  to  report  their  oMiervationa 
thereupon  to  the  House/' 

Sir  John  Hobhouie  contended,  thAt  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  had  Uid  no  suffi- 
cient grounds  for  the  ap|iointment  of  a 
Committee,  and  he  should  certainly  resist 
the  Motion ;  for  the  appointment  of  sucb 
a  Committee  would  amount  to  pronouncing 
a  sentence  of  condemnation  upon    the 
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tical  utility.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  by  going  into  a  discussion  of  a 
polemical  question  which  might  be  suit- 
able for  another  place ;  but  it  was  a  ques- 
tion into  which  it  was  not  fit  for  him  to 
enter  there.  He  should  only  say,  that  he 
would  meet  the  Motion  with  a  decided 
negative. 

Mr.  Cohbett :  The  noble  Lord  said,  the 
House  hardly  expected  him  to  answer  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brighton. 
No,  nor  did  I  either. 

Mr.  Harvey  acknowledged^  that  he  too 
was  a  Dissenter  and  a  Non-Conformist ; 
but,  though  he  was  prepared  to  support 
the  abstract  proposition  made  by  the  hon. 
Member,  he  could  not  agree  to  all  its 
terms.  The  hon.  Member  had  rather 
prejudiced  the  questiou,  by  directing  his 
arguments  to  the  abuses  of  the  Church, 
instead  of  limiting  himself  to  establishing 
the  ^eat  principle  of  religious  liberty,  and 
tlie  injustice  of  compellmg  Dissenters  to 
support  an  Established  Church;  which, 
bemg  at  variance  with  all  spiritual  free- 
dom,  was  a  fair  and  open  subject  of  in- 
vestigation. Tlie  hon«  Member  had  rather 
dwelt  on  the  administration  of  the  Church, 
than  upheld  the  great  principle  of  tolera- 
tion. He  could  not  say,  that  the  Church 
was  altogether  opposed  to  practical  utility, 
for  that  would  imply  that  it  bad  been  of 
no  utility  at  all  times,  to  which  he  could 
not  agree.  He  should  like  to  have  the 
principle  of  exonerating  the  Dissenters 
from  paying  to  the  Church  brought  under 
discussion ;  and  he  had  hoped  that  the 
noble  Lord  would,  at  least,  even  on  this 
occasion,  have  acknowledged  the  principle 
that  the  Dissenters  ought  not  to  pay  to 
the  Established  Church.  He  subscribed 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  proposition,  but 
not  to  the  former ;  and  he  trusted  the  hon. 
Mover  would  withdraw  the  Motion,  as  to 
negative  it  might  place  the  non-conformists 
in  an  improper  light. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  would  express  his 
utter  dissent  from  all  the  words*  of  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Mover.  He  would 
make  only  one  observation  on  the  system 
of  sermon  and  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. The  hon.  Member  admitted,  that  he 
was  a  Dissenter,  and  he  attacked  those 
who  in  that  House  could  not  appear  to 
defend  themselves.  He  attacked  tnem  on 
account  of  their  temporalities,  and  he 
attacked  them  also  on  their  spiritual  prac* 
tices  and  motives.  The  hon.  Member  was, 
be  believed,  not  only  a  Dissenter,  but  a 
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licensed  preacher  among  that  body,  or  he 
had  been ;  and  it  was  hardly  fair  in  hioi 
to  attack  the  Ministers  of  the  Church  of 
England  as  to  their  motives  and  conduct, 
when  they  could  not  come  into  that  House 
to  defend  themselves.  He  felt,  that  the 
House  had  expressed  its  opinion  so  de- 
cidedly, that  it  was  unnecessary  for  him 
to  trespass  on  its  time.  » 

Mr.  Aglumby  was  friendly  to  the  latter 
part  of  the  proposition,  but  not  to  the  first 
part  of  it,  and  had  no  other  course  but  to 
oppose  it. 

Mr.  0*Dwyer  proposed  an  Amendment 
to  this  effect : — '^  That  the  Revenues  of 
the  Church  of  England  have  always  been 
subject  to  legislative  enactments,  and  they 
ought  to  be  appropriated  to  their  original 
institution.'' 

Mr.  Harvey  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ment, as  implying  something  to  which  no 
Protestant  Dissenter  could  agree.  He 
could  not  allow  those  revenues  to  be  ap- 
propriated as  they  were  originally. 

The  Amendment  withdrawn,  and  the 
original  Motion  negatived  without  a  divi- 
sion. Some  voices  called  out  '^  the  Ayes 
have  it,"  after  the  Speaker  had  decided ; 
but 

The  Speaker  said,  they  were  too  late, 
for  not  one  ''  Aye"  had  been  uttered  when 
he  put  the  question. 

BaiBERT    AND   CORRUPTION.]      Lord 

John  Russell  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  provide  for  the  Trial  of  Petitions 
complaining  of  general  Bribery  and  Cor- 
ruption in  Cities  and  Boroughs  sending 
Members  to  Parliament.  The  noble  Lord 
explained  the  objects  of  his  Bill  shortly, 
but  the  noise  in  the  House  prevented  him 
from  being  heard  in  the  Gallery^ 

Mr.  O'Connell  wished  to  know  whether 
the  parties  were  to  be  exposed  to  all  the 
expense  of  the  Grenville  Act,  as  that 
would  be  a  bar  to  justice  in  many  places 
in  England,  and  particularly  in  Ireland  ? 
Did  the  noble  Lord  mean  to  impose  any 
oaths  respecting  bribery  on  the  Members 
of  that  House  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  was  understood  to 
reply,  that  when  petitions  were  frivolous 
and  vexatious,  the  parties  presenting  them 
would  be  saddled  with  the  costs ;  when 
they  were  otherwise,  the  expense  would 
be  defrayed  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
expense  of  other  Parliamentary  Commit- 
tees. With  respect  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite,  he 
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never  contemplated  imposing  upon  the 
Members  of  tnat  House  such  an  oath  as 
had  been  mentioned  ;  it  might  be  very 
well  to  require  an  elector  to  declare  upon 
oath  whether  he  had  or  had  not  been 
bribed,  because  that  was  a  matter  of  fact 
to  which  he  could  at  once  speak  ;  but  not 
60  with  a  Member  of  Parliament^  for  at 
fn  election  many  ^cts  might  be  done,  of 
which  he,  probably,  would  be  more  or  less 
cognizant,  but  they  might  not  appear  to 
his  mind  to  amount  to  bribery  ;  and, 
therefore,  in  calling  upon  a  Member  to 
take  such  an  oath,  it  was  requiring  him 
to  swear  to  a  matter  of  opinion,  and  not 
of  fact. 

Leave  given. 

Limerick  City  Election.]  Mr. 
William  Roche:  Sir,  the  subject  matter  of 
the  Motion  which  it  becomes  my  duty  to 
bring  before  the  House,  in  obeaience  to 
the  wishes  and  instructions  of  a  consider^ 
able  and  respectable  portion  of  my  con* 
Btituents,  is  certainly  one  which  at  all  times 
demands,  and  has  indeed  at  all  tindes 
commanded,  the  most  serious  attention  and 
jealous  vigilance  of  this  House,  involving, 
as  it  does,  the  all  important  considerations 
of  freedom  of  election,  the  rights  and  pri- 
vileges of  the  people,  and  the  dignity  and 
character  of  this  House,  which  must  needs 
rise  in  the  estimation  and  confidence  of 
the  people  in  proportion  as  it  is  felt  to  be 
the  free  emanation  of  their  choice.  The 
petition.  Sir,  wliich  I  hold  in  myhand^ 
contains  the  complaint  that  forms  the 
ground  of  my  Motion,  and  charges  the 
Irish  Government  with  unduly  interfering 
and  exercising  their  influence  during  the 
last  election  for  the  city  of  Limerick 
against,  not  my  return,  but  that  of  my  hon. 
colleague  Mr.  David  Roche,  who  is  not 
now  in  his  place,  being:  at  present  in 
Limerick.  But^  Sir,  as  I  nave  no  wish  to 
portray  this  complaint  with  the  slightest 
ehade  of  higher  colouring  than  the  allega- 
tions contained  in  the  petition  call  upon 
one  to  do,  1  think  my  better  way  will  be 
to  read  those  charges  from  the  petition 
itself;  but  before  f  do  so,  allow  me  to 
explain  why  it  has  not  been  earlier  brought 
under-ihe  notice  of  this  House.  Sir,  the 
petition  has  been  in  my  hands  for  some 
weeks,  and  the  delay  of  acting  upon  it 
arose  from  the  following  circumstances. 
•Perceiving  when  I  received  it,  that  it  con- 
tained such  grave  charges  against  the  Irish 
Goverun^ent,  I  conceived  that  justice  and 


courtesy  alike  called  upon  me  to  apprise 
the  then  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland 
of  its  object,  and,  in  order  to  enable  him 
to  inquire  into  the  matter  and  be  prepared 
to  defend  the  conduct  of  his  Govemmeni* 
He  did  accordingly  write  over  to  Ireland, 
and  obtained  an  answer  from  one  of  the 
gentlemen,  Mr.  Yokes  (Chief  Magistrate  of 
police  in  the  city  of  Limerick,  and  staled 
to  be  an  agent  in  conveying  the  desire  of 
Government  on  this  occasion)  denying 
that  he,  Mr.  Yokes,  used  any  such  iofla* 
ence  on  the  part  of  Government,  or  was 
at  all  authorized  to  use  it.  This  reply  the 
then  right  hon.  Secretary  tot  Ireland  (Mr. 
Stanley)  communicated  to  me,  und  I 
transmitted  it  to  my  constituents,  the 
petitioners,  on  which  they  held  a  meeting 
and  adopted  the  following  ttesohition-^ 
'  Resolved,  that  the  reply  of  Mr.  Stanley 
'  to  our  respected   RepMentattve  (Mr. 

*  William  tlocbe)  in  reference  to  the  (MHh- 

*  plaint  of  undue  interference  with  the 
'  freedoftv  of  election,  oontained  in  a  p«ii- 

<  tion  from  146  electors  of  this  eity,  is 
'  Unsatisfactory^  inasmuch  as  it  cOntabs 

<  but  the  denial  of  «ne  of  the  parlies  im*' 

<  plicated/  and  leaved  undisturbed  the  bets 

<  whidh,  as  the  petition  alleges^  otm  be 
'  sustained  by  irrefutable  testimony.  That 

*  therefore,  we  call  upon  both  our  Hepre* 

*  sentatives  to  dembnd,  with  that  uncom* 

*  promising  energy  by  which  their  parlia- 

*  mentary  oareer  is  already  distinguished, 
'  that  thorough  investigation  which  the 
'  petition  claims,  and  the  future  freedom 
'  of  election  requires.'  Sir,  this  **  Resolu'^ 
tion  "  necessarily  left  me  no  alternative  but 
to  bring  the  matter  before  the  House,  and 
as  the  petitioners  demanded  only  investi- 
gation, M  the  case  is  one  of  such  general 
importance^  and  as  the  petitioners  say 
they  can  substantiate  the  charge  by 
irrefutable  evidence ;  I  conceive  that  then- 
prayer  ought  to  be  granted.  I  hai^e  no 
personal  feeling  on  the  subject,  and  am 
acting  solely  in  obedience  to  the  duty  I 
owe  my  constituents  and  the  publk!  in 
moving  **  That  the  petition  be  referred  I0 
a  Select  Committee,  to  consider  the  matter 
thereof,  and  to  report  dieir  oMervations 
thereupon  to  the  House." 

Sir  John  Hobhou$e  contended,  that  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  had  laid  no  suffix 
cient  grounds  fbr  the  ap|iointment  of  a 
Committee,  and  he  should  certainly  resist 
the  Motion ;  for  the  appointment  of  such 
a  Committee  would  amount  to  pronOuncinf 
a  sentence  of  condemnation  upon    the 
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condtiet  of  the  Irtah  GoTernment  The 
lion.  Member  bad  saidj  that  he  made  a 
iufficient  case  by  merely  presenting^  a 
petition  from  certain  individuals,  who  were 
no  doubt  respectable ;  but  that  fact  did 
not  constitute  evidence  sufficient  to  sub- 
stantiate all  their  statements.  He  did 
not  say,  that  the  hon.  Member  had  acted 
improperly  but  he  had  not  brought 
forward  sufficient  evidence  to  support  bis 
])roposition. 

Mr.  (yConnell  said^  that  the  case  for 
the  Motion  was,  that  Major  Vokes  had 
interfered  most  improperly  with  the  Lime- 
rick election/ and  that  Mr.  Kenneyhad 
done  the  same. «  To  that,  he  contended, 
the  right  hon.  Bai^onet  bad  given  no 
answer. 

Mr.  Stanley  affirmed  that  the  conduct 
of  the  Irish  Government  had  been  per- 
fectly impartial  during  the  whole  of  the 
election  \  and  read  tWo  letters,  dtte  from 
Major  Vokes,  and  the  other  fitom  Mh 
Kenney,  in  which  both  gentlemen  denied 
the  inti^rference  imputed  to  tbem. 

Motion  iiej^atived. 

DisfRiButioir  OF  Stamps.]  Mr. 
Cobbett  moved  for  a  Return,  stating  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners  of  Stamps, 
of  the  Solicitors  of  Stamps,  of  all  under 
officers  and  clerks,  and  other  persons  in 
that  department ;  stating  the  annual  sum 
whfbh  each  of  the  said  persons  receives  as 
salary  or  pay ;  also  stating  the  names  of 
retired  commissioners,  solicitors,  clerks 
and  other  persons  in  the  said  department, 
and  the  sums  which  each  of  the  said 
fetired  persons  receives  annually.  And 
also  stating  the  names  of  all  the  distributors 
of  stamps,  county  by  county,  in  England 
Wales,  and  Scotland ;  and  stating  the 
salary  or  sum  that  each  distributor  annu- 
ally receives  for  his  services. 

Lord  Altkorp  said,  that  the  number  of 
names  of  persons,  for  a  list  of  whicbi  with 
the  salaries  attached  to  their  offices,  &c., 
the  faon.  Member  now  moved,  amounted 
to  no  less  than  5i5,  Re  jult  stated  that 
fjact,  to  show  the  enormous  trouble  that 
would  he  occasioned  in  making  out  this 
return.  He  should  like  to  know,  therefore, 
from  the  hon.  Member,  what  object  he  had 
in  view  In  mgving  for  such  a  return*  As 
yet  the  hon.  Member  had  mentioned  no 
grounds  for  this  Motion,  to  which  he  (Lord 
Althorp)  should  certainly  object,  unless 
gopd  parliamentary  grounds  were  estab- 
fished  for  complying  with  it. 


Mr.  Cobbett  said,  in  die  first  place, 
with  regard  to  the  enormous  trouble  whicK 
the  noble  Lord  asserted  the  taking  out  of 
this  return  would  occasion,  that  he  (Mr. 
Cobbett)  had  one  clerk,  and  that  he  would 
most  undoubtedly  discharge  him  on  Satur- 
day night  unless  he  would  in  the  space  of 
twenty-four  hours  make  out  such  a  list  as 
that  of  those  525  persons,  with  the  salaries 
attached  to  their  offices.  What  he  (  Mr. 
Cobbett)  wanted  to  ascertain  by  this  return 
was,  who  the  persons  were  who  pocketed 
a  quarter  of  a  million  of  money  out  of  the 
collection  of  the  stamps.  He  had  a  motion 
for  the  26th  instant  relative  to  the  Stamp 
duties,  upon  which  occasion  he  would 
prove  clearly  to  the  House  that  those  who 
should  not  pay  those  taxes — ^namely,  the 
poor  of  the  country — did  pay  them  t  that 
the  rich,  who  ought  to  pay  them,  did  not 
pay  them ;  and  his  object  in  moving  for 
this  return  was  to  prove  that  the  rich 
actually  received  them.  If  the  noble  Lord 
should  refuse  him  this  return,  which  he 
did  not  ask  as  a  favour  from  him,  he 
(Mr.  Cobbett  J,  when  he  brought  forward 
his  Motion,  would  be  obliged  to  proceed 
upon  presumption,  as  the  facta  were  with- 
held from  him. 

Lord  Althorp  had  never  supposed  that 
this  return  waa  asked  as  a  favour.  What 
he  said  was,  that  good  parliamentary 
grounds  should  be  laid  for  such  a  Motion, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  stated  such  grounds.  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  stated  that  there  were  more 
persons  employed  in  those  departments 
than  there  ought  to  be,  or  that  improper 
persons  were  employed  in  them,  such 
would  be  good  grounds  for  granting  the 
return;  but  he  had  not  made  any  such 
statement. 

Mr.  O'ConneU  contended,  that  sufficient 
grounds  had  been  stated  for  granting  the 
Motion.  The  mere  fact  that  a  quarter  of 
a  million  of  money  was  spent  upon  this 
department  was  sufficient  to  induce  the 
House  to  call  for  such  a  return. 

Lord  Althorp  begged  to  correct  the 
hon,  and  learned  member  for  Dublin.  So 
far  from'  this  department  costing  half  a 
million,  or  a  quarter  of  a  million,  the 
whole  of  the  salaries  of  the  persons  em-* 
ployed  in  it  amounted  only  to  140,383/. 

Motion  negatived. 

Savings*  Banks.]  Lord  i4/<Aorp,  pur- 
suant to  the  notice  which  he  had  given 
last  oighti  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in 
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cimsider  the  propriety  of  doing  so  in  a  Com. 
mittee  of  the  whole  House,  and  not  with 
the  Speaker  in  the  Chair. 

Sir  Robert  IngUs  objected  to  the  House 
entertaining  the  proposition  at  all,  and 
whether  the  Motion  were  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill,  or  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee,  he  was  disposed  to  op- 
pose it.  He  certainly  was  of  opinion  that 
the  sense  of'  the  House  should  be  taken  on 
the  question  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Chair. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  proposition  was 
merely  for  a  Committee,  as  it  would  be  for 
a  Committee  to  consider  whether  the 
House  should  be  recommended  to  take  any 
measures.* 

Sir  Robert  IngUs  protesting  against  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  would  not  far- 
ther oppose  the  going  into  a  Committee. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com* 
mittee;  Mr.  Warburton  in  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Robert  Grant  said,  it  now  became 
his  duty  to  propose  the  following  Resolu- 
tion :«— '*  That  it  is  expedient  to  remove  all 
civil  disabilities  at  present  existing  afiect- 
inc  his  Majesty's  subjects  of  the  Jewish  re- 
ligion,  with  the  like  exceptions  as  are  pro- 
vided with  reference  to  his  Majesty's  sub- 
jects  professing  the  Roman  Catholic  reli- 
gion." The  disabilities  under  which  the  Jews 
laboured  were  very  nearlytheismie  as  affected 
the  Roman  Catholics  at  the  time  of  passing 
the  Inll  for  their  emancipation.  He  was  de- 
sirous to  remove  the  Jews  from  the  situa* 
tion  in  which  they  now  were,  and  to  place 
them  where  the  Catholics  at  present  stood. 
The  great  prindple  upon  which  he  rested 
his  case  and  which  he  frequently  advocated 
in  that  House,  he  took  to  be  this — that  in 
every  civilised  and  properly-regulated  com- 
munity no  man  ought  to  be  excluded,  as  a 
flenend  rule,  from  any  civil  right  or  privi- 
jeee  on  account  of  his  religious  sentiments 
being  different  from  those  of  the  commu- 
nity at  larse,  unless  those  sentiments 
threatened  we  disorganisation  of  dvil 
society.  Unless  that  exception  could  be 
made  out,  a  man's  religious  opinions  ought 
not  to  operate  as  a  reason  against  his 
enjoying  any  civil  right  or  privil^e.  Now, 
if  any  one  could  show  to  him  any  other 
religious  community,  under  the  same  cir- 
cumstances, whose  conduct  was  as  correct 
and  peaceable  as  that  of  the  Jews,  he  would 
be  perfectly  content  to  second  a  motion  for 
their  relief.  When  he  formerly  introduced 
this  subject,  he  had  been  reproached  by  an 
hon.  Gentleman  for  taking  up  the  cause  of 
Jadaism  before  he  had  advocated  that  of  a 


class  ci  Christians— «the  Qtttkors.  On  that 
occasion  he  immediately  rose  and  staled 
that,  whenever  that  hon.  Member  brought 
forward  a  Motion  in  favour  of  that  sect 
who  were  called  Quakers,  he  would  be 
happy  to  second  it.  He  was  glad  that  the 
House  had  saved  him  that  trouble,  having, 
per  saltutn,  and  1^  anticipation,  confiened 
on  a  member  of  tluit  body  one  of  the  gMSt- 
est  constitutional  privileges.  A  noUe 
friend  of  his  had  already  given  notice  of  a 
Motion  affecting  that  body,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  bouse  would  be  equally  indined 
to  accede  to  that  Motion,  and  the  one  fab 
had  the  honour  to  propose.  In  laying 
down  the  prindple  that  religious  diaient 
ought  not  to  constitute  a  ground  forexdu- 
sion  from  dvil  office,  he  fdt  himself  in 
much  the  same  situation  as  if  he  were 
enforcing  any  other  political  axiom,  of 
which  the  attempt  to  prove  it  was  in  some 
d^ree  to  shake  its  certainty.  He  held 
this  prindple  as  the  very  foundation  of 
all  politiod  society— namdy,  that  men  who 
were  united  tc^ether  in  sodety  oomfafaied 
for  common  objects — ^they  were  bound  to 
make  common  exertions,  to  sustain  cornmon 
burthens,  in  order  to  support  the  existing 
system  of  society,  and  along  with  the 
liability  to  these  exertions  and  burdiens 
there  should  be  a  common  liability  to  all 
honours  and  privilegeSi  When  men  united 
to  obtain  a  common  object,  and  shared  a 
common  danger,  it  was  but  just,  that  they 
should  be  equally  eligible  to  the  common 
offices  and  honours  of  the  society.  Upon 
every  general  ground  of  expediency-Mipon 
every  prindple  whidi  led  men  to  unite, 
thdr  spedfic  differences  diould  not  be 
further  abrogated,  nor  should  particular 
differences  be  further  obtruded  than  was 
necessary  to  obtain  the  common  object,  and 
all  the  offices  which  did  not  involve  some 
principle  inimical  to  the  ffeneial  prind^e 
of  the  common  good  should  be  open  alike 
to  all  who  sharS  the  common  danger.  To 
deny  to  a  small  minority  any  of  those  pri* 
vileges  or  offices  upon  political  grounds  was 
oppression— to  deny  diem  upon  religious 
^unds  was  persecution^-and  to  practise 
dther  oppression  or  perascution  was  not 
only  contrary  to  reason,  and  the  principle 
on  which  society  was  formed,  it  was  coo- 
trary  to  the  spirit  of  that  rdigion  whidi 
was  invoked  on  this  occasion  to  justify  the 
exdudon,  which  came  to  bring  peace  on 
earth  and  good-will  to  all  mankmd.  Th» 
Jews  whose  claims  he  advocated  came 
strictly  wkhin  these  genenil  prindplss* 
They  were  not  a  naxxow  and  onksowa 
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laboured^  and  he  boped  care  would  be 
taken  by  the  House  not  to  deliver  up  the 
beer*ihopi  to  be  destroyed^  ai  the  puhli- 
cans  bad  boBOy  at  the  whim  or  caprice 
of  the  Magtstratei,  without  Judge  or  Jury. 
He  had  seen  publicans,  who  had  paid  300L 
or  4ML  fur  the  good^wiU  of  a  hous^  de* 
stroyed  by  the  mere  whisper  of  a  lie  in  the 
«Br  of  a  Justice  of  the  Peace ;  and  he 
thought  it  wap  a  tsamendous  power  to  in- 
vest  any  man  with,  which  would  have  the 
efieot  of  converting  honest  and  brave  Eng- 
lishmen into  miserable  slaves  within  a  very 
.short  time. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

ElCANeiPATIOW  OF  TBB  Jewi.]]  Mr. 
Robert  Qr0Hi  said,  that  before  he  proceeded 
with  his  intended  Motion  on  the  sulgect  of 
Jewish  disabilities,  he  was  prepared  to  state 
to  the  House,  in  contradiction  to  what  had 
already  been  assexted  there,i«**namely,  that 
the  Jews  did  not  feel  those  disalnlities, — 
he  was  prepared  to  state  that  he  had  !«• 
oeived  letters  signed  by  the  most  respect, 
able  of  that  class  of  his  Muesty's  subjects, 
declaring  the  interest  they  felt  in  the  ques. 
tion,  aim  reoietting  that  it  had  not  been 
yet  settled.  The  case  of  the  Jews  was  so 
strong,  that  he  thought  he  might,  without 
offering  a  sin^  remark,  submit  their  griev* 
anoes  to  the  Hou^e  of  Commons,  with  a 
fuU  confidence  of  success*  The  whole 
body  of  persona  of  that  persuaaion,  except 
a  few  who  were  too  insignificant  to  merit 
attention*  took  the  deepest  interest  in  what 
he  was  about  to  propose.  On  a  former 
oecasion,  in  the  late  House  of  Commons,  he 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the 
lemoval  of  those  disabilities  which  affected 
Jewish  suljects;,  but,  in  conformity  with 
imecedents,  and  in  accordance  with  the 
opiniona  of  the  friends  of  the  measure,  it 
was  now  thought  better  t6  move  the  House 
for  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  to 
consider  those  disabilities.  In  that  Com. 
mittee  he  would  move  a  Resolution  on  the 
subjects  His  object  was  to  place  the  Jews 
on  the.8ame  footins  with  that  class  of  sepa^ 
mtista  from  the  Established  Church — the 
Roman  Catholiea— whose  dvil  rights  were 
now  xecogniised  by  act  of  Parliament.  On 
a  former  oooadon,  when  the  subject  was 
less  considered  by  the  public  than  it  had 
been  since,  he  had  felt  it  necessary  to  ob- 
serve and  make  remarks  upon  the  whole 
case.  He  did  not  now  deem  it  necessary 
to  take  that  oourse.  He  wo^ld  state  first 
the  principle  on  which  he  rented  his  case, 
wd  b9  fbould  Iboa  vexy  fibortiy  apply  hun« 
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self  to  one  or  two  of  the  main  arguments 
that  were  urged  against  it  The  chief 
principle  on  which  he  called  on  the  House 
to  remove  those  disabilities*— 

The  Speaker  su^ested  whether  it  would 
not  be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House  to 
know  distinctly  what  course  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman meant  to  adopt.  If  he  intended  to 
move  a  resolution  in  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,  it  was  to  be  considered,  whe- 
ther he  would  move  for  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  at  once,  and  then  open 
his  case  in  that  Committee,  or  whether  he 
would  open  his  case  now,  and  end  with  his 
motion  for  a  Committee.  The  difference 
of  the  two  modes  was  this — that  if  he  took 
the  latter  course,  the  debate  w!)uld,  in  the 
first  instance,  be  taken  in  the  House,  and 
afterwards  in  the  Committee ;  but  if  the 
House  went  into  Committee  in  the  first 
instance,  the  case  might  then  be  opened, 
and  a  single  debate  would  suffice  on  the 
Resolution. 

Mr.  Robert  Grant  thought  the  latter 
course  was  decidedly  the  best  for  him  to 
adopt.  He  should  therefore  move,  "  That 
this  House  do  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  to  consider  the 
disabilities  affecting  Jewish  subjects."  In 
the  Committee  he  should  state  his  Resolu- 
tion* 

Shr  Robert  IngUs  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  open  the  case  in  die  whole  Hoiise, 
and  not  in  Committee.  If  the  debate  were 
proceeded  with,  there  might  be  an  under- 
standing, that  the  proposition  about  to  be 
submitted  to  the  consideration  of  the  House 
should  not  be  again  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Robert  Grant  should  be  glad  to 
assent  to  the  arrangement  proposed  bv  the 
hon.  Baronet,  if  he  represented  any  one  but 
himself  on  this  occasion ;  but  the  hon*  Baro- 
net could  not  answer  for  the  course  which 
other  hon.  Gentlemen  might  think  it  expe- 
dient to  pursue.  If  they  adopted  the  mode 
of  proceeding  which  the  hon.  Baronet  re- 
commended, the  House  might  be  exposed 
to  the  risk  of  a  double  debate,  which,  he 
imagined,  in  this  stage  of  the  proceeding, 
to  be  wholly  unnecessary. 

The  Spei^er  suggested,  that  the  consi- 
deration of  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  would  be  the  regular  course  of  pn>« 
ceeding.  If  the  hon.  Baronet  would  refer 
to  the  old  practice  of  Parliament^  he  would 
find  that  tne  rule  was,  or  at  least  that  it 
was  customary,  before  the  House  enter* 
taioed  a  now  measure  of  lUi  sMuR^  tQ 
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coDiidflr  the  piopncty  of  doiB^  90  in  &  Com* 
iiiittee  of  the  wlioie  House,  and  not  with 
the  Speakor  in  the  Chair. 

Sir  Robert  InglU  objected  to  the  Hooae 
entertaining  the  propoaition  at  aD,  and 
whether  the  Motion  were  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill»  or  for  the  Hooae  to  reaolTe  itaeff 
into  a  Committee,  he  was  disposed  to  op- 
pose it.  He  certainly  was  of  opinion  tlut 
the  sense  of  the  House  should  be  taken  on 
the  question  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Chair. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  proposition  was 
merely  for  a  Committee,  as  it  would  be  for 
a  Committee  to  consider  whether  the 
House  should  be  recommended  to  take  any 
measures.' 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  protesting  against  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  would  not  far. 
ther  oppose  the  going  into  a  Committee. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee; Mr.  Warburton  in  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Robert  Grant  said,  it  now  became 
his  duty  to  propose  the  following  Resolu- 
tion  :•«''  That  it  is  expedient  to  remove  aU 
civil  disabilities  at  present  existing  affects 
inff  his  Majesty's  subjects  of  the  Jewish  re- 
ligion, with  the  like  exceptions  as  are  pro- 
vided  with  reference  to  his  Majesty's  sub. 
jects  professing  the  Roman  Catholic  reli- 
gion." The  disabilities  under  which  the  Jews 
wboured  were  very  nearlythesame  asafiected 
the  Roman  Catholics  at  the  time  of  pasnng 
the  bill  for  their  emancipation.  He  was  de- 
sirous  to  remove  the  Jews  from  the  situa- 
tion in  which  they  now  were,  and  to  place 
them  where  the  Catholics  at  present  stood. 
The  great  prindiple  upon  which  he  rested 
his  case  and  which  he  frequently  advocated 
in  that  House,  he  took  to  be  this — that  in 
every  civilised  and  properly-regulated  com- 
munity no  man  ought  to  be  excluded,  as  a 
general  rule,  from  any  civil  right  or  privi- 
jese  on  account  of  his  religious  sentiments 
being  diffisrent  from  those  of  the  commu- 
nity at  large,  unless  those  sentiments 
threatened  we  disorganixation  of  civil 
society.  Unless  that  exception  could  be 
made  out,  a  man's  religious  opinions  ought 
not  to  operate  as  a  reason  against  nis 
enjoying  any  civil  right  or  privU^.  Now, 
if  any  one  could  show  to  him  any  other 
religious  community,  under  the  same  cir- 
cumstances, whose  conduct  was  as  correct 
and  peaceable  as  that  of  the  Jews,  he  would 
be  perfectly  content  to  second  a  motion  for 
their  relief.  When  he  formerly  introduced 
this  subject,  he  had  been  reproached  by  an 
hon.  Oendeman  for  taking  up  the  cause  of 
Judaism  before  he  had  advocated  that  of  a 


daas  of  Chrialiana-*the  Quakers.  On  tint 
occasion  he  immedial^  rose  and  stated 
that,  whenever  Uiat  hon.  Member  bnmgjbt 
forward  a  Motion  in  favoor  of  that  sect 
who  were  called  Quakers,  he  would  be 
h^Fpy  to  second  it.  He  was  g^  that  the 
House  had  saved  him  that  tronUe,  having, 
per  saltum,  and  by  anticipation,  conftgied 
on  a  member  of  that  body  one  of  the  graau 
est  constitutional  privile^  A  noble 
friend  of  his  had  already  given  notioe  of  a 
Motion  affecting  that  body,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  tiouse  would  be  eqoaUy  incKned 
to  accede  to  that  Motion,  and  the  one  ha 
had  the  honour  to  pcopoae.  In  laying 
down  the  principle  that  rdigious  dinent 
ought  not  to  constitute  a  ground  for  exclu- 
sion from  civil  office,  he  felt  himaelf  in 
much  the  same  situation  as  if  he  weve 
enforcing  any  other  political  axiom,  of 
which  the  attempt  to  prove  it  was  in  some 
d^ree  to  shake  its  certainty.  He  held 
this  principle  as  the  very  foundation  of 
all  political  society— namely,  that  men  who 
were  united  tc^ether  in  sode^  combined 
for  common  objects  they  were  boand  to 
make  common  exertions,  to  sustain  ooramon 
burthens,  in  order  to  support  theexistiiig 
system  of  society,  and  along  with  tlie 
ikbility  to  these  exertions  and  burthens 
there  should  be  a  common  liability  to  all 
honours  and  privileges.  When  men  united 
to  obtain  a  common  olgect,  and  shared  a 
common  danger,  it  was  but  just,  that  they 
should  be  equally  eligible  to  the  common 
offices  and  honours  of  the  society.  Upon 
every  general  gptiund  of  expedienQT-^npoa 
every  principle  which  led  men  to  unite, 
their  specific  differences  should  not  be 
further  abrogated,  nor  should  particular 
differences  be  further  obtruded  than  was 
necessary  to  obtain  the  common  object,  and 
all  the  offices  which  did  not  involve  some 
principle  inimical  to  the  general  prind^e 
of  the  common  good  should  be  open  alike 
to  all  who  shard  the  common  danger.  To 
deny  to  a  small  minority  any  of  those  pri- 
vileges or  offices  upon  politiod  grounds  was 
oppression-— to  deny  them  upon  religioos 
^unds  was  peraecution«-»and  to  practise 
either  oppression  or  persecution  was  not 
only  contrary  to  reason,  and  the  principle 
on  which  sodety  was  formed,  it  was  con- 
trary to  the  spirit  of  that  rdigion  whidi 
was  invoked  on  this  occasion  to  justify  the 
exdusion,  which  came  to  bring  peace  on 
earth  and  good^will  to  all  mankmd.  Th» 
Jews  whose  claims  he  advocated  came 
strictly  within  these  geneml  principles. 
They  were  not  9  nanow  and  unknown 
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sect,  tbe  birth  of  yesterday.  Their 
priiuaples  were  well  known,  and  their 
sacred  hodn  were  venerated  by  ourselves. 
Throughout  their  whole  history  they  had 
distinguished  themselves  as  an  orderly, 
industrious,  obedient,  and  reli^ous  people. 
Their  morals  were  unimpeadiable ;  the 
principles  of  their  morals  and  of  our  own 
were  the  same.  In  political  principles  and 
moral  and  loyal  conduct  the  Jews  evinced 
that  they  had  common  interests  with  our- 
selves. Was  it  just  that  they  should  be 
excluded  from  common  honours?  The 
Jew  had  manifestly  an  interest  in  the  state 
which  aflforded  him  protection-*let  him 
enjoy  office,  and  so  render  his  interest 
deeper.  The  Jew  was  interested  in  de- 
fending the  t»untry  which  contained  his 
family  and  property—open  to  him  the  army 
and  navy.  The  Jew  was  as  deeply  inter« 
ested  in  the  laws  of  the  country  as  the 
ChristiaQ^— place  him  upon  the  bench,  if 
qualified.  The  Jew  was  interested  in  up- 
holding the  King  and  Constitution— *let 
him  serve  the  kins  as  his  other  subjects  did. 
Finally,  the  Jew  having  a  common  interest 
in  the  State,  throw  open  to  him  those  doors; 
and  when  he  appeared  at  the  Table,  ask 
from  him  no  pasroort  but  the  dioioe  of  a 
competent  body  of  free  constituents.  He 
had  been  once  asked,  '^  where,  after  the 
emancipation  of  the  Jews,  will  be  the 
great  constitutional  rule  of  law,  that  Chris- 
tianity is  part  of  the  common  law  of  the 
land?"  He  replied  that  the  rule  would 
stand  in  the  same  position  as  before— it 
would  stand  without  the  slightest  altera- 
tion. It  was  well  known,  however,  that 
the  rule  did  not  now  receive  the  construc- 
tion which  had  heretofore  been  given  to  it 
«-4hat  it  was  now  looked  upon  in  a  common 
sense  manners-it  now  received  a  better 
aad  more  liberal  explanation.  Formerly 
the  xule  meant  not  only  that  Christi- 
anity should  be  observed  in  the  land,  but 
that  every  servant  of  the  State  should  be 
of  that  Te^mxm  which  was  -estaUished. 
That  was  the  meaning  of  the  rule  in  all 
our  ancient  writers— in  all  our  ancient  law 
bodu*  The  rule  now  meant  that  Chrisd- 
anity  was  professed,  sincerely  professed,  by 
the  migonty  of  the  community,  and  that 
they  would  sufier  no  individnal  to  villify 
the  doctrines,  or  obstruct  or  trample  on  the 
great  principles  of  its  morality.  That  was 
we  doctrine  hud  down  by  our  Mansfields— 
that  was  the  sense  in  which  the  rule  was 
interpreted  by  modem  writers-— and  that 
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Christianity  would  still  be  under  the  pro* 
teetion  of  the  law,  it  would  be  supported 
in  dignity  and  its  .observance  wmud  be 
maintained.    Then,  it  was  said,  how  can 


you,  after  having  passed  this  Bill,  call  the 
Parliament  a  Christian  Parliament  P  He 
would  answer  that  question  by  asldne  an* 
other.  "  Is  the  Parliament  now  a  Christian 
Parliament?  Are  you  able,  consistently 
with  the  present  toleration  of  a  small 
minority  cf  Jews,  to  call  yourselves  a 
Christian  nation?  If  you  are,  notwith- 
standing representatives  of  that  minority  so 
tolerated  shall  be  admitted  to  this  House, 
you  will  be  as  much  a  Christian  Parliament 
in  name  as  ever,  and  a  little  more  so  in 
spirit."  He  could  not  but  caution  hon. 
Gentlemen  asainst  pleading  objections  to 
this  subject,  m  the  name  of  Christianity, 
which  strenuously  opposed  and  denounced 
all  oppression  andr^igions  intolerance — ^its 
name  and  its  motto  bemg  charity  to  all  men. 
However,  there  had  been  objections  made 
to  the  emancipation  of  the  Jews*  by  those 
who  admitted  the  great  principle  of  civil 
and  religious  liberty  wfaicn  he  nad  sought 
to  estaluish.  These  objections  proceeded 
upon  two  grounds— the  first  was  pditical^ 
the  other  religious.  First,  in  reference  to 
the  political  ground  of  exclusion,  it  was 
said,  that  there  was  something  in  the  doc- 
trine and  dispoution  of  this  particular  class 
of  religionists  which  rendered  it  improper 
that  the  rights  of  citizenship  should  be 
conferred  on  them  by  any  nation  in  which 
they  might  be  located,  inasmuch  as  the 
spirit  of  dtisenship  was  wanting  in  the 
bosoms  of  the  Jews.  It  was  said,  that  the 
Jews  were  preoccupied  with  a  spirit  of 
patriotism,  not  towards  the  country  which 
affiirded  them  protection,  but  for  a  distant 
country,  towards  which  they  looked  for 
restoration  at  some  period  undefined  and 
hidden  in  the  mysteries  of  futurity;  and, 
therefi>re,  that  the  country  of  their  casual 
residence  diould  not  admit  them  to  its 
bosom  on  a  principle  of  equality  with  other 
subjects.  He  would  presently  ofier  a  satis, 
fiictory  answer  to  this  aJle^ition ;  mean- 
while he  must  observe,  that  the  extent  to 
whidi  feelings  of  personal  dislike  of  the 
Jews  were  carried  by  many  was  extraardL 
nary,  and  almost  too  ludicrous  to  mention* 
An  hon.  gentleman,  not  now  a  Member  of 
the  House,  once  said,  that  he  could  not  con* 
template  the  possibility  of  being  on  diniw 
terms  with  the  Jews,  and  seemed  to  think 
that  his  own  repupnance  in  this  reject 
constituted  a  satis&ctory  reason   for  es* 
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hoa.  fncnd  was  in  a  lamentaUa  slate 
of  ignorsnoe  on  this  subject,  as  man^r 
Memben  present  were  aware,  who  could 
testify,  from  personal  experience,  that  the 
cookery  cf  the  Jews  was  not  the  wont 
thing  about  them.  But  the  whole  argu- 
ment which  proeeeded  to  exdude  the  Jews 
from  cdvn  office  on  the  ground  of  antipathy 
was  a  complete  mm  aequitur*  If  you  do 
not  like  the  Jews,  that  may  be  a  very  good 
reason  for  banishing  them  the  country,  but 
it  is  bad  logic  to  say,  '^  we  dislike  the  Jews 
in  private  life,  and,  therefoTB,  will  not  ad- 
mit ihem  into  pubUo  offices."  Now,  with 
respect  to  the  supposed  and-social  principles 
of  the  Jews,  the  most  sacred  of  their  books 
had  told  them  to  '<  Seek  the  peace  of  the 
dty  whither  I  have  caused  you  to  be  car- 
ried away  captives,  and  pray  unto  the  Lord 
for  it ;  for  in  the  peace  thereof  shall  ye 
have  peace."  This  prindple  was  fully  ro- 
oogniaed  by  the  Jews  in  the  time  of  Napo- 
leon, who,  wishing  to  confer  the  rights  of 
oitiseoship  upon  the  Jews,  consulted  some 
of  the  leading  men  among  them  in  order 
to  ascertain  whether  their  tenets  would 
warrant  him  in  adopting  such  a  measure, 
and  the  result  was  satisfactory  in  all  re- 
spects* The  report  made  to  him  by  the 
great  Council  or  ^Sanhedrim,  dated  Paris, 
1812,  eontatned  the  following  assurances: 
*«•'  That  the  law  given  by  Moses  to  the 
children  of  Israel  enjoins  it  as  their  duty 
to  consider  as  their  brethren  the  individuals 
of  all  those  nations  which  acknowledge  a 
God,  the  Creator  of  Heaven  and  Earth, 
and  among  which  they  eiyoy  the  advan- 
tage of  civil  society,  or  even  hospitality 
and  protection.  That  the  Holy  Scripture 
commands  us  "  to  love  our  neighbours  like 
ourselves ;"  and  that  since  we  regard  it 
as  in  conformity  with  the  will  of  God 
(which  is  justice  itself),  '^to  do  to  others 
as  we  would  that  others  should  do  to  us," 
it  would  beoontrary  to  these  sacred  maxims 
not  to  consider  our  fellow«citiaens  both  in 
France  and  Italy  as  our  brethren*  That, 
aooording  to  this  doctrine,  of  which  the 
truth  is  universally  reoogniaed  both  by 
those  teachers  who  have  most  authority 
among  the  Israelites,  and  by  every  Isradite 
who  is  not  ignorant  of  the  principles  of 
his  religion,  it  is  the  duty  of  all  to  help, 
to  protect,  and  to  love  tiieir  fellow-eiti- 
sens,  and  to  treat  them  as  they  would 
treat  their  co-religionists  in  every  thing 
that  concerns  the  civil  and  moral  relations 
of  Ufo.  That  aince  the  Moiaio  religion 
commands  the  Israelites  to  leceive  wi£  so 
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stranger  who  might  go  to  leride  in  their 
towns,  it  is  still  more  strictly  for  them  a 
religious  principle  lo  nouxiah  dioae  feeUogs 
towards  the  individuals  of  every  nation 
which  has  received  them  in  hmr  boson, 
which  protecu  them  by  her  lawa  and  arms, 
permits  thera  to  worship  God  aooordbg  to 
the  rites  of  their  faith,  and  adndts  them, 
as  is  now  the  case  in  Franee  and  the  kiog- 
dom  of  Italy,  to  a  participation  in  alldd 
and  politicid  rights*    The  grand  Sanbe- 
drim  dedm»s  wat  every  laraelite,  bom 
and  educated  in  France  and  in  the  king- 
dom of  Italy,  and  admitted  to  the  rights 
of  a  oitiaen  by  the  laws  of  these  States, 
is  bound  by  his  religion  to  oonaider  them 
as  his  country^  to  serve  them,  to  defend 
them,  to  obey  the  laws,  and  to  confars, 
in  all  his  transactions,  to  the  vegulattans 
of  the  civil  code.'    Again,  in  a  "  Cate- 
chism of  the  Elements  of  the  Jewiah  Faith" 
for  the  use  of  the  youth  of  that  persoasii», 
he  found  the  following  answer  to  the  quei- 
ticHi,  '*  whether  aUegianoe  is  due  to  tke 
sovereign  and  laws  of  the  country  in  which 
they  reside?"    ** Certainly  |  as  long  as  the 
Messiah,  our  Redeemer,  ii  not  oome,  the 
king  under  whose  protection  we  live  must 
be  esteemed  as  a  King  of  Israel ;  and  the 
country  in  which  we  live  and  are  maia* 
tained,  and  under  the  shadow  of  whose 
government  we  enjoy  security  and  oomfivt, 
must  be  considered  in  the  same  light  as  the 
land  of  our  fore&thers."    But  it  might  be 
said,  that  their  practice  was  opposed  to  their 
precqits ;  he  was  prepared^  however,  tosboar 
that  the  experienoe  of  pest  ages  proved  that 
this  wasa  mere  prejudice, and  that  there  wss 
no  ground  for  asserting  that  the  Jews  did 
not  become  good  members  of  .that  commu- 
nity in  which  they  might  reside*      He 
was  prepared  to  show»  th^t  the  opinion 
that    the    Jews    are  precluded    by  their 
faith   from    becoming   as   good   citiaeas 
as  any  other  class,  was  founded  on  igno- 
rance of  the  faola  of  their  history*    The 
Jews  were  to  be  found  in  every  nation; 
and  in  every  nation  they  were  con^icuous 
for  the  manner  in  winch  ihof  performed 
their  duties  as  members  of  the  community- 
The  Jews  were  a  scattered  people ;  but  ex- 
perience proved,  in  every  instance;,  that 
where  they  had  been  allowed,  th^  had 
become  a  part  of  the  people  among  whom 
they  dwell.    This  was  not  moely  the  esse 
in  modem  times,  but  instances  of  it  wars 
to  be  f oimd  in  the  earliest  period  of  their 
history*    He  would  not  take  up  the  time 
of  the  Committee  by  referring  to  histoiy 
for  many  iwliiifiesi    Om  or  Iwo  ds€ua« 
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•lii&oefl,  however^  he  must  glanoe  iit:  he 
need  not  refer  lo  that  memm^ble  example 
Ikmiliar  to  every  one^  which  occurred  to  one 
eminent  individual  of  this  people,  who  fuU 
filled  all  the  duties  of  a  oitixen  in  the 
country  in  which  he  resided^  without  fbr« 
gettinff  the  land  of  his  fathers*  He  would 
not  refer  to  other  instances  in  the  early  his- 
tory 1^  this  people^  but  pass  on  to  the  time 
of  their  captivity,  when  they  were  severed 
from  their  native  land>  and  had  to  reside  in 
«  oountryi  the  feelings  and  opinions  of  the 
inhabitants  of  which  were  entirely  opposed 
to  their  own.  But,  during  the  period  of 
the  Babylonish  and  Persian  captivities,  it 
would  be  fbund  that  the  most  eminent 
offices  in  those  two  nations  were  filled  by 
the  Jewish  captives  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
command  the  reluctant  admiration  of  the 
states  in  which  thdr  lots  were  oast  At  that 
period,  too,  the  objection  of  the  anti«8oeial 
nature  of  the  feehngs  and  doctrines  of  the 
Jews  was  urged  upon  the  sovereign  of 
Persia  in  nearly  the  same  language  that 
was  used  in  the  former  House  of  Commons. 
The  King  was  told,  *'  There  is  a  certain 
people  scattered  abroad,  and  dispersedamong 
thy  people,  in  all  the  provinces  of  thy  king- 
dom j  and  their  laws  are  diverse  from  ui 
people,  neither  keep  they  the  King's  laws; 
therefore  it  is  not  for  the  King^s  profit  to 
sufier  them.  If  it  please  the  King,  let  it 
be  written  that  they  may  be  destroyed." 
Now,  this  was  following  up  the  argument 
properly;  but  the  king,  so  addressed,  was 
Artaxences,  who  was  as  good  a  logician  as 
the  great  man  who  addressed  him ;  but, 
instead  of  destroynig  the  people  objected 
to,  he  banged  the  objector,  and  so  put  an 
end  to  the  argument  He  should  be  sorry 
that  the  present  should  be  acted  upon, 
with  respect  to  his  hon.  friend,  the  member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford,  who,  he 
hoped,  would  long  live  to  urge<*^if  not  hia 
objections  to  the  relief  of  the  Jews*— his 
complaints  at  their  emancipation*  But  ihe 
case  he  had  referred  to  was  not  a  singular 
case.  Under  the  Ptolemies  of  Bgypt,  and 
the  SeleuddK  of  Syria,  the  Jews  served  in 
the  highest  civil  and  military  offices.  He 
oould  adduce  many  instances  to  show,  that 
notwithstanding  the  afieotion  which  the 
Jews  always  manifested  for  the  soil,  the 
country,  aiid  the  institutions  of  their  fore- 
fbthen  in  Palestine,  they  always  acted  the 
part  of  good  citisens  in  those  countries  in 
which  they  sought  protection*  At  last  the 
final  dispersion  took  place  which  reduced 
them  to  the  state  in  which  they  had  been 
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that  period,  he  met  with  one' fact  which 
was  the  more  curious,  because  a  sort  of 
parallel  case  had  occuned  in  our  own  time. 
It  was  perfectly  well  known  that  the  em- 
peror Julian  oallsd^ustly,  though  harshly, 
oy  the  name  of  "  apostate,"  was  exceeding^ 
anxious  to  conciliate  the  Jews,  with  a  view 
to  the  accomplishment  of  a  particular  ob- 
ject He  promised  to  restore  them  to  their 
country  <«^  he  attempted  to  rebuild  the 
Temple  of  Jerusalem««*«nd  he  opened 
his  armies  to  the  Jews.  This  was  done 
partly  fhmi  aversion  to  the  Christians; 
but  he  was  also  actuated,  in  part,  by  a 

Scat  political  motive.  His  great,  in- 
ed  almost  hia  only  rival  in  the  world, 
was  the  Persian  monarch;  and  Julian  so 
acted  principally  for  the  purpose  of  facili- 
tating his  meditated  attack  upon  that 
mighty  monarch.  The  frontier  provinces 
of  Mesopotamia  were  full  of  Jews ;  and 
it  was  with  a  view  to  ensure  their  good 
will,  and  to  attach  them  to  his  interest, 
that  he  treated  the  Jews  with  so  much  dis- 
tinction.  However,  the  Mesopotamian 
Jews  had  been  kindly  treated  by  the  Per- 
sian monarch,  and  rejected  all  the  blandish- 
ments of  the  Roman  emperor,  notwith- 
standing his  great  and  admitted  kindness  to 
their  brethren.  They  fought  the  army  of 
Julian ;  they  impeded  its  progress,  and  in 
the  sound  dticenship  of  the  Jews  of  Me. 
sopotamia,  Julian  met  the  first  check  which 
interrupted  his  progress,  and  tended  to  his 
final  discomfiture,  and  the. overthrow  of  all 
his  plans.  The  same  result  was  exemplified, 
in  modem  times,  in  the  case  of  Nappleon. 
In  consequence  of  his  liberal  treatment  of 
them,  the  Jews  of  France  rallied  round  his 
standard,  and  almost  hailed  him  as  their 
appointed  deliverer ;  but  on  coming  to  states 
wherein  their  brethren  had  been  protected 
by  the  Russian  sovereigns,  notwithstanding 
the  admirable  conduct  of  Napoleon  towards 
the  Hebrews,  the  Jewish  dtieens  of  these 
states  continued  firm  in  their  allegiance  to 
their  orieinal  protectors.  He  would  not 
drag  the  House  through  a  long  historical 
detul;  but  there  were  one  or  two  points 
which  he  could  not  refrain  from  alluding 
ta  The  golden  period  of  the  Jewish  cap- 
tivity (as  it  had  been  called  by  Mr*  MiL 
man)  was  when  many  of  them  were  called 
to  sit  in  the  councils  of  the  sovereign,  in 
whose  territories  they  resided.  At  that 
period  the  Jews  were  protected  by  the 
greatest  sovereigns  of  Europe ;  and  weU 
repaid  the  favours  shown  them,  by  evincing 
more  citiaenship  than  the  original  inhaU- 
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ncky  tile  tltslke,  the  tmlure,  and  all  other 
horHUe  inflictions  to  which  the  Jewi  were 
subjected  in  past  times,  and  therefore  if  it 
was  a  right  argument  to  mj,  that  because 
the  Jews,  being  in  a  peculiar  state  of  pro. 
bation,  were  exposed  to  certain  evihi,  we, 
in  fulfilment  of  the  prophecies  relating  to 
them,  had  a  right  to  inflict  those  erils  upon 
them.  But  then  We  oueht  not  to  stop  at 
the  mere  imposition  of  civil  disabilities,  but 
we  should  go  back  to  those  horrible  tortures 
and  abominations  which  were  in  former 
times  put  in  practice  against  this  unfortu- 
nate people,  when  men  took  into  their 
hands  the  fulfilment  of  the  predictions  of 
the  Almighty,  but  which  abominable  cruel- 
ties  the  humanity  and  sense  of  religion  that 
prevailed  in  mddem  times  would  not  for  a 
moment  endure.  But,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
ailment  was  in  every  respect  a  false  one, 
which  appealed  to  the  prophedes  relating 
to  the  Jews,  to  show  that  we  Wem  therel^ 
prohibited  from  doing  any  thing  that  might 
tend  to  their  worldly  advant^  or  promo- 
tion. He  had,  when  he  ludressed  the 
House  upon  a  ibrmer  occasion  npon  this 
question  quoted  the  words  of  Bishop  New^^ 
ton,  which  efi^tually  destroyed  the  sort  of 
barrier,  which  was  thus  attempted  to  be 
ndsed  agaitist  the  admission  of  the  Jews  to 
civil  rights.  That  eminent  eodesiasttc,  speak- 
ing of  those  prophecies,  said  that  though  the 
.tews  were  to  be  dispersed  and  persecuted, 
that  would  not  be  a  justification  for  those 
nations  which  would  inflict  suflbrings  upon 
them, — ^that  the  nations  which  ^flicted 
evils  upon  them  would  sufier  for  doing  so, 
while  all  good  nations  would  support  them 
in  their  days  of  calamity  and  misfortune. 
The  words  of  Bishop  Newton  were,  that 
charity  was  greater  than  faith,  and  that  it 
would  be  worse  for  us  to  be  cruel  and  un. 
charitable  than  to  be  unbelievers.  The 
extmet  on  this  subject  which  he  had 
fbrmerly  read  from  the  celebrated  work  of 
Bishop  Newton  on  the  prophecies,  was  an 
unanswerable  refutation  of  the  pretended 
argument  drawn  from  the  prophecies 
a^nst  the  admission  of  the  Jews  to  the 
civil  rights  of  citizens.  He  would  also 
quote  the  authority  of  Dr.  Buchanan,  so 
well  known  for  his  antiquarian  researches 
HI  Asia,  and  for  his  extraordinary  labours 
as  a  missionary,  who  remarked  that  the  thne 
was  come  when  Parliament  should  restore 
the  Jews  to  the  franchises  of  their  fellow- 
citizens  for  it  could  certainly  do  so  without 
contravening  the  Divine  will.  He  could 
add,  he  said,  many  more  quotations  to  those 
from  the  writings  of  eminent  divines,  but  it 


was  unnecessary,  be  was  sure,  fbr  him  to  do 
so.    He  would  tnrable  the  Hotiae  with 
only  one  quotation  more  upon  the  sal^ect 
— ^from  the  writings  of  an  individual  well 
faumn  to  amy  ftemben  of  the  Hook. 
and  one  who  was  worthy  of  the  hi^est 
admiration,  though  a  dissenter  from  Che 
Established    Chorch-^he   alluded   to    the 
reverend  Robert  HalL     That  celebrated 
man  stated  that  a  large  arrear  of  guilt  had 
been  contracted  by  the  nations  ci  Christen- 
dom,  on  account  of  the  manner  in  which 
they  had  hitherto,  in  past  times  treated  the 
Jews,  and  that  in  the  present  age  of  libe* 
rality,  when  such  mighty  efforts  were  made 
to  procure  the  repeal  of  dvil  diiabilities  on 
account  of  religion,  it  was  time  to  tret  the 
oppressed  children  of  Israel  from  the  bond« 
age  which  they  had  endured.    He  (Mr* 
(mnt^  advocated  this  proposition  upon  the 
grounos  of  justice  and  toleration  alone;  but 
if  he  were  to  appeal  to  feelings,  there  were 
strong  and  powerfiil  feelings  to  which  he 
could  appeal  on  behalf  of  the  Jews.     It 
should  never  be  forgotten  that  an  immense 
debt  of  gratitude  was  due  from  the  nations 
of  Christendom,  and  from  the  pmfbssors  of 
Christianity,  to  the  Jews^  and  it  behaved 
us  to  discharge  that  debt  in  the  tloie  spirit 
of  Christianity,    in  acoordanoe  with  the 
divine  and  charitable  precept  of  doing  to 
others  as  we  would  be  done  by.    It  would 
mote  than  one  hundred  times  reward  the 
efibrts  which  he  had  made  on  behalf  of  this 
cause  if  he  should  ha^en  to  be  the  humble 
instrument    of  inducing  this  great    and 
Christian  country,  acting  upon  the  true 
and  genuine  principles  of  Christianity  to 
communicate  to  this  long  oppressed  people 
their  jUst  rights  and  privileges.     Doing  so 
would  open  the  eyes  of  the  Jewish  people, 
^— it  would  show  them  that  Christianity  and 
persecution  should  not  be  connected,  as  they 
had,  with  some  reason,  hitherto  Connected 
them, — it  would  prove  to  them  that  we 
were  determined  to  act  up  to  the  principles 
and  spirit  of  that  religion  Which  we  pro. 
fessed,  and  that  one  of  the  leading  principles 
of  that  divine  creed,  the  establishment  dt 
good- will  amongst  men,  would  be  our  suide 
and  our  director  fbr  the  fritare.    Re^on 
and  justice  called  npon  us  to  adopt  such  a 
course,  and  perhaps  the  future  fortunes  of 
this  country  depended,  upon  our  now  ex- 
tending emancipation  to  this  illustrious  and 
long  iu-used  and  oppressed  nation.  In  their 
former  journey  through  the  wilderness  to 
the  land  of  promise,  those  nations  that 
afforded  them  sustenance  and  relief  received 
the  blessing  of  the  Almighty,  and  now. 
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'  have  rendend  theouelveg  wordiy  of  the 
^  state  which  has  incorporated  them  in  its 
'  bosom.    The  youth  of  the  Israelite  con- 
'  fession  have  been  the  brethren  in  arms 
'  of  their  Christian  fellow^ti^ens.     They 
'  have  also  afforded  examples  of' true  heroism 
'  —of  a  ^orious  contempt  for  the  perils  of 
'  war ;  and  the  other  Israelite  inhabitants, 
^  emecially    the    women^    have    rivalled 
'•  Christians  wherever  it  was  necessary  to 
'  make  sacrifices  for  their  common  country." 
He  would  quote  a  similar  testimony  in 
&vour  of  them  given  by  the  Senate  of 
Hambur^hin  1814.  That  document  stated 
th^t  durmg  the  period  that  the  Jews  had 
enjoyed  the  rights  of  dtisenship  there,  and 
of  a  perfect  equality  with  the  odier  inhabit- 
ants of  the  state,  they  had  been  distin- 
guished for  their  laQdable  conduct,  and  for 
their  great  exertions  for  the  public  welfare. 
The  testimony  which  he  had  already  quoted 
as  to  their  mod  conduct  as  subjects  and 
citizens  in  Prussia  was  given  in   1814. 
Similar  testimonials  could  be  produced  as 
to  their  good  conduct  in  that  kingdom  up 
to  the  present  moment  The  House  would 
allow  him  to  quote  a  testimony  of  that  de- 
scription in  the  words  of  a  near  relation  of 
his  own,  writing  item  Berlin  in  1830,  when 
a  st^iilar  motion  to  the  present  was  about 
being  brought  forward  in  Parliament.    He 
stated,  and  this  was  the  evidence  of  an  in- 
dividual upon  whom  every  reliance  could 
be  placed,  that  there  was  no  portion  of  the 
subjects  of  Prussia  better  conducted  or  more 
deserving  citizens  than  the  Jews ;   that 
previous  to  their  emancipation  there  they 
had,  in  numerous  instances,  amassed  large 
sums  of  moneys  which  they  had,  since  per- 
mission was  granted  them,  exchanged  for 
land ;  that  at  the  present  moment  a  large 
portion  of  the  land  of  Prussia  was  in  their 
bands,  and  that  he  would  say  the  Jews  in 
Prussia,  were  Prussians  par  exce^/ence.  One 
objection^— «  constant  one  to  the  enfran- 
chisement of  the  Jews — ^was,  that  they 
were  not  like  other  subjects,— that  the 
Jews  of  all  countries  were  bound  together 
by  one  tie,  by  a  general  spirit  of  common 
nationality,  and  that  they  were  therefore 
not  fit  persons  for  admission  to  the  rights 
of  citizenship.    He  was  ready  to  admit  that 
they  were  bound  together  by  the  tie  of 
oppression,  but  that  tie  had  been  broken  in 
Prussia  and  in  other  States,  where,  upon  an 
admission  to  an  equality  with  their  fellow- 
subjects,  the  Jews  had  proved  themselves 
not  unworthy  of  the  concession,  and  the 
proposition   which  he  was  now  about  to 
submit  to  the  Committee  was  to  hreak  that 


tie  in  this  country  by  conferring  ^pon  th^ 
Jews  the  rights  of  citizenship.    Wherever 
that  had  been  done  the  Jews  had  lost  that 
strong  bond  of  union  which  was  made  by 
oppression    and  become  attached    to  the 
country  which  gave  them  protection.    He 
would  appeal  to  the  highest  testimony  in 
proof  of  the  admirable  conduct  of  the  Jewish 
soldiers  in  the  Dutch  army  during  the  siege 
of  Antwerp ;  that  testimony  was  at  second 
hand  from  General  Chasse  himself.     That 
gallant  ofiicer  stated  that  the  Jews  under 
his  command  were  ready  to  blow  up  the 
citadel  if  he  desired  them  to  do  so,  and  that 
in  fact,  there  were  not  better  sddiers  in 
the  army.    He  could  quote  innumerable 
testimonies  to  the  same  e%ct  from  history 
past  and  recent,  but  he  was  sure  that  at  the 
present  day  it  was  not  necessary  for  him  to 
heap  evidence  upon  evidence  to  show  that 
the  Jews  if  admitted  to  those  rights  of 
citizenship  which  their  other  fellow-subjects 
enjoyed^  would  exhibit  in  their  demeanour 
and  conduct  a  proper  sense  of  their  duties 
to  the  Government  under  which  they  lived 
and  to  the  country  to  which  they  belonged. 
What  were  the  arguments  by  which  those 
just  claims  of  the  Jews  were  met  and  op- 
posed?     He  had  heard  indeed  of  some 
ai^guments  against  thoce  claims ;  he  had 
seen  them  in  print,  which  had  shocked  him 
so  much  that  he  would  not^ude  to  them 
at  present  or  hereafter,  unless  he  should  ha 
compelled  to  do  so  by  a  reiteration  of  sucn 
arguments  within  the  walls  of  that  House. 
There  was,  however,  one  argument  which 
had    been    pretty    extensively    advanced 
against  the  claims  of  the  Jews,  and  whichj 
as  it  was  advanced  by  persons  who  consci- 
entiously believed   in  its  force,    he  was 
anxious  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  it.    That  argument  was  foimded 
upon  a  fact  with  regard  to  which  all  Jews 
and  Christians  were  agreed— namely,  that 
the  Jews  were  set  apart  as  a  peculiar  people 
by  Divine  Providence,  and  hence  it  was 
argued  that  as  this  whole  class  of  persons 
were,  in  fulfilment  of  the  Divine  prophecies 
undergoing  a  special  punishment  and  dis- 
persion, it  would  not  be  proper  for  this 
House  to  treat  them  as  other  nations  of  the 
world,  and  to  admit  them  to  the  rights  of 
citizenship.     Now,  in  reply  to  that  argu- 
ment, he  would  say,  that  it  was  one  that 
proved  infinitely  too  much,  for,  according 
to  those  persons  who  used  it,  the  proscrip* 
tion  which  was  predicted  as  affecting  this 
people,  and  to  which  they  appealed,  would 
not  go  merely  to  the  extent .  of  civil  dis- 
abilities, but  would  go  to  the  sanction  of  the 
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nek,  tile  8&lce,  tbe  toH^uxe,  ftttd  all  otiher 
horrible  inflictions  to  which  the  Jewi  wete 
subjected  in  past  times,  and  therefore  if  it 
was  a  right  argument  to  8a7,  that  because 
the  Jews,  being  in  a  peculiar  state  of  pro. 
bation,  were  exposed  to  certain  evils,  we, 
in  fulfilment  of  the  ptophecies  relating  to 
them,  had  a  right  to  inflict  those  evils  upon 
them.  But  then  we  oueht  not  to  stop  at 
the  mere  imposition  of  civil  disabilities,  but 
we  should  go  back  to  those  horrible  tortures 
and  abominations  which  were  in  former 
times  put  in  practice  against  this  unfbrtu- 
nate  people,  when  men  took  into  their 
hands  the  fulfilment  of  the  predictions  of 
the  Almighty,  but  which  abominable  cruel- 
ties the  humanity  and  sense  of  religion  that 
prevailed  in  modern  times  would  not  for  a 
moment  endure.  But,  iii  point  of  fact,  the 
ailment  was  in  every  respect  a  false  one, 
which  appealed  to  the  prophecies  relatitig 
to  the  Jews,  to  show  that  we  irete  therel^ 
nrohibited  from  doing  any  thing  that  might 
tend  to  their  worldly  advant^  or  promo, 
tion.  He  had,  when  he  eddressed  the 
House  upon  a  tbrmct  oecasbn  upon  this 
question  oudted  the  words  of  Bishop  New* 
ttm,  whicn  efibctuidly  destroyed  the  sort  of 
barrier,  which  was  thus  attempted  to  be 
ndsed  against  the  admission  of  the  Jews  to 
dvilrights.  That  eminent  eodenastic,  speak- 
ing of  those  prophecies,  said  that  though  the 
.tews  were  to  be  dispersed  and  persecuted, 
that  would  not  be  a  justification  for  those 
nations  which  would  inflict  suflbrings  upon 
them, — ^that  the  nations  which  inflicted 
evils  upon  them  would  suffer  for  doing  so, 
while  all  good  nations  would  support  them 
in  their  days  of  calamity  and  misfortune. 
The  words  of  Bishop  Newton  were,  that 
charity  was  greater  than  faith,  and  that  it 
would  be  worse  for  us  to  be  cruel  and  un. 
charitable  than  to  be  unbelievers.  The 
extract  on  this  subject  which  he  had 
fbmlerly  read  from  the  celebrated  work  of 
Bishop  Newton  on  the  prophecies,  was  an 
unanswerable  refutation  of  the  pretended 
argument  drawn  from  the  prophecies 
aeunst  the  admission  of  the  Jews  to  the 
civil  riffhts  of  citizens.  He  would  also 
quote  the  authority  of  Dr.  Buchanan,  so 
well  known  for  his  antiquarian  researches 
ih  Asia,  and  for  his  extmordinary  labours 
as  a  missionary,  who  remarked  that  the  time 
was  come  when  Parliament  should  restore 
Che  Jews  to  the  franchises  of  their  fellow, 
citizens  for  it  could  certainly  do  so  without 
contravening  the  Divine  will.  He  could 
add,  he  said,  many  more  quotations  to  those 
from  the  writings  of  eminent  divines,  but  it 


was  unneoessa^,he  wassure,  fbr  hUa  to  do 
so.  He  would  trouble  the  Hotise  with 
Only  one  quotation  more  upon  the  subject 
-^from  the  writings  of  an  individual  well 
known  to  many  Members  of  the  House, 
and  one  who  was  worthy  of  the  highest 
admiration,  though  a  dissenter  from  tbe 
Established  Church— -he  alluded  to  the 
reverend  Robert  HalL  That  celebrated 
man  stated  that  a  large  arrear  of  guilt  had 
been  contracted  by  the  nations  ai  Christen- 
dom, on  account  of  tbe  manner  in  which 
they  had  hitherto,  in  past  times  treated  the 
Jews,  and  that  in  the  present  age  of  libe^ 
rality,  when  such  mighty  efforts  were  made 
to  procure  the  repeal  of  civil  disabilities  on 
account  of  religion,  it  was  time  to  free  the 
oppressed  children  of  Israel  from  the  bond« 
age  which  they  had  endured.  He  (Mr« 
C^nt)  advocated  this  proposition  upon  the 
grounds  of  justice  atid  toleration  alone;  but 
if  he  were  to  appeal  to  feelings,  there  were 
strong  atid  powerful  feelings  to  which  he 
could  appeal  on  behalf  of  the  Jews.  It 
should  never  be  fbtgottl^  that  an  immense 
debt  of  gratitude  was  due  frtmi  the  nations 
of  Christendom,  and  from  the  tirotbssdrs  of 
Christianity,  to  the  Jews^  and  it  bdioved 
us  to  diteharge  that  d^bt  in  the  thie  spirit 
of  Christianity,  in  accordance  with  the 
divine  and  charitable  precept  of  doing  to 
others  as  we  would  be  done  by.  It  would 
more  than  one  hundred  times  reward  the 
efforts  which  he  had  made  on  behalf  of  this 
cause  if  he  should  happen  to  be  the  humble 
instrument  of  induciiig  this  great  and 
Christian  country,  acting  upon  tbe  true 
and  genuine  principles  of  Christianity  to 
communicate  to  this  long  oppressed  people 
their  just  rights  and  privileges.  Doing  so 
would  open  the  eyes  of  the  Jewish  people, 
— ^it  would  show  them  that  Christianity  and 
persecution  should  not  be  connected,  as  they 
had,  with  some  reason,  hitherto  connected 
them,-*it  would  prove  to  them  that  we 
were  determined  to  act  up  to  the  principles 
and  niirit  of  that  relieion  which  we  pro. 
fessed,  and  that  one  of  the  leading  principles 
of  that  divine  creed,  the  establisnment  of 
good-will  amongst  ihien,  would  be  our  guide 
and  our  director  for  the  futmre.  ReEgion 
and  justice  caQed  npon  us  to  adopt  such  a 
course,  and  perhaps  the  future  fortunes  of 
this  country  depended,  upon  our  now  ex- 
tending emancipation  to  this  illustrious  and 
long  ill-used  and  oppressed  nation.  In  their 
former  journey  through  the  wilderness  to 
the  land  of  promise,  those  nations  that 
afforded  them  sustenance  and  relief  received 
the  blessing  of  the  Almighty ,  and  now» 
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in  thdr  tottrney  throuirh  the  wIldMiess  of 
wffering'W  pLecut4.  we  were  equaUy 
called  iipoR  to  afford  them  the  offices  of 
^ood-wiUand  benevolence.  He  was  content 
to  rest  this  question  upon  a  ground  com* 
prehensive  enough  to  contain  it^  and  firm 
enough  to  support  it— upon  the  ground  of 
religious  toleration.  The  infliction  of  civil 
disabilities  without  any  reason  was  oppress- 
ive^ and  their  infliction  for  no  other  reason 
but  a  difference  of  creed  was  religious  per. 
secution.  He  now^  therefore^  called  upon 
them  to  wipe  away  a  stain  which  had  so 
long  attached  to  their  religion-^he  called 
upon  them  as  professors  of  Christianity  to 
wipe  away  the  heavy  stain  that  had  so  long 
disfigured  its  fair  fame,  and  to  show  it  as  it 
Was  and  as  it  ought  to  b&^tbe  religion  of 
eood^will  and  of  charity  towards  aU  man- 
kind. It  was  for  such  t^asons  and  upon 
such  grounds  that  he  begged  leave  to  pro*, 
pose  the  following  Resolutions  to  the  Com- 
mittee :*^^"  That  it  is  expedient  to  remove 
all  dvil  disabilities  at  present  existing 
respecting  his  Majesty's  subjects  of  the 
Jewish  persuasion  in  lik4  manner,  and  with 
the  same  exceptions^  as  the  disabilities 
'i^Biecting  his  Majesty^s  subjects  professing 
the  Roman  Catholic  religion  had  been 
removed/'  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  sat 
down  amidst  loud  oieers. 

Sir  Robert  InglU,  in  rising  to  oppose  the 
•Motion^  said,  that  his  right  hon.  friend  had 
made  much  larger  concessions,  to  what  he 
would  call  the  spurious  liberality  of  the 
nge,  than  he  could  have  ever  expected  from 
him,  considering  the  respect  which  he  knew 
that  his  right  hon.  friend  entertained  for 
•all  that  belonged  to  Christianity.  In  the 
Resent  instance  he  was  greatly  disappointed 
in  the  course  of  argument  taken  by  his 
right  hon<  friend,  as  well  as  in  his  whole 
tone  and  manner.  So  fastidious  was  his 
"right  hon.  friend,  that  he  almost  hesitated 
to  call  the  well-known  Julian  an  "  apos^ 
tate>"  who,  from  first  being  a  Christian, 
afterwards  turned,  and  became  a  most 
jiealous  Pagan.  [Mr.  Grant,  across  the 
Table,  said  he  had  merely  used  the  phrase 
*' justly,  though  harthly."]  The  fastidi. 
ousness,  however,  of  the  reservation  was, 
he  eould  not  but  think,  ilLomened  in  the 
-commencement  of  a  discussion  on  siich  a 
-subject  as  the  present.  His  right  hon. 
friend  had  laid  it  down  as  a  general  pro* 
"position,  that  religious  opinions  should  not 
disqualify  their  professors  from  the  holding 
<rf  political  power.  Now,  instead  of  setting 
•Ibrth  with  such  a  general  proposition,  his 
ri^t  hon.  friend  should  have  confined  it  to 


the  reli^oUs  opinions  of  the  persons  whose 
claims  he  at  present  advocated,  and  he 
should  have  said  that  their  religious  opinions 
did  not  disqualify  them  from  holding  power. 
For  if  the  more  general  proposition  were 
to  be  admitted,  and  it  was  upon  it  that  his 
right  hon.  friend  grounded  his  Motion,  it 
would  enable  the  P&rsee,  the  Brahmin,  the 
Mussulman,  the  Jew,  and  all  other  secticries 
and  religionists  whatever,  who  were  na- 
tural bora  subjects  of  the  King  of  this 
realm,  to  participate  in  all  the  rights  of 
British  subjects ;  and  he  would  a^k,  whethef 
they  would  be  fit  pef  sons  to  be  intrusted 
with  all  the  ecclesiastical  as  Well  as  civil 
interests  of  England  ?  If  such  a  principle 
were  to  be  carried,  the  effect  of  it  would 
be  to  place  in  the  custody  of  very  incom*- 
petent  and  unworthy  men  all  the  dearest 
interests  of  this  country.  It  Was  not  from 
any  personal  feeling  towards  the  JeWs  that 
he  opposed  their  emancipation-^it  was  not 
upon  the  ground  of  their  greateir  imiho* 
rality,  or  their  greater  unwotthinesi  as 
members  of  society,  that  he  resisted  theit 
claims  on  thisoccasi6n«^^on  the  oontttwy,  he 
believed  that  thete  was  no  portion  of  the 
community  that  furnished  a  smaller  relative 
proportion  of  oriminds,  ot  that  was  better 
conducted  than  the  Jews  were ;  and  this, 
under  ciroumstanoes,  which,  as  he  admitted 
(whatever  use  might  be  made  of  hisadmis** 
sion),  were  too  often  Unfavourable  to  mofiil 
character.  He  regarded  it  as  an  established 
principl&'^a  principle  that  had  been  the 
boast  of  the  Constitution  of  this  country 
— that  Christianity  was  part  and  parcel  of 
the  law  of  England.  His  right  hon.  friend 
must  adroit  diat  it  would  no  longer  con- 
tinue to  be  so,  if  the  Bill  which  he  proposed 
should  (which  God  forbid)  become  the  law 
of  the  land.  His  right  hon.  friend  had, 
indeed,  acknowledged  that  in  that  case 
the  maxim  could  not  be  taken  in  the  ordi- 
nary sense  in  which  it  had  hitherto  been 
applied ;  but  then  he  said  that  the  Legisla- 
ture would  practically  be  as  much  Christian 
as  it  was  before,  and  that  it  would  never 
be  found  that  thole  who  woul^  be  thus 
admitted  into  it  would  be  inclined,  in  that 
House,  to  treat  the  Christian  ceremonies 
and  belief  with  disrespect.  Without  en- 
tering further  into  that  part  of  the  subject, 
he  would  say  that  his  experience  during 
the  last  three  years  fully  justified  him  in 
expressing  his  doubts  upon  it,  se^ng  the 
respect  that  had  been  shown  to  their  attach- 
ment to  peculiar  doctrines  and  peculiar  in- 
stitutions on  the  part  of  those  from  whom 
such  forbearance  and  respect  had  been  con- 
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tininlly  predicated  before  thejr  bad  been 
placed  in  that  House.  The  nationality  of 
the  Jews  was  a  strong  argument  against 
their  admission  to  the  rizhts  now  dairoed 
for  them.  Would  his  right  hon.  friend 
disclaim  on  the  part  of  the  Jews  the  na- 
tionality which  they  claimed  ?  Would  he 
produce  any  Jew  who  would  disclaim  it  ? 
Place  them  in  Poland^  in  Prussia^  in  France^ 
in  Algiers^  in  China,  they  6till  regarded 
themselves  as  a  separate  nation,  and  they 
would  resLst  the  conferring  of  any  benefit 
upon  them,  founded  upon  a  renunciation 
upon  their  parts  of  that  claim  to  a  distinct 
naUonal  character.  His  rija^t  hon.  friend 
bad  referred— for  it  was  evident  that  to  it 
be  alluded— -to  the  promotion  of  Joseph  in 
Egypt  and  Daniel  in  Babylon  as  a  proof 
that  the  Jews  had  been  advanced  to  high 
stations  in  former  times ;  but  their  promo* 
tion  in  the  courts  of  Einrpt  and  Babylon 
wa.  a  miiacolous  promot^^for  the  puijpo<e 
of  carrying  into  effect  the  will  of  the  Al- 
mighty ;  and  no  argument  could  be  drawn 
from  the  fact  to  show  diat  a  Christian 
people  aliould  now  admit  Jews  to  place  and 
power,  unless  bis  ri^t  hon.  friend  oould 
prove  that  his  diealB  were  qualified  in  the 
same  miraculous  way  as  their  ancestors, 
who  bad  been  raised  to  such  hi^  situations 
in  the  courts  of  Pharaoh  and  Cyrus.  His 
right  hon.  friend  had  rapidly  passed  from 
ascient  histoiy  down  to  modem  times.  If 
he  might  without  levity  refer  to  it,  he  could 
not  help  thinking,  while  his  right  hon. 
friend  was  giving  the  history  of  the  Jews 
from  the  dduge,  of  a  reverend  speaker  in 
a  popular  work,  who  always  began  with 
the  cosmogony ;  nor  oould  he  forget,  while 
looking  at  the  rapid  manner  in  which  his 
light  hon.  friend  was  travelline  over  ancient 
history  generally,  the  ^'  Sir,  the  Chaldeans 
— >^,  the  Babylonians,"  in  the  speech  of 
Temple  Luttrell,  in  "  Anticipation."  But 
the  question  was  not  one  of  lightness.  He 
would,  therefore,  resume  his  course,  and 
follow  his  ri^ht  hon.  fiiend  to  modem 
times,  and  to  hu  case  from  Poland.  He  (Sir 
R.  Inglis)  apprehended  that  the  case  of 
Poland  was  not  the  one  in  which  the  alle- 

roe  of  the  Jews  bad  stood  the  trial  best, 
.  in  that  instance,  though  the  subjects 
of  Russia,  they  notoriously  aided  the  escape 
and  retreat  of  Buonaparte.  We  had  no 
record  of  the.  period  when  the  Jews  first 
came  over  to  this  country ;  but  be  could 
not  be  ignorant — ^indeed  every  schooLboy 
must  be  aware — ^that  they  were  to  be  found 
in  England  for  centuries  previous  to  the 
two  last.    He  was  aware  of  the  craelties 


and  persecutbns  inflicted  on  iliat  body  in 
the  reigns  of  Henry  3rd,  Richard  1st, 
and  of  King  John.  It  was  not  his  inten* 
tion  to  lead  the  Committee  into  any  anti* 
quarianism  upon  the  subject,  or  to  quote 
the  laws  then  enforced ;  suffice  it  to  say^ 
that,  having  been  driven  from  the  coun- 
try, they  returned  again  in  the  reign  €£ 
Charles  2nd.  But  they  returned  soldy  for 
their  own  purposes  and  speculationa.  Did 
they,  he  would  ask,  at  that  period,  stipulate 
for  any  privileges  or  immunities  for  their 
body?  No;  they  took  the  law  as  they 
found  it,  as  they  were  bound  to  do,  coming 
as  they  did  as  strangers  among  us*  Ana 
strangers  they  must  continue  to  be— 4hey 
must  ever  remain  a  distinct  and  separate 
nation ;  and  was  the  Legislature-— were 
the  House  of  Commons— 4o  unchristianifle 
themselves  and  the  country,  in  order  to  affi>id 
unnecessary  privileees  to  these  few  persons  ? 
What  right  had  a  rareifiner  going  into  any 
country  to  find  fi&ult  with  the  laws  of  that 
country^  and-  pray  their  alteration  in  his 
favour,  he  being  no  more  than  a  stsanger 
and  ^  sojourner?  And  strangers  mi 
sojourners  the  Jews  must  be  until  the  re. 
storation  of  their  own  Jerusalem"  their 
ultimate  home.  At  all  periods  of  the  his- 
tory of  this  country  it  was  the  invariable 
practice  to  place  all  power  and  authority, 
of  whatever  description,  in  the  hands  of 
persons  professing  the  prindples  of  Chris- 
tianity.  There  never  was  a  period  at  which 
the  contrary  was  the  case.  No  power  of 
any  description  had  ever  been  intrusted  to 
any  man  or  set  of  men  who  were  not  re- 
quired to  swear  their  fealty  to  their  King 
upoii  that  sacred  book,  which  we,  as  Chri&. 
dans,  revere,  but  which  the  Jews  despiok 
That  oath  had  always  been  taken  on  the 
holy  Grospel,  or  on  a  cmcifix-^in  i^rt,  on 
something  which  was  held  sacred  at  the 
time  by  Christians,  but  which, the  Jews 
have  at  all  times  held  in  abhorrence.  But 
it  appeared  that  the  solemn  words, ''  As  I  am 
a  true  Christian,"  were  to  be  given  up  for 
the  present  The  introduction  of  this  mea- 
sure,  on  the  5th  of  April,  1830,  Wjss  the 
first  time  it  was  proposed  to  remove  the 
political  disabilities,  as  they  were  called, 
under  which  the  Jews  laboured,  or  in 
other  words,  to  confer  civil  power  upon 
any  dass  of  persons  in  this  country,  unlen 
those  who  called  themselves,  and  professed 
to  be.  Christians.  He  recollected  the  his- 
tory of  the  Jew  Bill  of  1753;  but  that 
was  not  a  measure  introduced  for  the  pur. 
pose  of  conferring  political  power ;  its  ob- 
ject was,   the   naturalisation  of  foreign 
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Jews.    He  would  call  upon  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  friend  (Mr.  Grant)^  to  state 
whether^  before  the  year  1830^  he  had  ever 
known  any  attempt  made  to  give  political 
power  to  any  persons  in  this  country^  save 
to  those  who  professed  their  belief  in  the 
records  of  our  common  Christianity,  whose 
love  of  the  Scriptures  of  God  were  founded 
in  a  belief  in  Christ  ?     It  had  ever  been 
a  maxim  of  the  Legislature,  as  well  as 
of   our  Courts   of  Justice,   that  religion 
was  part  and   parcel  of  the  law  of  the 
land ;   but   it  would  no  longer  be  so  if 
persons  were  to  obtain  seats  in  that  House, 
and  on  the  Judicial  Bench,  who  believed 
that    Christianity    was  a  mockery.     He 
maintained.,  that  man  living  in  society  had 
no  abstract  right  to  power ;  he  had  a  right 
to  protection  for  his  person,  protection  for 
his  property,  and  protection  for  his  religion, 
but  he  had  no  abstract  right  to  the  posses- 
sion of  any  power  above  his  fellow  man. 
It  had  never  been  held,  that  man  had  an 
abstract  unalienable  right  to  political  power ; 
and  unless  it  could  be  shown  that  the  Jews 
in  this  country  were  insecure  in  their  pro- 
perty, or  unprotected  in  their  persons  or 
their  religion,  he  would  not  allow  that 
they  were  denied  any  right  which  they  were 
entitled  to  claim.     Were  they  prepared  to 
place  a  Jew  upon  the  Judicial  Bench,  where, 
perhaps,  his  first  act  would  be  to  try  a 
person  for  blasphemy  i    Was  that  Judge  a 
fit  person  to  preside  in  such  a  case,  who 
held — he  (Sir  R.  Inglis)    spoke  it  with 
reverence— that  Jesus  Christ  himself  was 
an  impostor  ?     Was  this  the  doctrine  of  the 
Jews,  or  was  it  not  ?     And,  if  so,  ought 
a  Jew  to  preside  in  a  Court  of  Justice  in 
such  a  case?     Let  him  not  be  told  that  in 
such  a  case  a  Jew  might  be  a  Juryman ;  if 
he  were  he  might  be  challenged ;  but  was 
he  to  nt  and  try  a  ca8e»  he  believing  in 
doctrines  for  the  very  enunciation  of  which 
the  accused  was  to  be  brought  before  him  ? 
Some  stress  had  been  laid  on  the  practice  of 
other  countries ;  but  that  was  a  very  im. 
perfect  criterion  of  the  fitness  or  unfitness 
of  the  present  measure  as  it  regarded  this 
country*    Upon  this  point  he  agreed  to  a 
certain  extent  with   what  had  been  laid 
dovm  by  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham, 
who,   he  understood,    was  prevented  by 
iUness  from  being  present  as  he  intended  at 
that  discussion.     With  reference  to  what 
had  been  said  of  Jews  holding  seats  in  the 
Legislature,  he  would  observe  that  there 
was  considerable  difference  in  the  construc- 
tion of  different  Legislatures,  and  that  a 
seat  in  the  Legislature  of  this  country  was 
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of  infinitely  more  importance  than  a  seat 
in  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  in  France,  or 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of 
America;  and  what  was  considered  right 
in  both  the  one  and  the  other  might  be 
found  to  be  exceedingly  wrong  and  impo- 
litic here.     But,  after  all,  was  there  a  single 
Jew  who  held  a  seat  in  the  Chamber  of 
Deputies  in  Paris,  or  in  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  of  America  ?     He  was 
not  aware  that   there   was  even  one  in 
either  countxy.     If  the  principle  now  pro- 
posed were  adopted,    they  would  go  on 
altering  the  oath  by  little  and  little,  at  the 
recommendation  of  the  supporters  of  this 
and  that  different  sect  of  persons,    until 
they  at  length  came  to  a  decision  (and  he 
had  heard  the  doctrine  broached  more  than 
once  that  Session)  that  they  ought  to  have 
no  oaths  at  alL     The  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  appeared,  by  his  cheer,  to  adopt 
this  doctrine.     He  i^uld  ask  the  hon. 
Member  if  it  had  not  ever  been  the  case 
that  persons  takine  office,  and  filling  a 
public  situation,  of  whatever  kind,  were 
called  upon  to  take  certain  oaths  to  preserve 
their  allegiance  to  their  King,  and  secure 
the  stability  of  the  Government  ?     And  if 
once  they  were  to  dispense  with  those  oaths 
for  the  security  of  the  Constitution,  the 
next  stop  would  be  short  and  easy,  by 
which  they  would  get  rid  of  the  obligation 
of  an  oath  in  every  instance.     The  ques- 
tion was  not  whether  they  would  tolerate 
this  or  that  set  of  persons,  but  whether 
they  wero  to  get  rid  of  the  religion  of  the 
country    altogether  as  the   sanction  and 
principle  of  human  action  ?     It  would  be 
insulting,  and  certainly  was  far  from  his 
wish  or  mtention,  to  put  into  the  mouth  of 
any  hon.   Member,   words  stronger  than 
those  he  had  used.   But  hie  had  understood, 
from  the  cheer  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex,  that  he  was  anxious  for  the 
abolition  of  all  oaths,  and  therefore  it  was, 
that  he  had  put  the  question  as  to  how  the 
existence  of   society   was  to  be  secured 
without  the  administration  of  oaths ;  and  he 
must  add  that,  by  the  removal  of  all  oaths, 
they  would  get  rid  altogether  of  reb'gion, 
as  the  sanction  of  human  action.     But  he 
would  suppose,  for  the  present,    that  the 
oath  was  to  be  retained ;  yet  he  found  that 
the  words  "  on  the  faith  of  a  Christian" 
were  to  be  removed.    He  would'  ask  the 
Committee  whether  they  were  prepared  to 
renounce    that   declaration?    Were  they 
prepared  to  admit  to  that  Table  a  Jew, 
who,  in  the  profession  of  his  own  religion, 
declared  that  religion  to  be  right  and  theirs 
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to  be  wrong  ?  Were  they  prepared  to  go 
this  length  in  order  that  certain  privileges 
might  be  extended  to  a  comparatively  small 
number  of  persons — privileges,  too,  which 
he  maintained  they  had  no  claim  to,  either 
individually  or  as  a  body  ?  He  repeated 
that  he  would  not  deny  them  justice ;  but 
justice  had  been  already  fully  extended  to 
them  in  the  fullest  protection  of  their 
persons,  property,  and  religion.  Upon  aU 
these  grounds  he  felt  bound  to  resist  the 
proposition  of  hu  right  hon.  fnend. 

Mr*  Macaulay  said,  that  when  the  ques. 
tion  was  formerly  discussed,  it  was  ob. 
served  by  a  common  friend  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  of  himself,  a  friend  whom  they 
both  loved,  and  whose  loss  they  had  in 
common  deeply  deplored,  that  it  was  difB. 
cult  to  make  a  speech  in  favour  of  the 
Jews  without  weakening  their  cause  by 
advocating  truths  ^yhich  admitted  of  no 
question.  Nothing,  however,  he  must 
confess,  which  had  happened  since  that 
period  seemed  at  all  calculated  to  alter  the 
situation  in  which  they  were  placed.  Con- 
scious of  this,  his  hon.  friend  the  member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford,  had  begun 
by  entirely  disclaiming  all  intention  of 
calling  in  question  the  great  principles  of 
religious  liberty,  on  which  the  measure  in 
favour  of  the  Jews  was  to  be  founded,  hud 
attempted  to  shake  off  the  burthen  of  pro. 
ving  their  case  from  his  own  party,  and 
to  place  it  upon  those  who  advocated  the 
cause  of  toleration.  He  had  argued,  that 
the  conferring  of  political  power  upon  any 
particular  chss  of  individuals  was  a  matter 
of  grace,  not  of  right ;  that  the  distribu- 
tion  of  that  power  being  in  the  hands  of 
the  supreme  authority  m  every  country, 
no  one  had  a  right  to  complain,  whatever 
distribution  the  supreme  authorily  might 
choose  to  make ;  that  persons  had  no  right 
even  to  ask  on  what  grounds  some  were 
endowed  with  privileges  to  the  exclusion 
of  others:  a  doctrine  ^  monstrous,  if 
carried  to  its  extreme  extent,  that  every 
reasonable  man  would  shrink  from  expound, 
ing  it.  Was  the  right  hon.  Baronet  pre- 
pared to  say,  then,  that  it  would  be  right 
for  the  supreme  authority  to  enact  that  no 
man  should  be  admitted  to  political  rights 
unless  he  were  six  feet  high,  or  unless  he 
possessed  some  other  capricious  qualifica- 
tion of  a  similar  nature?  Would  not  such 
a  regulation,  even  according  to  the  hon. 
Baronet,  he  gross  injustice?  Yet  such 
would  be  the  logical  consequences  of  his 
argument,  that  the  supreme  authority  had 
a  right  to  dispose  of  political  power  to  whom 


it  chose.  Suppose  the  Government  c€ 
India  chofle  to  say  that  no  man  sbould 
have  the  direction  of  Government  at 
Calcutta,  at  Bombay,  or  Madras,  who  had 
been  educated  at  the  Univernty  of  Oxford  ; 
would  the  hon.  Baronet  consider  that  a 
just  law  ?  Would  he  be  satisfied  by  his  own 
doctrine,  that  political  power  was  a  matter 
of  grace  and  favour  ?  Suppose  they  were 
to  enact  that  no  man  should  be  Governor 
General  unless  he  had  been  bom  at  South, 
ampton,  would  that  be  a  right  principle  in 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  ?  Did  the 
hon.  Baronet  ai^e,  that  such  tests  as  these 
might  be  enjoined  with  propriety  by  the 
supreme  authority  in  any  country?  As 
well  might  they  adopt  at  once  the  Indian 
principle  of  castes.  But  the  hon.  Baronet 
asked  whether  it  was  the  wish  of  the  sup- 
porters of  the  proposed  measure  to  do  away 
with  all  religious  sanctions  in  the  conduct 
of  human  afiairs?  To  that  inquiry  his 
answer  was  this : — There  was  one  principle 
which  lay  at  the  bottom  of  all  religion — a 
principle  which  formed  the  basis  of  all  the 
rules  of  religion  and  moralify,  both  in 
public  and  private  Hfe.  He  would  ask  the 
hon.  Baronet  himself  whether  any  principle 
were  more  strongly  sanctioned  by  religion 
than  that  by  which  every  man  waa  to  atud^ 
to  the  utmost  of  his  abitities  the  happinefcs 
of  his  fellow-creatures— that  no  man  tdiould 
inflict  the  slightest  evil  on  his  fellow,  or  be 
instrumental  in  withdrawing  from  him  the 
slightest  degree  of  happiness?  The  real 
question  then  was,  whether  the  withholding 
of  political  power  from  any  partknilar  class 
of  individuals  were  not  inflicting  a  useless 
pain  upon  those  who  were  subjected  to 
such  disabilities — a  pain  which  onght  not 
to  be  inflicted,  unless  those  who  were  in- 
strumetital  in  continuing  those  disabilities 
could  show  that  some  great  advantage  was* 
derived  from  them  ?  As  Christians,  they 
were  bound  to  regulate  their  conduct  by 
that  great  rule  which  the  founder  of  otir 
religion  declared  comprehended  all  the  law 
and  the  prophets — ^to  love  our  neighbours  s^ 
ourselves.  As  Christians  he  would  assert 
that  they  were  bound  to  remove  the  disa- 
bilities as  soon  as  possible.  And  what  was 
the  argument  against  the  removal  ?  Why, 
that,  if  Jews  were  admitted,  Mussulmans, 
Parsees,  and  Brahmins  might  obtain  seats 
in  tlmt  House ;  and  the  House  was  asked 
whether  it  would  concede  that  privilege  to 
persons  who  denied  the  authority  of  the 
Gospel  ?  He  would  answer  that  question 
by  another.  He  asked  his  hon.  friend  was 
he  prepared  to  roast  an  unbeliever  at  a  slow 
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fire  ?  If  not^  let  him  say  why ;  and  he 
would  engage  to  prove  that  his  reasons 
were  just  as  decisive  against  the  intolerance 
of  which  he  was  guilty^  as  against  that 
from  which  he  shrunk  with  horror.  Ad- 
mitting the  principle  of  persecution  where 
were  they  to  stop — why  at  one  point  rather 
than  at  another  r  Why  at  the  point  fixed 
upon  hy  the  hon.  member  for  Oxford,  rather 
than  at  th^tt  selected  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Oldham>  who  would  refuse  Jews  the 
privilege  of  possessing  land  ^  Why  at  that 
point,  even,  rather  than  at  the  point  at 
which  a  Spanish  inquisitor  of  the  sixteenth 
century  would  have  been  inclined  to  stop  ? 
When  once  a  person  entered  on  the  course 
of  persecution,  he  was  led  on  by  imper- 
ceptible steps  to  the  extreme  point.  The 
hon.  Baronet,  when  he  contended  for  the 
exclusion  of  Jews  from  political  power, 
ought  to  recollect  that  this  power  was  not 
confined  to  the  privilege  of  sitting  in  Par- 
liament. In  afl  countries  politim  power 
goes  with  property.  Was  then  the  hon. 
Baronet  disposed  to  touch  the  property  of 
the  Jews  f  He  apprehended  not ;  but  the 
hon*  member  for  Oldham  was  so  disposed, 
and  he  had  much  to  say  in  faw)ur  of  his 
view  on  the  principle  laid  down  by  the 
hon.  Baronet.  If  you  deprive  the  Jew  of 
parliamentary  influence,  it  seemed  to  ibllow, 
as  a  consequence,  that  you  should  deprive 
him  of  his  landed  property  which  was 
closely  connected  with  that  influence*  If 
you  touched  his  landed  property,  why  re- 
spect his  funded  prepay  ?  If  you  take  his 
property,  why  not  his  liberty ;  and  if  his  li- 
berty, why  not  his  life  ?  In  controversies  be- 
tween persecutors  the  diflerence  was  only  as 
to  degree.  Those  who  would  resort  to  the 
rack  and  the  stake  as  a  mode  of  persecution 
might  say  much  for  their  views.  Their  in- 
tolerance possibly  effect  its  end.  There  were, 
instances  in  history,  in  which  religious 
dissent  had  been  suppressed  by  bloody  per- 
secution. In  that  way  the  Albigenses 
were  put  down.  In  that  way  Protestantism 
was  suppressed  in  Spain*  so  that  it  had 
never  since  raided  its  head ;  but  he  defied 
any  person  to  show  an  instance  in  which 
petty  exclufdonsi  such  as  were  now  under 
consideration  had  had  any  other  efiect  than 
that  of  irritating  the  sect  against  which 
they  were  directed.  Tlie  hon.  member  for 
Oxford  had  no  right  to  maintain  his  orgu- 
ment  against  the  Emancipation  of  the 
Jews,  unless  he  was  prepared  to  go  the 
whole  length  of  the  inquisition."  It  was 
absurd  to  ^y,  that  the  deprivation  of  civil 
rights  was  not  persecution ;  it  gave  pain. 


and  persecution  could  do  no  more.  There 
were  many  Members  in  that  House,  who, 
rather  than  be  subject  to  the  disabilities 
under  which  the  Jews  laboured  would  be 
imprisoned  half  a  year,  or  pay  a  fine  of 
500/.  On  what  principle,  then,  had  his 
hon.  friend  a  right  to  say,  that  these  disa- 
bilities were  not  persecution,  and  that  fine 
and  imprisonment  were  persecution  ?  All 
the  reaisoning  of  his  hon.  friend  consisted 
in  drawing  arbitrary  lines ;  the  pain  which 
he  would  inflict  was  not  persecution ;  all 
pain  beyond  that  which  he  would  inflict 
was  persecution.  Again,  his  hon.  friend 
drew  an  arbitrary  line  with  respect  to  po- 
litical power.  He  said,  ''this  which  I 
allow  them  to  possess  is  not  political  power, 
but  that  which  I  withhold  from  them  is 
political  power.'*  How  was  it  possible,  to 
leave  men  in  possession  of  vast  property, 
and  yet  deprive  them  of  political  power  ? 
There  was  nothing  to  prevent  a  Jew  from 
possessing  aU  the  10/.  houses  in  a  borough, 
or  from  having  more  50/.  tenants-at-will, 
than  any  nobleman  in  a  oounty.  If  he 
possessed  a  million  of  money,  was  he  not 
now  as  well  able  to  give  treats  to  please  the 
palates  of  voters,  and  to  hire  bands  of  gipsies 
to  break  their  heads,  as  if  he  were  a 
Christian  and  a  Marquess  ?  Consider,  for 
one  moment,  where  could  the  line  be 
drawn  P  You  say  a  Jew  might  have  the 
power  of  returning  Members  to  Parliament, 
out  he  must  not  sit  in  Parliament;  he 
might  be  a  Juryman,  but  not  a  Judge; 
he  might  give  dunages,  but  not  grant  new 
trials ;  he  might  not  be  a  Privy  Councillor, 
but  he  might  be  a  man  of  vast  importance 
in  the  money  market  of  this  country,  and 
control  the  exchanges ;  nay,  a  Jew  might 
be  summoned  to  attend  a  congress  of  sove- 
reigns, and  instead  of  being  used  like  one 
of  his  ancestors-— placed  in  a  chair  and  sub- 
jeeted  to  the  operation  of  a  dentist — ^might 
be  treated  on  equal  terms,  and  supplicated 
to  furnish  the  Allied  Powers  of  Europe 
with  the  means  of  carrying  on  mighty  oper- 
ations. Still  a  Jew  must  not  be  a  Member 
of  Parliament.  It  was  said,  that  the  inter- 
dict of  the  Almighty  rested  upon  the  Jews, 
and  that  we  were  opposing  his  will  in  endea- 
vouring to  place  them  upon  an  equal  foot- 
ing with  the  Christians ;  but  the  Supreme 
Being  will  distinguish  between  substance 
and  rorm-^he  will  see  that  whilst  we  pre- 
tend to  withhold  political  power  from  the 
Jews  in  form,  we,  in  fact,  allow  them  to 
possess  it  iir  reality.  Why  draw  this  line 
between  outward  form  and  semblance,  and 
real  substance  and  meaning  ?  Those  who 
12 
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opposed  the  removal  of  the  disabilities  of 
the  Jews  on  the  grounds  advanced  by  the 
hon,  member  for  tlie  University  of  Oxford, 
were  making  a  compromise  between  the 
principle  of  persecution  and  the  principle 
of  toleration.  The  hon.  Member,  finduig 
that  his  own  good  feeling  and  the  spirit  of 
the  age,  were  too  strong  to  allow  him  to 
follow  out  his  principle  to  the  full  length, 
drew  an  arbitrary  line,  and  said  that  all 
which  lies  on  one  side  of  it  was  persecution, 
and  all  upon  the  other  only  necessary  caution 
and  restriction.  The  hon.  Member  said 
*'  this  pain  I  will  inflict,  and  therefore,  I  do 
not  chose  to  call  it  persecution.  This  power 
I  will  withhold,  and  therefore  I  do  not 
choose  to  call  it  political  power.  Jews  may 
possess  great  weight  in  the  legislative  and 
in  the  executive  Government,  but  that  I  do 
not  choose  to  call  political  power ;  and  that, 
therefore,  I  will  concede  to  them."  Those 
who  formerly  cut  off  Jews*  heads,  dragged 
them  at  horses  tails,  and  burnt  them  on 
slow  fires,  were  men  of  a  different  spirit 
from  my  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford — they  had  none  of 
his  humanity;  but  they  were  more  con- 
sistent. It  was  said,  that  it  would  be  an 
anomaly  to  see  a  Jewish  Judge  trying  a 
man  for  blasphemy.  He  would  not  defend 
the  present  law  relative  to  blasphemy ;  but 
a  sound  law  upon  the  subject  might  exist 
with  an  enlightened  Jew  upon  the  Bench. 
Every  man  ought  to  be  at  liberty  to  discuss 
the  truth  or  f^sehood  of  reli^on,  but  not 
to  force  upon  the  unwilling  eyes  and  ears 
of  others  sights  and  sounds  which  are  in. 
suiting  to  them.  The  distinction  was  per- 
fectjy  clear ;  if  a  man  chose  to  sell  Paine  s 
Age  of  Reason  in  a  back  shop  to  such  as 
thought  proper  to  buy  it,  or  if  another  man 
chose  to  deliver  a  lecture  against  religion 
in  a  private  room,  neither  of  them  ought  to 
be  prosecuted ;  but  if  an  individufJ  ex- 
hibited at  his  window,  in  a  public  thorough- 
fare, a  hideous  caricature  of  what  is  an  ob- 
ject of  veneration  and  respect  to  999  out 
of  1000  of  his  fellow-citizens;  or  if  he, 
in  places  of  public  resort,  should  apply 
outrageous  expressions  against  that  religion 
or  against  that  being  which  ninety-nine  out 
of  a  hundred  of  Uiose  around  him  were 
accustomed  to  regard  with  reverence,  he 
ought  to  be  puni&ed,  not  for  a  libel,  but 
for  a  nuisance ;  not  for  attacking  that  which 
we  knew  to  be  true,  but  for  giving  pain 
and  disgust  to  his  neighbours.  Sa(^  a 
man  was  no  more  entitled  to  offer  a  gross 
insult  to  religion,  and  say,  that  he  had 
a  right  to  freedom  of  opinion,  than  another 


man  would  have  to  establish  a  nmsome  and 
offensive  manufacture  in  any  neighbour, 
hood,  and  say  that  he  had  a  right  to  \k 
property;    or  to  run  up   and  down  the 
streets  naked,  and  say  that  he  had  a  right 
to  locomotion.     What  was  the  principle  bj 
which  all  civilized  nations  were  related 
with  respect  to  the  rights  of  burial  P    That 
the  law  should  protect  the    remains  of 
the  dead  from  insult.    In  the  legislative 
regulations    with    repect    to    dissections, 
which  had  lately  been  made  in  this  coontiy, 
a  provision  was  introduced  to  prevent  the 
feelings  of  the  friends  and  rdations  of 
the  deceased,  from    being  outraged;  and 
surely  the  same  right  which  a  man  had, 
that    his    father's    body    should   not  be 
treated    with  indignity    for  the   sake  of 
science,    he  also  had,   that  his  religions 
feelings  towards  his  Maker  should  not  be 
outraged  under  the   pretence   of   heA^ 
discussing  the  principles  of  religion.  There 
appeared  to  him  to  he  no  difficulty  m  the 
case.     If  that  which  he  had  just  stated 
was  the  rule,  he  could  not   see  why  a 
Jew,  who  was  appointed  to  the  Beaciij 
could  not  conscientiously  administer  that 
rule.    It  was  a  rule  which  was  as  applic- 
able to  any  false,  but  tolerated   religioa 
as  it  was  to  the  true  religion  itself.    If>  for 
instance,  at  Malta,  whi(£  was  now  subject 
to  us,  the  practice  were  renewed  of  bun- 
ing  Uie  Pope  in  effigy,  on  the  anniversaiy 
of  Queen    £li2abeth's    accession    to  the 
Throne ;  or,  if  at  Madras  or  Calcutta  any 
gross  insult  were  offered  to  the  religion  of 
the  natives,  he  should  certainly,  were  he  a 
Magistrate  in  any  of  those  places,  feel  no 
difficulty  in  interfering,  and  puni^iing  the 
ofienders.  He  would  suppress  such  onences 
against  the  inhabitants.  And,  on  the  same 
principle,  he  was  convinced  that  nooonsden- 
tious  Jew  on  the  Bench  would  say  that  a 
gross  outrage  to  the  religion  of  this  couotrr 
deserved  not  punishment.    But  no  charge 
could  be  brought  against  the  Jews  of  evin- 
cing any  disposition  to  attack  the  Christian 
religion,  or  to  offend  its  professors.     It  n^ 
true  that  one  imputation  of  such  a  nature 
had  lately  been  thrown  out  in  that  House, 
but  it  was  entirely  unfounded.  He  had  seen 
a  great  deal  of  the  worship  of  the  Jews,  and 
he  had  heard  a  great  deal  upon  the  subject 
from  others ;  aiuL,  from  all  &t  he  had  seen, 
and  all  that  he  had  heard,  he  was  able  to  ssj, 
without  the  slightest  fear  of  oontradicticmt 
that  there  was  no   part  of  the  Jewish 
worship,  which  was  not  only  not  insulting 
to  Christians,    but   in   which  Christians 
might  not,  without  the    least  difficuUf* 
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join.  There  was  notlung  in  the  religious  | 
doctrines  of  the  Jevirs  which  was  calculated 
to  render  them  either  had  subjects  or  bad 
neighbours.  Their  Decalogue  was  the 
same  as  ours— the  foundation  of  all  their 
moral  law  was  the  same  as  ours.  It  had 
been  contended  by  his  hon.  friend  (the 
member  for  the  University  of  Oxford)^ 
that  the  existence  of  the  Prophecies^  which 
doomed  the  Jews  to  be  miserable  wander- 
ers over  the  face  of  the  earthy  was  an 
argument  against  the  adoption  of  the  mea- 
sure proposed  by  his  rieht  hon.  and  learned 
friend.  He  felt  himself  capable  of  proving, 
to  absolute  demonstration,  that  nothing 
cxiuld  be  more  futile  than  such  a  suppo- 
sition. If  those  Prophecies  meant  that 
the  Jews  should  never,  while  as  a  nation 
they  continued  to  wander  over,  the  face  of 
the  earth,  be  placed  on  perfect  equality  in 
dvil  rights  with  the  people  among^  whom 
they  might  happen  to  live,  those  rrbphe. 
cies  were  false.  For  it  was  a  fact,  that 
throughout  the  United  States  of  America 
Jews  enjoyed  an  equal  participation  of  civil 
rights  with  the  Americans  themselves  ; 
and  it  was  clear,  therefore,  either  that  the 
Prophecies  were  demonstrably  false,  or 
that  those  who  put  the  construction  on 
them  to  which  he  had  just  alluded  utterly 
misapprehended  their  true  character.  As 
to  the  ultimate  return  to  Jerusalem  an- 
ticipated by  the  Jews,  it  was  scarcely 
necessary  for  him  tool»erve,  that  remote 
events,  and  especially  events  which  were 
to  occur  at  an  indefinite  time,  seldom 
possessed  much  influence  over  the  conduct 
of  men.  If  distant  and  contingent  events 
possessed  any  powerful  influence,  they 
should  possess  it  over  Christians  as  well  as 
over  Jews ;  for  Christians  all  expected  great 
changes;  none  supposed  that  the  present  state 
of  things  would  last  for  ever ;  and  there  was 
one  large  class  which  confidently  antici- 
pated the  near  approach  of  the  Millenium. 
There  was  one  important  point  in  which 
the  Jews  had  a  great  advantage  over  the 
professors  of  any  other  religion  which 
we  believe  to  be  false.  There  was  not 
the  slightest  chance  that  their  doctrines 
would  spread.  It  was  notorious  that  the 
Jews  did  not  wish  to  make  proselytes — 
nay,  they  almost  rejected  them,  and  seemed 
to  think  it  culpaUe  presumption  in  any 
one  who  did  not  belong  to  their  race,  to 
aspire  to  belong  to  their  religion.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  was  not  at  all'extra- 
ordinazy  that  the  conversbns  from  Chris- 
tianity to  Judaism  was  at  least  as  rare  ^n 
occuirrenoe  as  a  total  eclipse  of  the  Sun. 


He  had  never  heard  but  of  one  such  con- 
version, and  that  was  a  very  remarka- 
able  case.  He  alluded  to  the  instance  of 
Lord  George  Gordon.  Now,  if  there  was 
any  convert  of  which  a  proselytizing  sect 
would  have  been  proud,  it  was  that  indi- 
vidual'-not  only  because  he  was  a  man  of 
high  rank  and  large  property,  and  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Legislature,  but  because  he  had 
been  distinguished  by  the  intolerance  and 
ferocity  of  the  zeal  with  which  he  had 
advocated  his  own  peculiar  doctrines  of 
Christianity.  But  how  had  Lord  George 
Gordon  been  treated  after  his  admission  by 
his  new  friends?  He  was  reluctantly 
and  slowly  initiated  in  all  the  painful  cere, 
monials  of  the  Jewish  religion ;  but  when, 
on  his  death-bed,  he  talked  of  the  rites 
of  burial,  according  to  the  Jewish  form, 
he  was  told  that  those  rites  could  not  be 
granted  to  him.  That  was  not  a  religion  likely 
to  make  many  proselytes ;  those  who  pro- 
fessed so  much  zeal  for  Christianity  might 
be  pleased  that  such  was  its  character.  It 
should  be  at  least  a  motivejto  assent  to  this 
measure  for  the  Jews  were  not  likely  to 
increase  their  numbers  by  conversions. 
But  the  House  had  been  told,  that  the 
Jews  were  an  unsocial  people — ^that  they 
would  enter  into  no  friendly  communications 
with  their  neighbours.  Thus,  that  very 
peculiarity  in  their  character  which  pro- 
tected Christianity  from  the  danger  of  any 
attempts  on  their  part  of  making  proselytes, 
was  produced  against  them  in  another  shape 
as  a  charge.  It  was  strange  to  compare 
the  manner  in  which  the  question  for  the 
Emancipation  of  the  Catholics  had  been 
argued  with  the  manner  in  which  the 
question  for  the  Emancipation  of  the 
Jews  was  now  argaed.  When  the  Eman. 
cipation  of  the  Catholics  was  opposed,  the 
Catholics  were  described  as  restless,  in- 
sinuating, insatiable ;  as  prepared  to  take 
every  advantage,  and  to  adopt  whatever 
measures  might  be  calculated  to  give  them 
an  ascendancy.  It  was  stated  that,  social 
learned,  artful,  clever  individuals  of  their 
body  were  constantly  employed  as  emissaries 
for  the  purpose  of  corrupting  the  religious 
faith  of  the  various  countries  to  which 
they  were  sent ;  that,  to  cany  that  great 
object  into  efiect,  they  pretended  to  em- 
ploy themselves  in  making  astronomical 
observations  for  the  emperor  of  China, 
and  in  imparting  the  lights  of  civilization 
to  the  natives  of  Paraguay;  that  go 
where  you  would  you  would  find  CathoHc 
Priests  earnestly  engaged  in  attempting 
the  conversion  of  the  members  of  other 
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innocence ;  for  may  not^tbe  disturbers  in  the 
county  say  to  their  tranquil  brethren  in 
the  city :  "  Well,  what  advantage  have  you 
gained  by  your  conduct — are  you  not  as  much 
coerced  and  annoyed  fas  we  are  ?"  With 
regard.  Sir,  to  the  production  of  the  papers 
called  for,  I  think  Ministers  ought  not  to 
have  waited  till  they  were  applied  for,  but 
should  have  voluntarily  produced  them  in 
order  to  show  their  anxiety  to  justify  them- 
selves with  the  House  and  the  country  in 
this  first  exercise  of  the  great  and  extraor. 
dinary  powers  committed  to  them  by  this 
law.  I  shall,  therefore.  Sir,  vote  for  the 
production  of  the  documents  called  for  by 
my  hon.  and  learned  friend,  the  memba: 
for  Dublin. 

Mr.  AgUonby  expressed  his  surprise  that 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Dublin  should  have  met  with  the  recep- 
tion it  had  at  the  hands  of  the  House ;  and 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  should  not 
have  instantly  conceded,  as  a  matter  of 
right,  demands  so  reasonable  as  those  of  the 
haa,  and  learned  Gentleman.  It  was  the 
duty  of  Government  to  prove— the  onus 
probandi  entirely  rested  with  them — that 
the  dty  of  Kilkenny  was  in  such  a  state  of 
disturbance  as  to  require  the  enforcement 
of  the  Act  which  had  been  lately  passed. 
The  question,  at  present,  was  not  whether 
the  Government  were  right  or  wrons  in 
their  proceedings,  but  whether  the  House 
had  a  right  to  call  for  the  documents  to 
which  the  Motion  before  the  House  re- 
lated. 

Sir  Samuel  WhaUey  said,  that  his  Ma- 
•jesty's  Ministers  were  not  called  upon  to 
defend  their  conduct,  but  to  give  to  the 
House  information  on  the  necessity  of  pro- 
claiming the  city  of  Kilkenny.  He,  there- 
fore, conjured  Ministers,  unless  there  were 
very  great  obstacles  to  so  d(nng,  to  produce 
the  documents  asked  for  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin. 

Lord  Sandon  said,  that  he  was  not  sur- 
prised at  the  stem  opposition  which  those 
Gentlemen  who  originally  opposed  the 
Disturbances  in  Ireland  Bill  now  opposed 
the  proclamation,  and  the  conduct  of  the 
Irish  Government  in  respect  to  this  district, 
but  he,  having  consented  to  a  departure 
from  the  Constitution,  was  willing  to  see 
the  law  put  into  full  execution.  Was  that 
measure,  he  would  ask,  to  which  he,  as  well 
as  many  others,  had  very  reluctantly  given 
assent,  to  remain  as  a  mere  hrutumfvUmen 
on  the  Statute-book?  He  thought  that 
the  onui  probandi  did  not  rest  with  Minis- 
ters ;  but  it  rested  with  the  opposite  party 


to  prove  that  there  was  no  necessity  for  the 
enforcement  of  the  present  measure.  He 
should  support  the  Irish  Government  in 
the  course  it  had  adopted  with  respect  to 
the  district  of  the  county  of  Kilkenny,  of 
which  thev  had  but  too  often  heard  the 
most  alarming  accounts,  until  he  was  con- 
vinced they  were  culpable  in  the  conduct 
they  had  pursued.  It  would  be  utterly 
ridiculous  to  call  on  the  Ministers  day  by 
day  for  the  reasons  of  their  conduct  when* 
ever  they  carried  that  Act  into  execution ; 
some  confidence  must  be  placed  in  them  ; 
and  if  they  wished  for  the  restoration  of 
tranquillity,  it  was  incumbent  on  them  to 
allow  the  Government  to  proceed  with  its 
work. 

Mr.  O^Connell  called  to  the  recollection 
of  hon.  Members,  that  on  a  former  occasion 
he  moved,  that  in  a  fortnight  after  the 
proclaiming  of  any  district  by  the  Lord- 
lieutenant— provided  that  that  House  was 
then  sitting— evidence  should  be  adduced, 
and  reasons  given,  why  that  district  had 
been  proclaimed.  He  acknowledged  that 
his  Motion  was  lost  by  a  large  majority. 
But  theMinistersthen  promised  that,upon  w 
occasions,  they  would  instantly  produce 
evidence,  and  give  reasons  for  the  proclaim- 
ing  of  any  district.  Had  they  kept  their 
word  ?  Their  present  conduct  was  the  an- 
swer. As  for  the  argument  that  Kilkenny 
would  be  an  asylum,  or  that  any  other  dis- 
trict would  be  an  asylum  for  the  lawless, 
nothing  could  be  more  shallow — ^more 
unstatesmanlike.  By  none  of  the  clauses 
of  the  Act  was  it  provided  that  a  place 
should  be  proclaimed  because  it  was  an 
asylum.  It  was  enacted  that  a  district 
should  be  proclaimed  when  it  was  found  to 
be  in  a  state  of  disturbance.  But  was  the 
city  of  Kilkenny  disturbed  ?  It  was  not. 
The  Proclamation  then  was  a  lie !  That 
Proclamation,  signed  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common 
Pleas,  and  by  the  Irish  £x-attomey 
General,  was  a  lie!  That  it  was  a  lie  had 
been  that  evening  admitted  by  the  right 
hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Attorney  and  Solicitor  General; 
and  yet  the  Lord-lieutenant  was  aUowed 
to  proclaim  a  tranquil  city — to  deprive  its 
peaceable  inhabitants  of  the  Trial  by  Jury 
— to  suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act— and 
to  force  them  to  remain  within  doors 
between  the  hours  of  sun-set  and  sun-rise. 
Hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  had  unceasingly  cried  out  about 
confidence  in  Ministers — that  Ministers 
would  well  repay  that  confidence.     This 
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was  the  confidence  which  the  Irish  people 
were  tai^ht  to  look  for  from  the'Reunrroed 
House  01  Parliament.  Thev  talked  about 
soppresnng  Whitefeet,  yet  their  Bill  was 
the  best  possible  means  of  making  White- 
feet.  For  instance^  would  the  people  of 
Kilkenny  be  more  satisfied  for  their  oppres- 
sion ?  Since  the  Ministers  had  only  got 
this  Bill  on  the  agreement  that  they  would 
never  do  wrong  without  just  cause,  he  now 
demanded,  since  they  had  done  wrone,  that 
they  would  show  some  reason  for  it  If 
Ministers  refused  this,  the  country,  at  least, 
woald  agree  with  him  in  saying  that  they 
refused  Mcause  that  they  had  no  reason  to 
give. 

The  House  divided — Ayes 28;  Noes  115: 
Migority  87« 

List  of  the  Ay£s. 


ENGLAND. 

Aglionbjr,  H.  A. 
Attwoody  T. 
BlacksUme,  W.  S. 
Blamire,  Wm. 
Ewarty  W. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Jervisy  J. 
Parrott,  J. 
Fbillips,  M . 
Roebuck,  J. 
Romilly,  J. 
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G^vte  Laws.]  Mr.  Lennard  moved 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  to  amend  the 
Game  Act.  As  there  were  many  Gentle- 
men who  seemed  to  misunderstand  the  ob- 
ject he  had  in  view,  he  was  anxious  to 
state,  that  all  he  proposed  to  effect  by  this 
Bill  was,  to  make  the  Game  Act  what  it 
was  when  introduced  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  before  it  was  sent  to 
the  other  House.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  that  a  clause  more 
unjust  or  oppressive  than  the  one  he 
proposed  to  repeal  was  never  introduced 
mto  any  measure.  It  interfered  with 
existing  rights  and  interests.  Formerly, 
if  tenants  were,  in  other  respects,  qualified, 
they  were  entitled  to  shoot  over  their  own 
nounds.  This  right  had  been  taken  from 
the  tenant  and  given  to  the  landlord, 
against  the  very  principle  of  the  Bill  as  it 
was  introduced  by  the  noble  Lord,  theChan- 
cdlor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  clause  which 
he  wished  to  repeal  was  introduced  into 
the  Bill  in  the  other  House ;  and  the  sup- 
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porters  of  the  Bill  were  willing  to  admi- 
this  clause  rather  than  that  the  measure 
should  be  defeated  for  the  Session.  He 
had  been  told  that  there  were  very  few  per- 
sons who  could  be  affected  by  this  clause  ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  he  had  good  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  number  was  very  considerable* 
But  whether  the  injustice  affected  a  greater 
or  smaller  number  of  persons,  this  Hous^— 
he  hoped — would  not  allow  it  to  continue. 
It  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  dwell  on  the 
extent  of  the  evil ;  for  if  it  existed,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  remedy  it. 
The  fact  was,  that  it  injured  a  very 
numerous  class  of  persons.  It  was  also  in 
direct  variance  with  the  principle  of  the 
Act  into  which  it  was  introduced.  The 
object  of  that  Act  was  to  extend  the  right 
of  shooting,  and  to  allow  those  persons  to 
shoot  who  were  formerly  excluded  from 
the  privilege ;  but  this  clause  tended  mate- 
rially to  diminish  that  right.  Before  he 
moved  the  second  reading,  he  would  an. 
swer  one  objection  which  he  liad  heard 
urged  against  this  proposition.  It  was 
said,  that  it  would  work  in  an  injurious 
manner  towards  those  landlords  who  had 
let  farms  since  the  passing  of  the  Game 
Act ;  as  they  had  neglected  to  insert,  as 
they  formerly  did,  a  clause  reserving  to 
themselves  the  right  of  shooting.  As  the 
law  stood,  game  was  the  property  of  the 
landlord,  and  it  was  the  object  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill  to  transfer  that  property  to  the 
tenant.  Now,  unless  there  was  a  clause  in 
every  lease  reserving  this,  the  landlord 
would  be  deprived  of  his  right.  If  such 
leases  had  been  granted,  his  Bill  would  de- 
prive the  landlord  of  a  privilege  which  lie 
intended  to  reserve  to  himself,  unless  the 
tenant  should  waive  his  right.  If,  how- 
ever, the  Bill  were  read  a  second  time,  he 
would  agree  to  the  insertion  of  a  clause 
saving  the  right  of  the  landlord  in  all  these 
cases.  His  object  was,  that  injury  should 
not  be  done  to  either  landlord  or  tenant. 
The  present  law  was  attended  with  the 
greatest  injustice  to  a  large  body  of  the 
tenantry  of  this  country ;  and  he  was  sure 
that  it  was  quite  sufficient  to  show  that,  to 
induce  the  House  to  consent  to  its  being 
amended. 

Mr.  Fysche  Palmer  had  the  strongest 
objections  to  this  BilL  In  the  Act  which 
was  passed  a  year  and  a  half  ago,  the  game 
was  specifically  declared  to  be  the  property 
of  the  landlord ;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
now  called  upon  the  House  to  declare  that 
this  should  no  longer  be  the  case.  He  had 
supposed  that  the  Game  Laws  had  been  set 
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religions  to  their  own  faith.     But  nOW^ 
when  the  question  related  to  the  toleration 
of  a  religion,    ,the  professors    of   which 
never  attempted  to  make  proselytes^  and 
were  not  content  with  having  a  separate 
religion  unless  they  oould  live  in  a  separ- 
ate family^    that  very  circumstance  was 
turned  against  them ;  they  were  charged 
with  heing  unsocial^  and  on  that  charge 
was  founded  the  refusal  to  admit  them  to 
a  participation  of  political  power.     The 
fact  was,  however^  that   higotry  and  in- 
tolerance   never  wanted   arms,    however 
much  they  might  want,  whenever  it  was 
thought  desirahle,  to  attack  the  character 
of  a  religious  sect.     Let  it  be  proposed 
to  tolerate  any  sect  whatever,  and  to  that 
sect  the  most  dangerous  qualities  would, 
he,  for  the  time,  attributed.     As  to  the 
charge  of  unsociability  brought  against  the 
Jews,  it  was  true,  as  it  regarded  their  re- 
ligion ;  and  that  was  an  additional  security 
to  which  it  might  otherwise  be  supposed 
the  Christian  religion  would  be  exposed 
by   the  admission  of   the  Jews   to  civil 
rights.  But  that  they  were  unsociable  in  their 
pditical  capacity  and  as  neighbours,  had  not 
been  proved,  and  without  proof  was  not  to  be 
believed.  His  right  hon.  and  learned  friend 
had  produced  a  great  mass  of  testimony  to 
show  that  such  was  not  the  case ;  upon  which 
testimony  his    hon.    friend,   the  member 
for    the  University  of  Oxford,  had  made 
no  impression  whatever     But  the  charge 
if   true    was  applicable  not  to  the  cha- 
racter of  Jews  alone,  but  to  the  character 
of  all  persecuted  sects  which  had  existed 
in  various  nations.     From  the  reign  of 
Queen  Elizabeth  down  to.the  Revolution, 
the  Catholics  in  this  country  had  evinced 
much  ^p%ater  confidence  and  attachment 
in  Foreign  Princes  than  in  their  own.     It 
was  a  saying  of  Cromwell's  that  all  Catho. 
lies  in  England   were  Espagniolised.     It 
might  have   been    said  at  a  subsequent 
period,  when    France    became  the  chief 
Catholic  power,  that  they  were  Gallicised. 
In  consequence  of  this  constant  recurrence 
to   foreign  powers,    the  Catholics  had  a 
religious  patriotism,  which  was  separate 
from  their  national    patriotism.     It  was 
the  same  thing  with  the  Calvinists.    When 
the  Calvinists  in  tliis  country  were  per- 
secuted, they  were  constantly  looking  to 
the  Calvinists  of  France  for  support     In 
France,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Hugu6nots 
thought  tlie    English    Protestants    much 
more    their     oountrymmi     than     French 
Catholics.     In  this  country  we  had  abolish- 
ed all  invidiouB  religioui  distinctioos  x«. 


sp^ctlug  Catholics  and  Calvinists,  and  tiie 
consequence  was,  that  if  En^^nd  were 
invaded  to.morroWf  neither  Catholic  nor 
Calvinist  would  trouble  bis  bead  to  con- 
sider   whethei*    the    invaders    were    the 
most  bigotted  Catholics  or  the  most  bigotted 
Calvinists.    Why  not  try  the  same  experi- 
ment  with    the  Jews?      Why  not    try 
the   same    experiment  which .  had   been 
tried  in  Franco  and  Prussia,  'and  which 
was  now  trying  in  the  United  States  of 
America?     Why   not,  if  the  Jews  were 
supposed  to  be  an  unsocial  and  disloyal 
class  of   men,  convert  them  by  such  a 
humane  scheme  into  a  social  and  loyal  class 
of  men?     The  only  other  main  charge 
which  had  been  brought  against  the  Jewish 
character  had  not  been  brought  by  his  hdn. 
friend,  the  member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  for  his  hon.  friend  had  too  much 
knowledge  and  taste  to  bring  such  a  charge, 
but  it  hSi  been  brought  by  others.     It  had 
been  brought  by  the  hon.  member  for  Old- 
ham, whom  he  was  sorry  not  to  see  in  his 
place.     It  had  been  stated  by  that  hon. 
Member,  that  the  Jews  were  a  mean  race, 
that  they  Were  a  sordid  race,  that  they 
were  a  money-getting  race,  that  they  were 
averse  to  all  honourable  pursuitif,  and  fit 
for  nothing  but  those  of  usury— -an  occu- 
pation to  which  they  sacrificed  all  patriotic 
feelings  and  all  social  affections.     He  be- 
lieved, that  this  would  be  found  to  be 
another  example  of  that  logic  of  bigotry  and 
intolerance  which  had  been  mannested  in 
all  ages,  and  which  having  in  the  first  in- 
stance generated  vices,  tlien  made  those 
vices  a  plea  for  persecution.     If  England 
had  been  to  the  Jews  only  half  a  country, 
how  could  wc  expect  from  the  Jews  feel- 
ings of  more  than  half  |)atriotism  ?     They 
had  always  treated  the  Jews  as  foreigners^ 
and  they  now  wondered  that  the  Jews  did  not 
feel  as  natives.    They  had  driven  the  Jews 
to  live  by  mean  occupations^  and  they  now 
wondered  they  did  not  cultivate  honourable 
toils.    They  prevented  the  Jews  fwm  pos- 
sessing  an  acre  of  land,  and  they  now  com- 
plaint that  the  Jews  devoted  themselves 
entirely  to  trader    They  debarred  the  Jews 
from  the  pursuits  of  honourable  ambition, 
and  they  now  reproached  them  for  taldng 
refuge  in  the  employments  of  avarice.    For 
many  ages  they  had  inflicted  iiyustice  upon 
the  Jews,  and  they  were  then  surprised  that 
the  Jews  had  recourse  to  the  artifice  and 
cunning  which  were  the  invariable  defences 
of   the  weak  against  the  overwhelming 
power  uf  the  strong.     Those  who  opposed 

tho  emancipation  of  tba  Jews  w«ro  suffix 


ftSt 


JBrnaHe^^i^n 


{Apkil  11} 


qf  the  Jews* 


238 


dently  aoquMnted  with  tlie  Jewish  His- 
tory  to  know  that  the  vices  and  imperfec 
tions  now  charged  against  the  Jews  were 
not  natond  to  the  Jewish  cfaaiacter.  There 
was  nothing  in  that  character  which  in- 
capacitated  them  from  discharging  the 
higheat  duties  of  citizenship.  In  the  ear- 
liest ages  of  civilisation^  when  all  other 
countries  of  the  earth  were  still  in  a  state  of 
barbarism  A^  when  letters  and  arts  were 
yet  unknown  in  Athens— >when  scarcely  a 
hot  stood  on  the  spot  which  was  after- 
wards to  be  Rome>  this  despised  nation 
had  made  large  conquests,  possessed  great 
political  power,  established  numerous 
manufactures,  carried  on  an  extensive 
commerce,  had  erected  splendid  temples  and 
palaces,  and  boasted  of  eminent  statesmen, 
warriors,  philosophers,  historians,  and  poets. 
What  nation  htd  ever  more  manfully  ex* 
erted  itself  in  the  cause  of  civil  and  reli- 
gious liberty?  What  nation  in  the  last 
agonies  of  its  dissolution,  had  given  greater 
proo£i  of  what  might  be  accomplished  by  a 
brave  despair  ?  If,  in  the  course  of  many 
ages  Uiis  despised  and  ilLtreatcd  people 
might  have  in  some  degree  degenerated 
from  the  qualities  of  their  forefathers — if 
by  having  been  subjected  to  humiliation 
and  slavery,  they  might  have  contracted 
some  of  the  vices  peculiar  to  outcasts  and 
slaves,  instead  of  being  a  subject  of  reproach 
to  tbem,  was  it  not  rather  a  subject  of 
shame  and  remorse  to  us  ?  Let  the  House 
do  justice  to  the  Jews.  Let  them  repeal 
the  disabilities  under  which  they  laboured 
•^the  last  relics  of  intolerance  in  this  couu. 
try.  Let  them  open  to  the  Jews  the  doors 
of  that  House—- let  them  open  to  the  Jews 
every  career  of  honourable  competition.  Until 
they  did  that,  let  no  man  presume  to  say, 
that  there  was  no  genius  m  the  country- 
men of  Isaiah,  and  no  valour  in  the  dis* 
cendants  of  the  Maccabees.  In  supporting 
the  preposition  of  his  right  hon.  and  learn- 
ed frteud,  he  considered  himself  supporting 
the  true  interests  of  Christianity.  He 
.diould  think  that  ha  was  offering  a  g^ross 
insult  to  hb  religion,  if  he  were  to  say, 
4hat  such  an  aid  as  intolerance  was  necessary 
for  its  support:  Without  sudi  aid  it  had 
been  established,  and  without  such  aid  he 
was  ooafident  it  mig^t  be  maintained.  It 
•had  tamed  barbarous,  and  overpowered 
xefined  nations.  It  had  triumphed  over 
the  gra<leful  mythology  of  the  Greeks,  and 
the  rode  and  bloody  rites  of  Saxon  super. 
stition  had  vanished  before  it.  It  had 
foiled  the  polioy  of  the  Gassars,  it  had 
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But  ail  these  victories  had  been  achieved, 
not  by  intolerance,  but  in  spite  of  intole- 
rant laws ;  and  we  learnt  from  all  histoiy 
that  Christianity  had  every  thing  to  fear 
from  persecution  as  an  ally,  and  nothing 
to  dread  from  persecution  as  a  foe.  '*  May 
the  Christian  religion  (said  Mr*  Macaulay, 
in  conclusion)  continue  for  ages  to  bless 
thiscountry  with  its  genial  influence;  strong 
in  its  lofty  philosophy — strong  in  its  spotless 
morality — strong  in  that  powerful  evidence, 
to  which  the  most  comprehensive  minds 
have  surrendered  their  belief;  the  last  con- 
solation of  those  who  have  outlived  every 
earthly  hope— the  lest  restraint  of  those 
who  arc  above  all  earthly  fear.  But,  Sir^ 
let  us  not  mistake  the  character  of  that 
divine  religion — ^let  us  not  attempt  to  fight 
the  battle  of  truth  with  the  weapons  of 
error,  nor  endeavour  to  support  by  oppres- 
sion a  religion  whose  noblest  distinction  is, 
that  it  first  taught  the  human  race  the 
lesson  of  universu  charity." 

Mr.  Haicomb  felt,  that  he  rose  under  the 
greatest  disadvantage,  after  the  eloquent 
address  which  the  House  had  just  heard—- 
an  address,  however,  which  abounded  with 
sophistry,  even  more  than  with  eloquence. 
The  hon.  Member  challenged  any  one  tosliow 
why  an  arbitrary  line  should  be  drawn,  and 
why  on  one  side  justice  and  on  the  other 
persecution  should  be  supposed  to  exist.  He 
(Mr^  Haloomb)  accepted  the  challenge. 
The  broad  line  between  that  which  ought 
to  be  considered  persecution,  and  that  which 
ought  not  to  be  considered  persecution  of 
the  professors  of  Judaism,  was  bottomed  on 
tlic  principles  of  common  sense  and  sound 
justice.  The  question  was,  whether  there 
did  not  exist  in  the  Constitution  good  rea-* 
son  for  preventing  the  followers  of  Judaism 
from  a  full  participation  in  that  Constitu- 
tion. Now  the  Constitution  declared,  that 
there  should  be  in  England  an  Established 
Church  connected  with  and  supported  by 
the  State.  Even  that  principle  had,  in« 
doedj  of  late  been  assailed,  and  therefore 
it  was  high  time  that  the  Memben  of  that 
House  should  deliberate  on  the  subject  and 
make  up  their  minds  whether  they  would 
stand  by  the  institutions  of  their  fathers  or 
not.  As  long,  however,  as  there  was  that 
connection,  it  was  their  duty  rigidly  to 
uphold  it,  and  notwithstanding  all  the 
taunts  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  those  who 
held  opinions  diflerent  to  his  own ;  not- 
withstanding what  he  had  been  pleased  to 
say  about  the  loffic  of  bigotry  andin  tolerance, 
such  was   stiU  the  Constitution  of  this 
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State  did  not  tend  to  make  tbe  Churcli 
political^  but  to  the  desirable  end  of  mak- 
ing the  State  religious.'  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  not  entitled  to  call  that  persecution 
which  merely  prevented  men  from  obtain- 
ing advanta^  the  conditions  of  obtaining 
which  they  were  not  willing  to  fulfil.  A 
country  was  entitled  to  confer  political 
power  only  on  those  whom  it  chose  to 
select  for  that  purpose.  Suppose  the  hon. 
Member  himself,  a  Protestant,  had  a  wife 
and  children  whose  property  he  wished  to 
protect  by  the  appointment  of  two  trustees; 
and  suppose  that  there  were  six  persons 
out  of  whom  he  might  select  those  trustees 
■—two  Protestants,  two  Catholics,  and  two 
Jews.  The  hon.  Member  would  no  doubt 
choose  the  two  Protestants ;  but  could  that 
justly  be  called  a  persecution  of  the  other 
four?  The  same  argument  was  applicable 
to  States.  There  was  no  abstract  right  in 
men  to  political  power ;  for  political  power, 
for  the  conduct  of  afiairs  could  not  be  vested 
in  the  whole  of  the  people;  and  must, 
therefore,  be  intrusted  to  a  select  portion 
of  them.  Those  selected  must  be  qualified 
in  the  manner  which  the  Constitution  of 
England  had  long  required.  Among  those 
quuifications,  was  the  test  of  a  religious 
creed;  a  most  wise  security,  applying,  as  it 
did,  not  to  temporalities,  but  to  matters  of  a 
spiritual  nature.  He  admitted  the  Jews  were 
A  body  against  whose  moral  character 
nothing  could  be  adduced ;  that  they  were 
good  and  loyal  citizens  of  the  King ;  but  in 
this  most  Christian  country — Christian  at 
least  beyond  those  walls  for  whatever  might 
be  thought  within  them,  he  was  convinced 
that  in  the  community  at  large,  there  was 
a  thorough  and  a  general  conviction,  that 
the  Church  and  State  must  stand  and  fall 
together,  in  this  yet  Christian^country, — it 
was  not  right  that  full  political  pri^eges 
should  be  conceded  to  the  Jews.  He  gave 
credit  to  Ministers  for  good  intentions — 
for  a  desire  to  rule  the  people  under  Chris, 
tian  principles ;  but  if  they  did  not  avoid 
the  errors  they  were  falling  into  in  matters 
of  religion,  and  cease  to  lend  a  helping  hand 
to  the  downfall  of  the  Church,  they  would 
ere  long,  and  the  country  would  ere  long, 
bitterly  rue  the  improvident  spirit  whidi 
directed  their  meastires. 

Mr.  Ptmlter  said,  that  his  hon.  friend, 
the  member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
dwelt  much,  in  the  course  of  his  address, 
upon  the  principle  that  Christianity  was 
part  and  parcel  of  the  law  of  the  land. 
That  principle  was  only  laid  down  in  judi- 
cial dwfaf  he  beUeved^  as  applied  to  cases 


of  libel,  to  which  it  would  as  completely 
apply,  after  the  admission  of  the  Jews  into 
this  House,  as  at  present.  His  hon.  friend, 
in  answer  to  what  had  fe^en  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  the 
Mdtion,  stated  that  the  allusions  to  t^e 
cases  of  Joseph  and  Daniel  were  not  in 
point,  because  their  promotion  was  connect, 
ed  with  miraculous  agency ;  but  that  pro- 
motion would  not  have  occurred,  if  the 
acceptance  of  service  in  the  courts  of 
foreign  princes  had  been  inconsistent  with 
the  duties  of  Israelites.  The  right  hon. 
Mover  alluded  to  an  impression  which  pre- 
vailed in  the  world,  that  because  the  pecu. 
liar  history  and  separation  of  the  Jews 
were  justly  conndeted  as  a  dispensation  of 
Providence,  it  was  the  duty  of  mankind  to 
assist  such  a  dispensation.  That  was  a 
difficult  subject  to  discuss;  but  they  ought 
to  reflect,that  although  it  might  please  God 
to  turn  and  apply,  in  his  own  mysterious 
and  inscrutable  wisdom,  the  voluntary 
wickedness  and  crimes  -of  man  to  his  own 
purposes ;  yet  such  wickedness  was  not  less 
abominable  in  his  sight.  The  Jewish 
nation  had  already  been  exposed  to  the 
persecutions  of  the  Inquisition,  and  to  the 
sword  of  tyrannical  and  cruel  princes. 
Those  crimes  had  certainly  operated'  to 
bring  about  the  dispensations  m  Grodj  bat 
their  authors  on  that  account  were  not  the 
less  amenable  to  his  justice.  The  Almighty 
had  never  commanded  men  todo  oromit  any. 
thing  as  the  means  of  promoting  his  hidden 
counsels;  buthe  had  commanded  them  toex- 
ercise  universal  charity,  and  upon  that  com- 
mand they  ought  to  act,  and  not  presume  to  do 
what  was  uncharitable  on  the  plea  of  for- 
warding the  secret  schemes  of  P^videnoe. 
If  it  were  proposed  as  a  problem  how  to 
prevent  the  conversion  of  the  Jews,  he 
should  say,  reject  them  from  the  bosom  of 
civil  society,  and  the  enjoyment  of  dvil 
rights.  He  could  conceive  that  their  ad- 
mission to  the  enjoyment  of  the  blessines 
and  benefits  of  citizens  might  ultimat^ 
lead  to' their  conversion,  but  could  not  con- 
ceive that  persecution  should  unite  them 
with  the  rest  of  mankind.  Had  not  the 
world  learnt,  by  past  experience,  that  the 
system  of  exdurion  excited  pride,  the  most 
stubborn  passion  of  the  human  mind,  whtdi 
bound  the  members  of  every  sect  together 
by  the  most  indissoluble  bond,  and  indis- 
posed them  even  to  an  examination  of  any 
creed  inconsistent  with  their  own,  far  more 
than  the  operation  of  any  religious  senti* 
ment  ?  The  Jews  were  accused  of  a  want 
of  patriotisnii  whidi  had  been  caused  by  tba 
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disabiUtiei  to  wbich  they  had  been  sub- 
jected;  It  was  no  peculiarity  in  them. 
The  hiatosy  of  England  proved  that  all 
persecuted  sects  had  souf^t  another  coun- 
trj»  The  Protestants  of  France  appealed 
to  the  aid  of  England,  as  the  Catholics  did 
to  that  of  Spain.  The  spirit  of  persecution 
had^  indeed,  ceased,  but  the  spirit  of  ex- 
clusion produced  efibcts  which  though  very 
difierent  in  degree,  partook  of  the  same 
character.  Reason  and  history  sufficiently 
proved  that  patriotism  was  the  result  of  a 
wise  and  liberal  policy.  As  regarded  the 
admission  of  a  sect  to  tiie  enjoyment  of  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  a  state,  the  most 
important  inquiry  that  could  be  made,  was 
into  their  general,  moral,  and  social  charac- 
ter. But-  this  peculiar  people  were  dis- 
tinguished by  their  veneration  for  the  domes- 
tic and  social  rolations  of  life.  Instances 
of  the  vidatiDn  of  the  duties  of  husband 
and  wife— of  parent  and  child — were  rare 
amongst  them.  *  Their  charitable  institu- 
tions, their  schools  of  education  were  very 
numerous.  Ftom  drunkenness  which,  be- 
yond any  other  vice  called  for  the  most 
anxious  and  urgent  correction  of  the  Legis- 
lature, and  which  was  moro  and  moro  in- 
fecting and  demoralising  the  whole  of  the 
lower  classes,  and  had  become  a  great 
national  calamity,  they  wero  happily,  and 
beyond  others,  exempted.  No  practice  was 
moro  commonly  resorted  to  as  a  mode  of 
procuring  a  momentary  alleviation  to  a 
degraded  and  wounded  spirit.  They  had 
nobly  resisted  the  temptation.  That  they 
were  habituated  to  pecuniary  avocations, 
and  to  the  lower  descriptions  of  trade — ^was 
not  thdr  fault.  It  would  be  an  additional 
injury  to  impute  to  them  that  which  was 
theresultof  diesjrstemof  exclusion,  of  which 
they  wero  the  victims.  Had  they  not 
always  been  a  retiring  and  a  peaceful 
people  ?  Had  they  ever  been  known  to  be 
guilty  of  political  crimes,  or  by  word  or 
deed  to  have  aided  in  any  attack  either 
upon  the  Church  or  State?  Had  they 
shown  any  backwardness  in  contributing 
their  share  to  the  taxation  of  the  country  ? 
They  were  capable  of  being  electors— why 
were  they  to  be  the  only  constituents  oon- 
tumeliously  excluded  by  law  from  becoming 
Representatives?  They  were  now  admit- 
ted to  the  Bar*  Having  gone  so  far  in  a 
just  and  enlighlened  spirit  of  poncession, 
why  stop  short  df  the  full  boon  of  complete 
emancipation  ?  The  hon.  member  for  Old- 
ham had  asked  whether  they  were  prepared 
to  unchristianize  the  countiy — and  permit 
a  Jew  Judge  to  try  a  lib^  upoa  th9  Chris- 


tian religion  ?  He  should  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  member  for  Oldham  how  long  this 
new  passion  had  glowed  in  his  bosom  ?  A 
malicious  writing  published  with  intent  to 
vilify  and  bring  into  disgrace  and  contempt 
the  Christian  religion  would  be  a  libel,  and 
an  upright  Judge  of  any  religious  persua- 
sion whatever,  might  properly  try  a  man 
for  such  an  offeace  as  that.  If  all  expe- 
rience showed,  that  civil  distinctions  pro- 
moted instead  of  removing  religious  difier* 
ence— that  tyranny  never  did,  and  never 
could,  correct  religious  errors,  but  was 
odious  to  God  as  well  as  man — it  might 
please  the  great  disposer  of  all  things  to 
bring  about  the  consummation  of  the  extra- 
ordinary history  of  the  Jewish  people  by 
love  and  charity.  He  believed  without 
any  ilLjudged  allusions  to  Scripture,  that  all 
true  policy  was  to  be  found  not  in  the 
books  of  men,  but  in  the  Word  of  God.  To 
love  one  another  was  one  of  his  chief  com- 
mandments, and  in  obedience  to  that  he 
would  remove  the  disabilities  of  the  Jews. 

Mr.  Hume  could  not  find,  in  the  speeches 
of  the  hon.  member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  and  of  the  hon.  member  for  Dover, 
any  arguments  to  answer  the  admirable 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Leeds ;  and 
the  proposition  that  these  unjust  and  in« 
judicious  disabilities  ought  to  be  removed, 
was  untouched.  The  lamentations  which 
had  been  so  pathetically  uttered  by.  the  hon. 
member  for  Dover  (Mr.  Haloomb),  seemed 
as  if  intended  to  apply  to  former  Parlia* 
ments  for  repealing  the  Test  and  Corpora, 
tion  Acts,  and  emancipating  the  Catholics. 
He  considered  the  Jews  of  the  present  day 
were  by  no  means  like  those  of  former  ages, 
and  that  it  was  a  great  mistake  to  go  back 
at  all  to  those  times  in  legislating  upon  the 
present  question.  The  arguments  of  the 
hon.  member  fos  Oxford  on  the  subjects  of 
the  Jews'  oath  had  no  weight  in  his  mind 
— they  swore  by  Jehovah,  on  the  Old 
Testament,  and  we,  by  God,  on  the  Gospels, 
which  was  the  only  difference.  It  had  been 
said,  if  this  sect  were  once  allowed  full 
political  privil^es,  by  what  right  and  on 
what  reason  coi^d  we  refuse  them  to  the 
Brahmins  and  Parsees?  Nothing  would 
give  him  greater  pleasure  than  seeing 
Brahmins  and  Parsees  in  that  House.  He 
would  tell  hon.  Members  fipom  his  own  ex- 
perience, that  they  were  as  intelligent  and 
valuable  a  class  as  any  in  their  own  country. 
He  should  give  the  Resolution  his  most 
hearty  support.  He  held  a  letter  in  his  handj 
though  he  would  not  trouble  the  House 
by  x^^g  it,  from  Mr*  Quiocy  Adamo^  the 
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hte  President  of  the  United  States^  stating 
there  were  no  better  citizens  than  the  Jews, 
and  expressing  a  hope  that  ere  long  the 
Whole  of  Europe  would  see  the  jastice  and 
the  wisdom  of  freely  conceding  to  them 
the  fullest  political  privileges. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  might  perhaps  save  the 
time  of  the  House  by  observing,  that  in 
the  absence  of  many  of  those  who  were 
opposed  to  the  measure  he  should  not  divide 
on  that  occasion,  and  he  felt  the  less  incli- 
nation to  do  so  on  account  of  the  absence  of 
his  Majesty's  Ministers. 

Mr.  GConndl  must  say  one  word  on  an 
occasion  in  whicH  his  feelings  wore  so 
warmly  interested.  He  had  struggled  for 
religious  liberty,  not  for  sectarian  advan* 
tages,  but  for  the  principle  that  man's 
conscience  should  be  firee.  An  indivi* 
dual,  as  he  knew,  might  be  equally  punished 
by  unjust  restrictions  and  by  unmerited 
stripes.  He  was  delighted  that  the  day  of 
goodfbeling  in  these  matters  had  come-^that 
this  respectable  and  ancient  nation,  which 
had  faithfully  preserved  a  high  religious 
sentiment,  was  no  longer  to  be  estranged 
from  us,  and  Ihat  they  could  at  last  see  the 
period  when  something  like  justice  was 
granted  to  all  men-^when  conscience  was 
free,  and  the  eountty  rid  of  a  stain  which 
had  so  long  dishonoured  her. 

Mh  WiUmm  Roche:  Belonging  Sir,  like 
my  hon.  and  learned  friend,  the  member 
for  Dublin  to  a  religious  persuasion  which 
had  been  so  long  so  unjustly  and  injuriously 
persecuted  and  degraded  as  the  Roman 
Catholics  wero^njuriously—- <not  alone  as 
regards  their  own  feelings  and  interests, 
but  the  interests  of  tho  community  at  large ; 
^or  it  is  impossible  that  6,000,000  or 
7,000,000of  the  people  can  be  oppressed  .and 
their  energies  paralysed  without  inflictine 
deep  injury  on  the  whole  community*  I 
feel  myself  bound  alike  by  a  conviction  of 
its  intrinsic  justice  and  utility,  as  by  a  dis. 
position  to  mete  out  an  equal  measure  of 
liberality  to  all  sects,  to  support  the  Reso- 
lution before  the  House.  Sir,  we  all  re- 
collect that  the  same  stale  arguments  which 
used  to  be  directed  in  days  not  long  gone 
by  against  granting  further  political  pri- 
vileges to  the  Cathfdics  are,  amongst  others^ 
revived  on  the  present  occasion,  and  will 
ever  be  revived  so  long  as  any  vestige  of 
exclusion  is  allowed  to  remain.  If,  Sir«  the 
Jews  have  proved  themselves  good  subjects 
in  this  country,  and  in  all  other  countries 
where  they  have  been  domesticated  and  ad- 
mitted to  political  freedom,  that  is  all  we 
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to  every  other  seet^  perfaet  liberty  ef  con. 
science  in  their  spiritual  coneema.  M«ik- 
over,  Sir,  i  have  such  high  opimons  of  the 
superiority  of  the  Christian  Rdigion,  that 
I  am  convinced  that  tha  more  intiniately 
we  associate  ^ih  the  Jewi^  the  mare  they 
will  discover  and  appreciate  that  aiiperi- 
ority  and  abate  their  prejudicea ;  and  the 
more  of  justice  and  equality  we  dispenae  to 
them,  the  more  they  will  see  that  we  prac- 
tise and  carry  into  effect  that  admiimlile  and 
characteristic  maidm  of  Christianity  of 
doing  by  others  as  we  would  wish  them  to 
do  by  us.  Sir,  whatever  destiny  the  Al- 
mighty may  have  in  view  for  the  Jewish 
people,  he  can  barry  into  effect  without 
our  vain  co-opotitions,  and  we  ahoold 
therefore,  leave  that  matter  to  His  sdl  suf- 
fioient  Providence.  Sir,  it  is  not  bjr  call-* 
ing  in  the  aid  of  political  exclusion  or  civil 
diMttnlities  that  we  shell  advance  the  pro- 
gress or  raise  the  character  of  the  Christian 
Religion;  but  by  acting  in  donriatency 
with  its  charitable  and  benignant  pre- 
cepts, thereby  exhibiting  it  in  its  na- 
turally attractive  light  and  heavenly 
origin.  Sir,  have  any  of  those  evil  fore- 
bodings of  which  we  have  heard  on  every 
relaxation  of  restraining  laws«  been  re- 
alised ?  On  the  contrary,  is  not  the  whole 
of  society  becoming  every  day  more  har- 
monised and  more  happy  by  the  relaxation  ? 
Sir,  instead  of  proceeding  in  the  wake  of 
other  nations  in  l^is  course  of  social  im. 
provement  we  ought  to  have  led  the  way, 
but  it  is  better  late  than  never.  With  re- 
gard to  the  interests  of  the  Constitution^  I 
entertain  the  same  views  on  this  subject 
as  I  do  in  regard  to  our  religion^^natnely, 
that  the  more  just  and  comprehensive  we 
make  it,  the  more  we  engage  the  feelings 
of  all  to  admire  and  support  it*  Finding 
the  House,  Sir^  so  dcsiruus  of  dosing  the 
debate,  I  sltall  not  longer  occupy  its  time, 
especially  as  the  feeling  in  favour  of  the 
proposition  is  so  predominant.  > 

Resolution  read»  and  the  Question  put. 
The  "Ayes"    resounded  through    the 
House ;  the  "  Noes "  were  few. 

Resolution  agreed  to*->Report  ordered  to 
be  presented  to  the  Hous^-^House  resumed. 

PnooLAtiiiNO  OP  KiiiXBifNir.3  Mr. 
OConneti  smd,  he  wislied  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  'cettain  ooeuneaoes 
which  had  taken  place  in  Irdbmd  since  the 
passing  of  the  Coercion  Bill,  which  at  once 
put  an  end  to  everything  in  the  shiqie  of 
constitutional  right       It  had  been  ft^ 
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^at  Bfil  'tihrough  the  Hotue,  that  it  was 
mcttt  than  probable  it  would  never  be  put 
in  force  at  all ;  yet  not  twenty-four  hours 
were  auffered  to  elapai  after  its  arrival  in 
Dublin  before  an  entire  county  was  pn> 
.  claimed  under  it^  and  that  in  the  most 
tyrannical  and  offensive  manner.    Ireland 
for  700  years  had  bitterly  felt  the  op- 
pression and  the  galling  tyranny  of  this 
country,  yet  she  never  at  any  period  felt 
such  an  indignant  sense  of  injustice  as  now. 
He  never  yet  could  learn  what  good  this 
country  had  done  fbr  Iteland-^what  kind* 
ness  she  had  shown  towards  her.     He  had 
often  asked  the  queetion>  but  had  never 
been  honoured  wiUi  an  answer.    Knowing 
this,  he  felt  it  his  duty  anxioufdy  to  watch 
the  operations  of  this  iVctj  that  ev^  in- 
justtoe  oemmitted  under  it  might  be  at  once 
and  thoroughly  exposed.    Why,  then,  was 
the  whole  county  of  Kilkenny  proclaimed, 
when  they  had  it  only  a  few  days  fiince,  on 
the  authority  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
that  a  part  of  it  only  was  disturbed  ?  Why, 
then,  resort  to  the  severe  measure  of  pro- 
claiming beyond  the  parts  disturbed  ?    But 
that  was  npt  the  subject  of  his  present  com- 
plaint.     Not  content  with   putting    the 
county  beyond  the  pale  of  the  Ckmstitution, 
the  Irish  Government  must  proceed  the 
length  of  proclaiming  the  county  of  the 
city.    The  dty,  it  should  be  known,  con- 
tained 26,000  inhabitants,  and  had  strag- 
glifitt  suburbs  btanching  into  the  county. 
In  those  suburbs  there  had,  he  too  wdl 
knew,  been  three  or  four  Whitefeet  offen- 
ces ;   but  they  furnished  no  valid  ground 
for  proclaiming  the  city.   The  night  before 
this  harsh  and  unoalled-for  measure,  there 
was  what  he  might  term  a  little  melan- 
choly merriment  amongst  the  people.  Music 
was  provided,  and  when  night  was  fast 
closing  in,  many  of  those  mdancholy  airs 
were  played  which  wei;B  for  ever  wedded 
to  the  Irish  mind  by  the  series  of  calami- 
ties inflicted  on  her  by  this  country.    The 
second  night  came  on,  but  they  were  inter- 
fered with  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  inuing 
his  Prodamation*  which,  to  call  despotic, 
was  to  treat  it  lightly,  for  it  was  in  fact, 
most  brutal  [some  eonvenationvhere  taking 
plaee  the  hon.  Member  continued^.    The 
House  was  careless'-^why  should  it  not  be  ^ 
It  was  only  an  act  of  despotism  he  was 
compkdning  of— it  was  only  an  add_ed  in- 
Bult^^a  new  wrong  upon  his  unfortunate 
country.    He  was  ^liged  to  raise  his  voice 
to  its  hi^est  pitch,  for  the  poor  chance  of 
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which  he  complained  was  siened,  to  his 
astonishment,  by  some  of  the  Judges  of  the 
land  and  the  Commander  of  the  Forces. 
The  Irish  Oovemment>  too,  used  their  in- 
fluence with  the  new^pers  in  urging  the 
necessity  for  suoh  a  proceeding,  and  paid 
for  paragraphs  inserted  in  the2>(i6/^  Tinrits 
and  Dublin  Evening  Post,  for  the  purpose 
of  having  them  copied  into  the  London 
Journals.  These  papers  he  might  pioperly 
designate  as  the  Moniteurs  of  the  Pacha  of 
Ireland.  Now,  putting  these  paragraphs 
out  of  view,  he  should  like  to  know  on 
what  grounds  the  Irish  Oovemment  had 
included  the  whole  of  the  county  within 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  ?  The  only  reattm 
he  bdieved,  why  the  city  of  Kilkenny  had 
been  proclaimed  waSj  that  it  contained 
hotels  for  the  accommodation  of  the  officers, 
who  were  bound,  under  the  Coercive  Act, 
to  hold  the  Courts-martial  within  a  pro- 
claimed district.  If  the  despatches  for 
which  he  was  about  to  move  were  gitmted, 
he  believed  that  what  he  now  asserted 
would  be  found  to  have  been  officially 
stated — namely,  that  it  would  be  more 
convenient  to  the  members  of  the  Court- 
martial  to  assemble  in  the  city  than  in  the 
county  of  Kilkenny.  The  hotels  In  that 
city  were  excellent,  and  to  enable  the  offi- 
cers to  have  the  advantage  of  living  in 
them,  the  dty  of  Kilkenny  had  been  put 
under  the  severe'  operation.  He  believed 
he  should  be  able  to  riioW  that  this  was  the 
reason  if  he  was  allowed  to  have  what  he 
now  applied  for,  a  copy  of  the  Despatch 
from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the  Secretary 
of  Ireland,  stating  the  reason  why  that  city 
had  been  proclaimed.  If  the  despatch  was 
produced,  the  reason  he  had  stated  would 
be  found  to  be  avowed.  But  it  would  not 
be  produced— it  would  be  suppressed ;  and 
he  knew  that  it  was  of  little  use  for  him  to 
appeal  to  that  House>  who  were  not  in. 
dined  to  listen  to  appeals  on  behalf  of 
Ireland.  He  spoke  without  di^ise  on 
that  subject  at  least.  He  therdbre  de- 
sired, in  the  first  place,  to  have  laid  before 
the  House,  "  Copies  of  all  Proclamations 
and  Orders  issued  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  under  the  statute  of  3  William 
4th,  c  4."  In  the  next  place  he  vdshed 
to  have  *'  A  return  of  the  number  of  per- 
sons committed  to  gaol  of  tbe  county  of 
Kilkenny  for  the  last  twelve  months,  speci- 
fying  the  crimes  and  offences  for  which 
each  person  was  committed,  the  time  when, 
and  tb^  place  where,  each  such  ofibnce  was 
perpetrated,  how  many  were  indicted  and 
tried,  and  the  result  of  each  trial*"    Sofess 
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he  did  not  anticipate  any  opposition  from 
the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  opposite ;  but^ 
as  the  other  information  for  which  it  was 
his  intention  to  ask  was  of  a  more  import- 
ant nature,  he  imagined ,  it  would  be  op- 
posed. He  wished  to  have  "  A  copy  of  a 
despatch  or  letter  from  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland,  or  the  Secretary,  stating 
the  reason  for  proclaiming  the  county  of 
the  city  of  Kilkenny  to  be  in  a  state  of  in- 
subordination or  disturbance,  pursuant  to 
the  Act  of  3  William  4th,  c  4."  The 
document  would,  he  presumed,  be  suppress- 
ed, and  the  House  which  passed  the  Dis- 
turbances Act  would  be  very  ready,  he  had 
no  doubt,  to  accede  to  the  propriety  of  that 
suppression^  After  the  measures  which 
had  been  adopted,  he  did  not  expect  much 
sympathy  for  Ireland  in  that  House;  but  if 
any  sympathy  didtexist,  could  there  be  any 
reason  for  withholding  this  document? 
If  they  passed  an  unconstitutional  and 
arbitrs^  Bill — if  they  placed  a  despotic 
power  in  the  hand  of  a  military  man,  cer- 
tainly not  a  very  wise  man^  that  his  inten- 
tions might  be  most  honourable,  no  one 
would  question,  but  the  amount  of  whose 
intellect  it  was  perfectly  safe  to  dispute ;  if 
they  had  placed  a  despotic  power  in .  the 
hand  of  such  a  man,  did  it  not  behove 
them  to  see  that  he  did  not  abuse  it  ?  He 
wished  to  know,  then,  what  ware  the  reasons 
for  subjecting  the  county  of  the  city  of 
Kilkenny  to  the  operation  of  this  despotic 
law,  and  upon  that  ground  he  asked  for 
the  papers  which  he  had  described. 

Sir  John  Hobhouse  *  hoped  that  in  the 
few  observations  which  it  would  be  his 
duty  to  make,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  it  would  not  be  ex- 
pected that  he  should  deem  it  necessary  to 
f3  into  any  justification  of  that  which  the 
^liament  had  so  recently  thought  fit  to 
enact.  He  must,  however,  on  this  first 
occasion  of  his  addressing  the  House  in  the 
situation  which  he  now  occupied,  protest 
against  the  assertion  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  DuUin,  that  the 
British  Parliament  was  not  indined  to  do 
justice  to  Ireland,  or  to  listen  to  appeals  in 
het  favour,  or  to  hear  in  good  faidi  every- 
thing that  was  advanced  in  her  behalf  by 

*  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  recently  been 
appointed  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  conse- 
quence of  Mr.  Stanley  having  been  appointed 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.  The  va- 
cancy in  the  Colonial  Office  was  caused  by 
Viscount  Goderich  accepting  the  office  of 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  od  the  resignation  of  the 
Sari  of  Purfaam. 
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those  whom  she  sent  hither  as  her  Repr^ 
sentativcs*  If  the  hon.  Member,  r^ly 
meant  this,  let  him  bring  the  question  fairly 
before  the  House,  and  he  would  find  that 
it  could  be  met  most  triumphantly.  The 
question  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman asked,  was,  why  the  city  of  Kil- 
kenny had  been  proclaimed.  The  answer 
was  to  be  found  in  the  state  of  the  county 
of  Kilkenny  for  the  last  year.  In  that  time 
more  offences  had  been. committed  in  that 
county  than  in  the  whole  province  of  Ulster 
taken  together.  From  the  1st  to  the  14th 
of  March  alone,  there  were  114  ofiences, 
against  which  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
late  Act  to  provide,  committed  in  that 
county.  It  was  manifest,  therefore,  that 
it  was  necessary  to  proclaim  the  county  of 
Kilkenny ;  and  when  they  proclaimed  the 
county,  were  they  to  leave  out  of  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Act  the  city,  which  was  the 
most  important  part  of  it?  He  had  a 
communication  from  the  county  to  show, 
that  it  was  from  the  understanding  that 
this  Act  would  be  at  once  put  in  operation, 
that  the  Magistracy  did  not  assemble  and 
address  the  lI)rd-lieutenant.to^ut  the  Act 
in  operation  there.  Knowing  that  KiL 
kenny  would  be  made  the  subject  of  dis- 
cussion,  he  had  thought  it  bis  duty  on  the 
day  he  came  into  office  to  write  to  Ireland, 
expressing  his  wish  that  .the  city  of  .Kil- 
kenny should  not,  if  possible,  be  included 
in  the  operation  of  the  Act.  The  answer 
he  received  was,  that  the  first  wish  was 
not  to  include  the  city,  but  that  .it  was 
found  in  the  suburbs  and  in  the  city  itself, 
there  were  numbers  of  the  very  persons 
who  were  not  only  suspected  but  known  to 
be  considerably  implicated  in  these  very 
Whitefeet  outrages  which  the  hon..  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  been  among  the 
first  to  disclaim,  and  to  put  down  which  he 
had  again  and  again  declared  that  he  would 
lend  a  vigour  beyond  the  law — namely, 
lus  own  to  put  it  down.  To  leave  the 
city  unproclauned,  would  be  to  allow  it  to 
be  a  refuge  to  those  who  were  guilty  of 
these  outrages.  That  was  the  substance  pf 
the  answer  which  he  received  in  reply  to 
his  letter.  He  would  not  state  from  whom 
he  received  it,  because  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  only  tell  him  that  his  cor- 
respondent was  one  of  those  persons  who 
were  implicated  in  what  he  was  pleased  to 
call  a  wicked  conspiracy  aeainst  the  liber- 
ties of  Ireland.  He  trusted,  however,  that 
the  learned  Gentleman  would  live  to  see 
that  the  strong  measures  adopted  towards 

Ireland  were  oot  fw  the  purpose  of  crush*. 
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ing  liberty  there,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
restoring  and  securing  that  which  was  real 
liberty— -freedom  of  action  to  every  honest 
and  well-disposed  man,  without  the  dread 
of  violence  from  the  lawless  and  turbulent. 
The  learned  Gentleman  protested  against 
25^000  peaceable  and  well-disposed  persons^ 
resident  in  the  city  of  Kilkenny,  being 
subjected  to  a  punishment  which  ought  to 
be  Dome  only  by  those  who  were  actually 
guilty,  but  it  was  his  duty  to  inform  the 
leamed  Gentleman,  and  the  House,  that 
every  care  had  been  taken  not  to  have  any 
of  the  more  severe  restrictions  of  the  Act 
put  into  operation  in  the  city.  That,  in  a 
general  view,  might  be  no  palliation ; 
but  the  inhabitants  of  the  city  of  Kilkenny 
regarded  it  as  a  very  material  palliation ; 
and  so  far  from  being  thought  an  evil,  I 
know,  from  the  best  possible  authority,  that 
they  look  upon  the  operation  of  the  Act 
as  an  advantage,  the  more  especially  as  the 
more  penal  enactments  were  not  to  be  put 
in  force.  The  inhabitants  of  Kilkenny 
were  satisfied  that  this  Proclamation  had 
been  the  means  of  their  protection.  There 
would  be  no  objection  to  give  the  copy  of 
the  Proclamation,  for  it  had  been  placarded ; 
nor  any  to  give  the  amount  of  committals, 
though  it  would  not  show  the  real  state  of 
crime,  for  out  of  ten  ofiences  there  were 
not  more  than  one  or  two  committals.  The 
other  return  for  which  the  leamed  Gentle, 
man  asked  was,  and  the  demand  he  must 
be  permitted  to  say,  was  perfectly  un- 
reasonable, A  "  Copy  of  a  despatch  or 
letter  from  the  Lord-Heutenant  of  Ireland, 
or  the  Secretary,  stating  the  reasons  for 
proclaiming  the  county  of  the  city  of  Kil- 
kenny to  be  in  a  state  of  insubordination, 
or  disturbance,  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  3rd 
WilL  4th  c.  4."  The  hon.  and  leamed 
Gentleman  said,  that  that  despatch  or  letter 
would  show,  that  the  real  and  only  reason 
for  proclaiming  the  city  was  to  afford  the 
military  officers,  who  would  compose  the 
Court-martial,  the  accommodation  of  good 
hotels  and  a  comfortable  court-house  to  sit 
in,  instead  of  being  obliged  to  conduct 
their  proceedings,  and  to  put  up  with  the 
inconvenient  Icdgings  of  the  neighbouring 
villages.  The  reasons  for  proclaiming  the 
city  were  those  which  he  had  already  stated, 
and  he  begged  to  assure  the  leamed  Gentle- 
man that  nothing  relative  to  the -accommoda- 
tion of  the  officers,  was  to  lie  found  in  any 
of  the  communications  of  the  Government 
upon  the  subject  of  that  proclamation.  He 
tmsted,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  and  leamed 
Gentleman  would  not  press  the  House  to  a 


division  upon  the  production  of  the  Govern, 
ment  despatches.  He  had  heard  the  hon. 
and  leamed  Gentleman  ten  thousand  times 
express  the  utmost  anxiety  for  the  suppres. 
sion  of  the  Whitefoot  outrages;  and  how, 
in  the  name  of  wonder,  could  he  wish  in 
the  very  outset — in  the  very  first  instance 
of  its  application — to  attempt  to  paxalyxe  a 
law  which,  so  far  as  the  mere  putting  down 
of  these  outrages  went,  the  hon.  Member 
must,  if  his  previous  assertions  were  tme, 
be  anxious  to  support  in  every  possible 
way.  If  he  were  really  desirous  of  putting 
down  Whiteboyism  in  Kilkenny,  upon 
what  principle  was  it  that  he  wished  for 
the  exduston  of  a  particular  spot  from  the 
operation  of  the  Act  ?  It  did  so  happen, 
that  in  the  city  of  Kilkenny,  one  of  the 
leamed  Gentleman's  active  ambassadors, 
was  some  time  since  very  busily  employed 
in  organizing  one  of  those  bodies  which 
were  taught  to  co-^yperate  with  the  leamed 
Gentleman,  and  who  in  that  case  assembled 
in  a  particular  part  of  the  city,  and  gave 
themselves  the  name  of  the  '*  Black  Alley 
Meeting."  One  of  the  effects  of  the  pro. 
damntion  would  be  to  break  up  that  meet- 
ing; and  perhaps  it  was  for  that  reason 
that  the  leamed  Gentleman  objected  to 
the  city  being  included.  It  was  not,  he 
could  assure  the  House,  without  some 
strong  conviction  of  the  absolute  necessity 
of  sudb  a  step  that  it  had  been  adopted  by 
the  Government. 

Mr.  Sullivan  said,  that  if  there  was  any 
ground  for  inflicting  this  act  on  the  city  of 
Kilkenny,  it  ought  to  be  stated  openly  and 
fairly.  He  was  sure  that  there  were  none 
of  the  authorities  of  the  city  who  would 
justify  the  measure.  The  last  AsMes 
there  showed  it  to  be  unnecessary.  It  had 
been  most  injurious  to  the  city.  He  had 
a  letter,  which  stated  that  on  the  market- 
day  next  after  the  Proclamation,  the  usual 
supply  of  provisions  did  not  come  in— there 
was  not  one.tenth  of  the  potatoes  that  were 
required  brought  into  the  city.  He 
admitted  that  the  Act  was  administered 
with  the  utmost  lenity ;  but  he  denied  that 
it  ought  to  have  been  inflicted  at  all  on  the 
city.  He  admitted  that  there  wds  a  neces- 
sity for  some  strong  measure  to  preserve 
the  peace  of  the  county,  but  that  necessity 
did  not  extend  to  the  city.  If  there  had 
been  any  such,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  have  withheld  it. 

The  SoUdior  General  said,  he  agreed  with 
those  who  thought  that  it  was  mipossible 
for  that  House  to  show  too  much  vigilance 
in  watching  the  exercise  of  the  powers 
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lately  oonferred  on  the  Government  by 
tbe  Act  under  consideration.  Those  powers 
were  unconstitutional^  and  required  to  be 
watched;  but  in  this  instance  there  was 
not  the  lightest  reason  for  imputing  to  the 
Lord-lieutenant  that  he  had  unnecessarily 
put  them  into  operation.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  complained  that 
the  Proclamation  was  signed  by  such  of 
the  Judges  as  were  Privy  Councillors. 
That  complaint  came  with  a  very  ill  grace 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who, 
among  the  Amendments  he  had  proposed, 
had  brought  forward  one,  the  object  of 
which  was,  that  no  Proclamation  should  be 
issued  that  was  not  so  signed,  and  he 
especially  recommended  that  the  Judges  of 
the  Court  of  King's  Bench  should  sign  it 
— persons  who,  in  his  (the  Solicitor 
General's)  opinion,  were  the  least  fit  to  be 
selected  from  the  other  Judges  of  the  land, 
inasmuch  as,  by  their  very  office,  they  must 
necessarily  be  the  persons  before  whom  the 
offenders  would  come«  The  Magistrates  of 
Kilkenny  had  presented  a  Petition  to  that 
House,  prayinff  for  them  to  pass  the  Bill, 
in  order  that  it  might  be  put  in  operation 
in  the  county.  Now,  but  for  the  accidental 
circumstance  of  the  city  being  a  county  of  it- 
self, it  would  necessarily  have  been  included 
within  the  terms  of  the  Proclamation 
regarding  the  county  of  Kilkenny.  Why 
was  that  mere  accident  to  make  a  difference 
in  the  conduct  of  the  Government,  and  to 
make  them  neelect  the  means  of  preserving 
the  peace  of  the  city  ?  It  had  been  stated 
that  incursions  had  been  made  into  the  cit^ 
and  was  it  not,  therefore,  plain  that  if  the 
city  were  exempted,  it  would  become  the 
refuge  of  all  the  lawle^i.  It  was  only  by 
vigorously  enfordng  the  Act  wherever  it 
was  necessary,  that  any  success  could 
attend  it.  To  him,  therefore,  it  seemed 
that  the  complaint  and  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Dublin  were 
destitute  of  foundation. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  Solicitor  General 
had  nulde  out  no  case  whatever  in  defence 
of  the  Irish  Government's  having  put  the 
city  of  Kilkenny  under  the  operatbn  of  the 
Coercive  Bill ;  indeed  he  looked  upon  all 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  said  to 
be  but  a  lame  excuse  for  a  very  indefensible 
proceeding-  *  The  right  hon.  Secretary  for 
Ireland  dedared  the  LiordJieutenant's 
reason  to  be  founded  on  the  fact  that 
certain  meetings,  tending  to  a  violation  of 
the  public  tranquillity,  had  lieen  held  in 
Kilkenny  city ;  but  if  so,  why  punish  the 
whole  city  for  the  act  of  a  few  ?     Why 


not  prohibit  the  meetings  by  Proclamation, 
as  had  been  done  in  Dublin  ?  He  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Act  had  been  very  impro- 
perly enforced  in  the  case  of  Kilkenny 
city. 

The  AUorneu  General  said,  that  the  only 
question  for  toe  House  to  consider  waa 
whether  the  Irish  Government  had  not 
acted  in  strict  conformity  to  the  law  in  all 
that  had  hitherto  been  done  with  respect 
to  the  enforcement  of  the  Irish  Disturbance 
Bill  in  the  county  and  city  of  Kilkenny  ; 
and  if  such  was  the  case,  what  ground  was 
there  for  the  complaint  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin,  or  what  reason 
had  he  urged  to  induce  the  House  to  accede 
to  his  Motion?  None,  that  he  knew  of; 
for  the  Irish  Disturbance  Bill  was  either 
intended  to  be  enforced,  or  else  it  was  a 
dead  letter-^and  being  enforced  strictly 
within  the  limitations  prescribed  by  the 
measure  itself,  there  was  no  cause  for  com- 
plaint, unless  any  case  beyond  the  law 
could  be  brought  forward,  which  had  not 
been  done.  Under  these  cironmstances  he 
must  dedine  to  sanction  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Dublin. 

Mr.  (yDwyer  contended,  that  the  city  of 
Kilkenny  was  perfectly  quiet  This  waa 
admitted  on  all  hands,  and,  therefore,  that 
city  ought  to  have  been  excepted  from  the 
operation  of  the  Proelamation.  It  waa 
quite  clear  that  Government  had  exceeded 
the  necessity  of  the  case,  and  they  ouglit 
to  be  compelled  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  something  like  a  justification  of 
their  measures. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  that  the  distinc* 
tion  which  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Dublin  had  drawn  between  the  case  of 
Kilkenny  county  and  Kilkenny  city  would 
not  have  been  thought  of  but  from  the 
mere  accident  that  Kilkenny  city  was  a 
city  and  a  county  of  itself,  and  was  there- 
fore of  necessity  distinctly  and  separately 
named  in  the  act  of  proclamation^  by 
which  the  district  was  placed  under  the 
operation  of  the  Disturbance  Bill.  If  it 
was  admitted,  that  the  county  of  Kilkenny 
was  justly  placed  under  the  Disturbance 
Bill,  why  should  the  Government  be  called 
upon  to  admit  so  trifling  a  diatincdon  as 
that  of  tf  mere  local  difference,  in  order 
to  exempt  Kilkenny  city  from  the  Bill  ? 
Were  such  a  distinction  allowed  practi« 
cally  to  exist,  it  would  lead  to  the  most 
serious  inconveniences.  What  must  be 
the  consequence  if  the  mere  passing  a  line 
was  to  give  security  to  the  offenders )  He 
recollected  the  case  of  the  city  of  Limeridc^ 
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which,  when  the  Insdrrection  Act  wai  en- 
forced  in  the  county  of  Limerick^  was  ex. 
empt  from  its  operation  solely  because  it 
was  a  dty  and  a  county  of  itself.  The 
consequence  was^  that  a  man  could  commit 
an  offence  on  one  side  of  the  street  which 
would  render  him  liable  to  the  Insurrec- 
tion Act>  which  he  escaped  by  crossing 
over  to  the  other  side  of  the  same  street. 
He  must  say>  that  if  the  city  of  Kilkenny 
were  to  be  specially  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  the  Act,  the  consequence 
would  be,  that  it  would  become  the  focus 
of  insurrection  and  sedition,  and  the  ex- 
emption would  only  tend  to  establish  a 
sanctuary  where  sedition  could  be  planned, 
and  where  plots  could  be  hatched,  without 
rendering  the  guilty  amenable  to  the  laws 
which  were  framed  for  the  express  purpose 
of  putting  down  these  acts.  If,  therefore 
it  was  right  to  enforce  the  Bill  in  the 
eounty,  it  must  of  necessity  follow,  and  a 
lamentable  necessity  he  admitted  it  was, 
that  the  city  of  Kilkenny  must  also  be  in- 
cluded in  its  operation.  Before  he  sat 
down,  he  must  observe  that  no  objection 
existed  on  the  part  of  Government  to  grant 
tha  two  first  returns  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member— namely,  the  copies  of  the  pro* 
damations  under  the  Act  hitherto  issued, 
and  the  returns  of  the  number  of  com. 
mittals  and  species  of  crimes,  during  the 
last  twelve  months,  to  Kilkenny  city  and 
county  gaols.  The  other  part  of  the  Mo- 
tion he  deddedly  objected  to,  and  would 
opptee. 

Mr.  Harvey  said,  that  not  one  argu- 
ment had  been  advanced  by  the  right  hon. 
the  Secretary  for  the  Treasury  in  defence 
of  the  proclamation  of  the  city  of  Kilkenny 
but  what  would  be  equally  applicable  to 
the  whole  of  Ireland,  if  any  hon.  Member 
chose  to  get  up  on  that  side  of  the  House 
and  urge  the  proclamation  of  the  whole 
kingdom.  The  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was  an  experimental 
speech ;  and  he  had  no  doubt,  if  the  ex- 
periment he  now  recommended  were  found 
ineffectual,  and  that  crime  fled  from  the 
dty  and  county  of  Kilkenny  to  the  country 
in  the  neighbourhood,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleraan  would  feci  himself  authorised,  in 
the  same  spirit,  and  by  this  ingenious  in- 
vention of  his  of  asylums  (a  word  not  to 
be  found,  by  the  bye,  in  the  whole  melan* 
choly  Act,  as  it  was  called),  to  recommend 
placing  each  district,  which  proved  the 
asylum  of  those  who  had  once  been  dis- 
a&cted,  out  of  the  pale  of  the  Constitu- 
ttoo,  till  he  had  tried  the  experiment  on 


the  whole  of  Irehmd.  This  Bill  was 
granted  to  the  present  Ministry  upon  thdr 
own  responsibility.  That  responsibility 
was  now  challenged,  and  the  Government 
were  bound  to  produce  the  documents  now 
required  to  the  House ;  for  it  was  distinctly 
upon  the  faith  of  an  assurance  they  would 
do  BO,  when  called  upon,  that  the  measure 
had  wrung  u  reluctant  assent  from  the 
House. 

Mr.  William  Roche  said  :  Sir,  my  right 
hon.  friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
having  adverted  to  the  disadvantage  he 
concdves  to  have  arisen  from  the  city  and 
county  of  the  dty  of  Limerick  bdng  ex« 
empted  from  the  operations  of  the  Insur* 
rection  Act,  while  the  adjoining  counties 
were,  in  consequence  of  thdr  then  state 
of  disturbance,  placed  under  its  restraints, 
calls  upon  me  as  one  of  the  Representatives 
and  one  of  the  Magistrates  of  that  city  to 
set  my  right  hon.  (xiend  right,  and  to 
assure  him  that  no  such  disadvantage  had 
been  experienced ;  at  all  events  no  disad*. 
vantage  adequate  to  the  neeesdty,  or  com-, 
mensurate  with  the  liar^ships,  of  placing 
the  inhabitants  of  a  perfectly  loyal  and 
peaceable  city  out  of  the  pale  of  the  ordi- 
nary law  for  itxe  protection  of  their  liberties. 
No  doubt.  Sir,  it  demanded  some  increased 
vigilance  end  vigour  on  the  part  of  the  mu* 
nidpal  authorities,  but  that  vigUance  and 
vigour  \vere  found  quite  suffident  to  pre- 
vent contamination  and  spare  the  commis^ 
sion  of  the  great  injustice  (from  an  over- 
weening precaution)  of  exposing  the  inno<* 
cent  and  guilty  to  a  similar  state  of  coer- 
cion. I  apprehend,  therefore.  Sir,  that  the  • 
case  of  Limerick  is  no  illustration  of  the 
necessity  or  propriety  of  placing  the  city 
of  Kilkenny,  tranquil  as  it  is  admitted  to 
be,  under  the  still  more  severe  enactments 
of  the  new  law-«^ir  with  regard  to  the 
question  in  general  I  think  the  dty  of  Kil- 
kenny stands  peculiarly  entitled  toexemption 
and  respect,  for  tlie  more  contiguous  it  is  to 
the  moral  contagion  raging  in  its  vicinity 
the  more  merit  it  deserves  for  keeping  itseli 
free  from  the  malady.  In  anoUier  point 
of  view  also.  Sir,  I  thbk  it  would  have 
been  judicious  as  well  as  just  to  make  the 
distinction,  because  it  would  ^ow  the  dis- 
turbers of  the  peace  in  the  county,  in  the 
most  forcible  colours,  the  evil  consequences 
of  thdr  misdeeds,  by  the  contrast  of  freedom 
and  comfort  enjoyed  by  their  neighbours  in 
the  city  compared  with  the  restrictions  and 
restraints  to  which  they  were  subjected ;  I 
therefore.  Sir,  see  no  case  made  out  to  justify 
this  mixing  up  promiscuously  of  guUt  and 
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he  did  not  anticipate  any  opposition  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite ;  but, 
as  the  other  information  for  which  it  was 
his  intention  to  ask  was  of  a  more  import, 
ant  nature,  he  imagined.it  would  be  op- 
posed. He  wished  to  have  '^  A  copy  of  a 
despatch  or  letter  from  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland,  or  the  Secretary,  stating 
the  reason  for  proclaiming  the  county  of 
the  city  of  Kilkenny  to  be  in  a  state  of  in- 
subordination or  disturbance,  pursuant  to 
the  Act  of  3  WiUiam  4th,  c.  4."  The 
document  would,  he  presumed,  be  suppress- 
ed, and  the  House  which  passed  the  Dis- 
turbances Act  would  be  very  ready,  he  had 
no  doubt,  to  accede  to  the  propriety  of  that 
suppression^  After  the  measures  which 
had  been  adopted,  he  did  not  expect  much 
sympathy  for  Ireland  in  that  House;  but  if 
any  sympathy  did^exist,  could  there  be  any 
reason  for  withholding  this  document? 
If  they  passed  an  unconstitutional  and 
arbitrary  Bill — if  they  placed  a  despotic 
power  in  the  hand  of  a  military  man,  cer« 
tainly  not  a  very  wise  man,  that  his  inten- 
tions might  be  most  honourable,  no  one 
would  question,  but  the  amount  of  whose 
intellect  it  was  perfectly  safe  to  dispute ;  if 
they  had  placed  a  despotic  power  in. the 
hand  of  such  a  man,  did  it  not  behove 
them  to  see  that  he  did  not  abuse  it  ?  He 
wished  to  know,  then,  what  were  the  reasons 
for  subjecting  the  county  of  the  city  of 
Kilkenny  to  the  operation  of  this  despotic 
law,  and  upon  that  ground  he  asked  for 
the  papers  which  he  had  described. 

Sir  John  Hobhouse*  hcjped  that  in  the 
few  observations  which  it  would  be  his 
duty  to  make,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  it  would  not  be  ex- 
pected that  he  should  deem  it  necessary  to 
f}  into  any  justification  of  that  which  the 
krliament  had  so  recently  thought  fit  to 
enact.  He  must,  however,  on  this  first 
occasion  of  his  addressing  the  House  in  the 
situation  which  he  now  occupied,  protest 
against  the  assertion  made  by  the  hon.  and 
I^urned  member  for  DuMin,  that  the 
British  Parliament  was  not  indined  to  do 
justice  to  Ireland,  or  to  listen  to  appeals  in 
her  favour,  or  to  hear  in  good  faidi  every- 
thing that  was  advanced  in  her  behalf  by 

•  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  recently  been 
appointed  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  conse- 
qoenoe  of  Mr.  Stanley  having  been  appointed 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.  The  va- 
cancy in  the  Colonial  Office  was  caused  by 
Viscount  Goderich  accepting  the  office  of 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  on  the  resignation  of  the 
Sarlof  J^ttrbam, 


those  whom  she  sent  hither  as  her  Rqm^ 
sentativcs*  If  the  hon.  Member,  r^ly 
meant  this,  let  him  bring  the  question  fairly 
before  the  House,  and  he  would  find  that 
it  could  be  met  most  triumphantly.  The 
question  which  the. hon.  and  learned  Gen. 
tleman  asked,  was,  why  the  city  of  Kil- 
kenny had  been  proclaimed.  The  answer 
was  to  be  found  in  the  state  of  the  county 
of  Kilkenny  for  the  last  year.  In  that  time 
more  ofiences  had  been. committed  in  that 
county  than  in  the  whole  province  of  Ulster 
taken  together.  From  the  1st  to  the  14th 
of  March  alone,  there  were  114  ofiences, 
against  which  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
late  Act  to  provide,  committed  in  that 
county.  It  was  manifest,  therefore,  that 
it  was  necessary  to  proclaim  the  county  of 
Kilkenny ;  and  when  they  proclaimed  the 
county,  were  they  to  leave  out  of  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Act  the  city,  which  was  the 
most  important  part  of  it.^  He  had  a 
communication  from  the  county  to  show, 
that  it  was  from  the  understanding  that 
this  Act  would  be  at  once  put  in  operation, 
that  the  Magistracy  did  not  assemble  and 
address  the  Lord-lieutenant  .to  ^ut  the  Act 
in  operation  there.  Knowing  that  KiL 
kenny  would  be  made  the  subject  of  di&. 
cussion,  he  had  thought  it  bis  duty  on  the 
day  he  came  into  office  to  write  to  Ireland, 
expressing  his  wish  that  .the  city  of  .Kil- 
kenny should  not,  if  possible,  be  included 
in  the  operation  of  the  Act.  The  answer 
he  received  was,  that  the  first  wish  was 
not  to  include  the  city,  but  that  it  was 
found  in  the  suburbs  and  in  the  city  itself, 
there  were  numbers  of  the  very  persons 
who  were  not  only  suspected  but  known  to 
be  considerably  implicated  in  these  very 
Whitefeet  outrages  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  been  among  the 
first  to  disclaim,  and  to  put  down  which  he 
had  again  and  again  declared  that  he  would 
lend  a  vigour  beyond  the  law — namely, 
his  own  to  put  it  down.  To  leave  the 
city  unproclaimed,  would  be  to  allow  it  to 
be  a  refuge  to  those  who  were  guilty  of 
these  outrages.  That  was  the  substance  of 
the  answer  which  he  received  in  reply  to 
his  letter.  He  would  not  state  &om  whom 
he  received  it,  because  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  only  tell.him  that  his  cor~ 
respondent  was  one  of  those  persons  who 
were  implicated  in  what  he  was  pleased  to 
call  a  wicked  conspiracy  aeainst  the  liber- 
ties of  Ireland.  He  trusted,  however^  that 
the  learned  Gentleman  would  live  to  see 
that  the  strong  measures  adopted  towards 

Ireland  were  not  for  the  purpose  of  crush- 
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ing  liberty  there,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
restoring  and  securing  that  whicn  was  real 
liberty-— freedom  of  action  to  every  honest 
and  well-disposed  man^  without  the  dread 
of  violence  from  the  lawless  and  turbulent. 
The  learned  Gentleman  protested  against 
25^000  peaceable  and  well-disposed  persons, 
resident  in  the  city  of  Kilkenny,  being 
subjected  to  a  punishment  which  ought  to 
be  borne  only  by  those  who  were  actually 
guilty,  but  it  was  his  duty  to  inform  the 
learned  Gentleman,  and  the  House,  that 
every  care  had  been  taken  not  to  have  any 
of  the  more  severe  restrictions  of  the  Act 
put  into  operation  in  the  city.     That,  in  a 
general  view,  might  be    no    palliation  ; 
but  the  inhabitants  of  the  dty  of  KOkenny 
regarded  it  as  a  very  material  palliation ; 
and  so  far  irom  being  thought  an  evil,  I 
know,  from  the  best  possible  authority,  that 
they  look  upon  the  operation  of  the  Act 
as  an  advantage,  the  more  especially  as  the 
more  penal  enactments  were  not  to  be  put 
in  force.     The  inhabitants  of  Kilkenny 
were  satisfied  that  this  Proclamation  had 
been  the  means  of  their  protection.    There 
would  be  no  objection  to  give  the  copy  of 
the  Proclamation,  for  it  had  been  placarded ; 
nor  any  to  give  die  amount  of  committals, 
though  it  would  not  show  the  real  state  of 
crime,  for  out  of  ten  ofiences  there  were 
not  more  than  one  or  two  committals.  The 
other  return  for  which  the  learned  Gentle, 
man  asked  was,  and  the  demand  he  must 
be  permitted  to  say,  was  perfectly  un- 
reasonable, A  ''  Ck>py  of  a  despatch  or 
letter  from  the  Lord Jieutenant  of  Ireland, 
or  the  Secretary,  stating  the  reasons  for 
proclaiming  the  county  of  the  city  of  Kil- 
kenny to  be  in  a  state  of  insubordination, 
or  disturbance,  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  3rd 
Will.  4th  c.  4."    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said,  that  that  despatch  or  letter 
would  show,  that  the  real  and  only  reason 
for  proclaiming  the  city  was  to  afibrd  the 
military  officers,  who  would  compose  the 
Court-martial,  the  accommodation  of  good 
hotels  and  a  comfortable  court-house  to  sit 
in,  instead  of  being  obliged  to  conduct 
their  proceedings,  and  to  put  up  with  the 
inconvenient  lodgings  of  the  neighbouring 
villages.     The  reasons  for  proclaiming  the 
city  were  those  which  he  had  already  stated, 
and  he  begged  to  assure  the  learned  Grentle- 
man  that  nothing  relative  to  the-accommoda- 
tion  of  the  officers,  was  to  lie  found  in  any 
of  the  communications  of  the  Government 
upon  the  subject  of  that  proclamation.   He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  not  press  the  House  to  a 


division  upon  the  production  of  the  Govern, 
ment  despatches.  He  had  heard  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  ten  thousand  times 
express  the  utmost  anxiety  for  the  suppres. 
sion  of  the  Whitefoot  outrages;  and  how, 
in  the  name  of  wonder,  could  he  wish  in 
the  very  outset — in  the  very  first  instance 
of  its  application — to  attempt  to  paralyxe  a 
law  which,  so  far  as  the  mere  putting  down 
of  these  outrages  went,  the  hon.  Membar 
must,  if  his  previous  assertions  were  true, 
be  anxious  to  support  in  every  possible 
way.  If  he  were  r^dly  desirous  of  putting 
down  Whiteboyism  in  Kilkenny,  upon 
what  principle  was  it  that  he  wished  for 
the  exclusion  of  a  particular  spot  from  the 
operation  of  the  Act  ?  It  did  so  happen, 
that  in  the  city  of  Kilkenny,  one  of  the 
learned  Gentleman's  active  ambassadors, 
was  some  time  since  very  busily  employed 
in  organizing  one  of  those  bodies  which 
were  taught  to  co.operate  with  the  learned 
Gentieman,  and  who  in  that  case  assembled 
in  a  particular  part  of  the  city,  and  gave 
themselves  the  name  of  the  '*  Black  Alley 
Meeting."  One  of  the  effects  of  the  pro- 
clamation would  be  to  break  up  that  meet- 
ing; and  perhaps  it  was  for  that  reason 
that  the  learned  Gentieman  objeeted  to 
the  city  being  included.  It  was  not,  he 
could  assure  the  House,  without  some 
strong  conviction  of  the  absolute  necessity 
of  sudi  a  step  that  it  had  been  adopted  by 
the  Government. 

Mr.  SulUvan  said,  that  if  there  was  any 
ground  for  indicting  this  act  on  the  city  of 
Kilkenny,  it  ought  to  be  stated  openly  and 
fairly.  He  was  sure  that  there  were  none 
of  the  auti&orities  of  the  city  who  would 
justify  the  measure.  The  last  Assises 
there  showed  it  to  be  unnecessary.  It  had 
been  most  injurious  to  the  city.  He  had 
a  letter,  which  stated  that  on  the  market- 
day  next  after  the  Proclamation,  the  usual 
supply  of  provisions  did  not  come  in— there 
was  not  one-tenth  of  the  potatoes  that  were 
required  brought  into  the  city.  He 
admitted  that  the  Act  was  administered 
with  the  utmost  lenity ;  but  he  denied  that 
it  ought  to  have  been  inflicted  at  all  on  the 
city.  He  admitted  that  there  wds  a  neces- 
sity for  some  strong  measure  to  preserve 
the  peace  of  the  county,  but  that  necessity 
did  not  extend  to  the  city.  If  there  had 
been  any  such,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  have  withheld  it. 

The  Solicitor  General  said,  he  agreed  with 
those  who  thought  that  it  was  impossible 
for  that  House  to  show  too  much  vigilance 
in  watching  the  exercise  of  the  powers 
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at  rest  by  tliis  Act,  wbicli  came  into  q)era- 
)tion  in  October  1831 ;  and  certainly  notlung 
bad  occurred  since  that  time  to  render  an 
alteration  of  the  law  necessary^  and  to  say 
that  landlords  should  no  longer  be  the  pro- 
prietors of  the  game  on  their  estates.  This 
Bill  would  work  a  gross  injustice  to  every 
landlord  in  the  country.  Many  landlords 
bad^  since  that  period,  let  portions  of  their 
estates  under  the  supposition  that  the  pre- 
sent law  would  continue — and  had  not 
reserved  the  game.  This  clause  would 
take  away  the  right  they  now  possessed,  and 
deprive  them  of  the  property  in  the  game, 
and  of  the  right  to  kill  it.  The  Bill,  as  it 
was,  was  founded  in  injustice,  and  he  cer- 
tainly should  divide  the  House  respecting 
it.  It  was  impossible  that  the  House  could 
consent  to  let  it  proceed  further,  merely  on 
an  understanding  that  one  ground  of  objec- 
tion to  it  should  be  removed  at  a  future 
stage.  Time  had  not  yet  been  allowed  to 
give  the  Game  Bill  a  fair  trial,  and  there- 
fore he  should  oppose  any  proposition  for 
altering  it  at  present. 

The  Solicitor  General  was  desirous  of 
saying  a  few  words  before  this  Bill  was 
read  a  second  time.  When  the  former 
Game  Bill  was  before  the  House,  he  had 
agreed  to  that  Amendment  of  the  Lords, 
which  it  was  the  object  of  the  present  Bill 
to  alter,  because  he  ifeared  that  that  measure 
would  be  lost  if  the  Amendment  was  not 
agreed  to.  His  noble  friend,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  had  said  at  the  time,  that 
be  lamented  the  introduction  of  the  clause; 
and  observed  that,  though  it  was  against 
'existing  rights  and  interests,  he  was  induced 
to  agree  in  these  amendments,  fearing  that 
otherwise  the  Bill  would  be  lost  for,  at 
least,  a  year.  At  that  time  he  observed 
that  he  trusted  that  the  wrong  done  would 
be  remedied  at  some  future  period.  But 
what  had  been  the  effect  of  this  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords  ?  A  Gentleman  holding 
an  estate  of  500  acres  as  tenant,  if  other, 
wise  qualified,  had  a  right  to  shoot  over  it, 
and  the  landlord  could  not  come  upon  it 
without  his  permission.  The  Araendment 
of  the  Lords  deprived  every  tenant  of  this 
privilege;  and,  not  only  the  landlord 
mi^ht  come  himself  and  shoot  the  game, 
which  was  fed  off  the  produce  of  the 
tenant's  farm,  but  he  might  send  other 
persons  to  kill  the  same  there,  and  then  he 
was  entitled  to  seal  il.  The  tenant  was 
altogether  excluded  from  killing  the  game. 
This  was  an  extreme  injustice,  and  neither 
more  nor  less  than  a  breach  of  all  then 
'existing  contracts  between  landlord  and 


tenant.  Acooidinff  to  his  (the  Solicitor 
General's)  notion  of  right  and  wrong,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Legislature  instantly  to 
amend  the  law  whieh  wrought  such  an  in- 
justice. The  objection  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Reading  was  not,  in  any  way  applicable ; 
for  this  Bill  proposed,  merely,  to  restore 
the  state  of  tilings  to  what  it  was  before 
the  Game  Bill  passed. 

Colonel  Wood  was  sorry  to  hear  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General,  and  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  be  led  away  by  his  remarks. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  admitted 
that,  formerly,  the  tenant,  if  not  otherwise 
qualified,  could  not  shoot  on  the  farm  he 
occupied.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, to  suit  his  present  purpose,  assumed 
the  case  where  a  tenant  was  qualified,  and 
was  in  the  possession  of  a  right  of  shooting, 
of  which  fie  was  deprived  by  the  Game 
BilL  Did  the  b(m«  and  learned  Gentleman 
believe  that  there  was  a  singjle  oecupier  of 
a  farm  in  England,  who,  bein^  in  that 
situation,  had  not  reserved  to  himself  the 
right  of  shooting  over  his  farm  by  a  dause 
in  the  lease  ?  It  was  certainly  possible  that 
there  might  be  isolated  cases  of  this  sort ; 
but,  certainly,  the  operation  of  the  Lords 
Amendment  on  the  Game  Bill  had  not 
been  so  extensive  in  its  operation  aa  to 
make  it  incumbent  on  the  House  to  alter 
one  of  the  most  important  provisions  in  that 
Act.  He  had  exerted  himself,  for  several 
years,  with  a  view  to  ameliorate  the  Game 
Laws,  and  to  put  tben\  on  a  less  olgec. 
tionable  footins  than  they  then  were ;  and 
he  could  not,  therefore,  be  supposed  to  be  a 
staunch  supporter  of  the  old  and  severe 
laws  formerly  in  force  with   respect  to 

fame.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
ad  spoken  of  landlords  depriving  tenants 
of  the  right  of  shooting,  by  means  of  the 
operation  of  this  Amendment;  but  he 
would  venture  to  sav,  that  there  were  but 
very  few  cases  in  wnich  this  had  occurred. 
He  was  satisfied  that  in  most  of  those  cases 
in  which  the  occupier  Was  qualified,  be 
specially  covensnted  for  the  right  of  shoot- 
ing over  the  farm  he  occupied ;  or  the  land- 
lord reserved  to  himself  in  the  same  way, 
by  express  provision,  the  right  In  the 
Committee  which  sat  up-stairs  on  the 
Game  Laws  seventeen  years  ago,  a  ques- 
tion had  arisen  in  whom  the  property  of 
game  on  a  farm  should  be  vested  ?  The 
present  Lord  Teynham,  the  late  Mr.  Cur- 
wen,  and  other  Gentlemen  who  were  not 
very  much  disposed  to  set  up  arbitrary 
views  of  the  Game  Laws,  in  other  respecti^ 
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Midially  in  the  Reiolutiona  that 
were  come  to  by  the  Committee.  In  the 
flnt  place,  it  wai  resolved  that  all  game 
should  be  the  property  of  the  person  on 
whose  land  it  was  found.  The  question 
then  arase^  whether  this  was  the  landlord 
or  tenant ;  and  the  Committee  determined 
that  the  property  was  in  the  landlord. 
TruOi  the  clause  which  it  was  now  pro- 
posed to  alter  was  not  in  the  Bill  when  it 
passed  through  that  House,  but  was  intro- 
duced in  the  House  of  Lords ;  but  then,  it 
should  be  recoUected,  that  this  Bill  passed 
in  a  Tery  hasty  manner  through  that  House; 
and  he  himself  had  been  rery  glad  that  the 
alteration  was  made  in  the  BiU  by  the  other 
House.  Parliament  was  justified  in  taking 
eredtt  to  itself  for  having  passed  the  mea- 
sure in  the  form  in  which  it  now  stood. 
He  was  aware  some  Gentlemen  were  of 
opiiiton,  that  all  Grame  Laws  were  bad,  and 
1m  would  not  then  stop  to  argue  with  them. 
It  should  be  leoolleoted,  however,  that  the 
Act  which  it  was  now  proposed  to  alter, 
greatly  araelioratei  the  former  law.  It 
allowed  game  to  be  sold— it  extended  the 
qualification  in  the  moat  extensive  manner, 
where,  formerly,  the  qualificaticm  was  most 
objectionable.  The  Lords  had  placed  the 
matter  on  the  right  footing ;  and  it  was 
inexpedient  and  unjust  to  alter  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Game  Act  It  had  been  said 
that  tenants  who  had  taken  leases  since  the 
Game  Act  passed  had  waived  their  rights ; 
but  tenants  could  not  waive  a  right  which 
landlords  never  granted  to  them.  An  as- 
sumption of  that  sort  seemed  the  oddest 
perversion  of  words  imaginable.  Until  the 
landlord  granted  away  his  property  by  a 
lease,  all  the  land,  trees,  and  game,  belonged 
to  him;  and  nothing  was  more  common 
than  for  the  landlord  to  reserve  particular 
rights  to  himself;  for  instance,  in  the  case 
aftrout-streams,  to  this  day — and  formerly, 
the  right  of  shooting.  It  might  be  said 
that  the  tenants  would  not  take  farms  if 
the  landlords  reserved  to  themselves  these 
rights.  He  could  only  say,  that  he  never 
knew  an  instance  in  which  there  was  such 
a  refusal.  The  landlord  had  ever  claimed, 
and  ever  exercised  the  right,  of  granting 
the  game  to  the  tenant,  or  any  other  person. 
He  hoped  that  this  Bill  would  be  rejected, 
and  that  the  country  would  be  allowed  to 
see  how  the  present  system  worked — which 
he  had  no  doubt  would  be  better  and  better 
every  year.  He  regretted  that  it  had  not 
put  an  end  to  poaching ;  but  he  was  sure 
that,  taking  it  altogether,  it  had  done  great 
good. 


Mr.  Horatio  Eofs  said,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Reading  had  not  proposed  an 
Amendment,  he  would  move,  that  this  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six  months. 
The  House  would  commit  an  act  of  great 
injustice^  if  it  were  to  assent  to  this  Bill ; 
the  object  of  which  was,  to  give  the  tenant 
the  right  to  kill  and  sell  the  game  on  all 
farms  where  the  right  had  not  been 
specially  reserved  by  the  landlord.  The 
ban.  Gentleman  below  him  had  said,  that 
the  Game  Bill  deprived  all  the  tenants  of  a 
right  which  they  previously  possessed ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Ross),  would  venture  to  observe, 
that  there  was  hardly  a  tenant  in  the 
country  who  was  deprived  of  his  right.  If 
every  tenant  in  the  country  were  allowed 
to  shoot,  the  end  would  be,  the  destruction 
of  all  the  game  in  the  country.  All  Gen- 
tlemen in  that  House  were  not  such  keen 
sportsmen  as  himself;  but  he  trusted  that 
the  majority  of  the  House  would  not  con- 
sent to  destroy  these  sports,  which  operated 
so  powerfully  in  inducing  gentlemen  to  re- 
side on  their  estates.  He  would  trouble 
the  House  with  only  one  other  observa- 
tion. It  was  said  to  be  unjust,  that  tenants 
should  not  have  the  right  to  kill  the  game 
which  was  fed  on  their  farms ;  but  it  must 
be  recollected  that  they  were  aware  that 
they- would  not  be  allowed  to  do  so,  when 
they  took  their  &rms.  If  they  were 
allowed  to  kill  the  game,  of  course  they 
would  have  given  more  for  their  farms  than 
they  actually  did  pay ;  and,  at  present,  it 
was  not  at  all  uncommon  for  gentlemen  to 
make -an  allowance  to  their  tenants,  in  cases 
where  it  appeared  that  the  game  had  been 
destroying  any  portion  of  the  crops.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not  consent, 
to  take  away  from  country  gentlemen  such 
a  powerful  inducement  as  they  now  had  to 
live  on  their  estates  in  the  country.  Tlie 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  Ifoffe  hoped  the  House  would  not 
come  to  a  decision  on  this  Bill,  with  the 
impression  that  the  state  of  the  law  was 
such  as  it  had  been  described  to  be  by  the 
opponents  of  this  Bill.  Both  the  hon. 
member  for  Reading,  and  the  hon.  member 
for  Montrose,,  were  completely  wrong  as  to 
the  law  on  this  subject.  It  had  been  said, 
that  there  were  very  few  cases  in  which 
tenants,  who  had,  at  any  time,  had  the 
right  of  shooting,  had  not  reserved  to  them, 
selves  this  right,  in  special  clauses  in  their 
leases.  He  was  able  to  state,  on  the  au- 
thority  of  a  most  eminent  conveyancer  and 
lawyer,  that  he  never  knew  a  case  in  which 
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a  lease  contained  a  reservation  of  game  for 
the  tenant  Indeed^  such  a  reservation 
would  have  been  afasord^  it  would  have 
been  as  extravagant  as  if  the  tenant  had 
stipulated  in  his  Jease  that  he  should  have 
the  use  of  the  rooms  in  his  farmJiouse. 
The  only  reservation,  in  reference  to  game, 
which  ever  appeared  in  a  lease  before  the 
passing  of  the  Game  Bill  was — a  reserva^ 
tion  of  it  for  the  landlord.  The  reason  of 
this  was,  that,  acoordinff  to  the  old  law,  if 
nothing  was  said  about  game,  it  belonged 
to  the  tenant ;  and,  therefore,  if  it  was 
agreed  that  the  landlord  was  to  have  the 
game,  it  must  be  specially  reserved.  If  it 
was  agreed  that  the  tenant  was  to  have  it, 
nothing  was  said  about  it.  The  clause, 
however,  in  the  Game  Bill  was  to  the 
effect,  that,  for  the  future,  all  the  same 
should  be  the  property  of  the  landlord. 
But  it  had  been  said,  that  an  unqualified 
person  could  not  shoot — ^that  most  tenants 
were  in  that  situation — and  that  there 
were  few  who  were  owners  of  property  to 
the  amount  of  100/.  a*year.  He  had 
reason  to  believe,  that  a  great  number  of 
tenants  had  been  deprived  St  the  right  they 
possessed,  by  the  operation  of  the  clause  of 
the  Game  Bill  which  it  was  now  proposed 
to  alter.  He  would  state  a  circumstance 
which  came  within  his  own  knowledge,  in 
which  this  clause  operated  in  a  most  in. 
jurious  manner.  A  friend  of  his,  who  was 
a  large  landed  proprietor,  hired  a  farm  of 
1,200  acres  of  land,  and  as  the  landlord  did 
not  reserve  the  right  of  shooting  to  him- 
self, of  course  it  rested  with  £e  tenant. 
This  Gentleman  was,  unfortunately,  not 
on  good  terms  with  his  landlord,  and,  there- 
.fore,  since  the  passing  of  the  Game  Bill,  in 
consequence  of  the  insertion  of  the  clause 
giving  all  game  to  the  landlord,  he  had  not 
lelt  mmself  justified  in  killing  a  head  of 
game  on  his  farm.  He  did  not  know  that 
the  landlord  had  interdicted  him  from-doing 
so ;  but  the  tenant,  who  was  a  gentleman 
of  high  feelings,  said  that  he  did  not  con- 
sider himself  to  be  in  a  situation  to  do  so. 
There  was  another  case,  in  which  the 
clause  he  alluded  to  might  have  had  a  most 
injurious  operation.  A  friend  of  his  at  the 
bar,  had  assured  him,  that  it  came  before 
him  in  his  professional  character,  in  which 
character,  mdeed,  he  was  called  upon  to 
•give  an  opinion  on  it.  The  facts  of  that 
case  were  these  t^-'-A  gentleman  hired  a 
manor  of  1,500  acres  of  moor  land,  in  the 
jiorth  of  England,  for  three  lives,  for  the 
sole  and  express  purpose  of  grouse^hooting, 
at  a  rent  of  SOO/.  a-year.    Last  year  the 


owner  of  the  property  died;  and  imme. 
diately  after,  the  new  landlmd  warned  off 
the  tenant  from  sporting  on  the  manor, 
and  himself  and  mends  sported  on  it ;  at 
the  same  time,  too,  he  demanded  the  200^ 
a-year,  which  was  only  given  on  the  condi- 
tion that  the  tenant  should  have  the  rig|ht 
of  shooting.  Fortunately,  his  legal  friend 
had  been  enabled,  from  the  mode  in  which 
the  agreement  had  been  drawn  up,  to  pre- 
vent the  infliction  of  a  most  shameful  piece 
of  injustice  in  this  case.  These  cases,  how- 
ever, seemed  to  him  sufficient  to  show  that 
the  clause,  which  was  introduced  as  an 
Amendment  into  the  Game  Bill,  was  at- 
tended with  great  injustice  in  its  operatiott. 
It  had  been  said,  that  this  Bill  was  founded 
in  injustice,  as  its  tendency  was  to  deprive 
the  landlords  of  their  game.  If  this  were 
really  the  case,  there  nught  be  some  ground 
of  complaint ;  but  the  truth  was,  that  it 
was  only  to  remedy  a  piece  of  injusttoe,  by 
which  the  same  was  transferred  from  the 
tenant  to  the  landlord. 

Mr.  LanA  was  awirite  that  the  House 
was  impatient  to  come  to  a  decision  on  this 
Bill.  He  would,  therefore,  take  up  but  a 
very  few  minutes  in  the  observations  whidi 
he  felt  called  upon  to  make.  Whien  the 
Game  Bill  had  passed  through  that  House, 
and  received  the  sanction  of  the  other 
branches  of  the  Leg^skture,  he  had  not 
anticipated  that,  in  the  short  sp%ce  of  a 
year  and  a-half,  they  should  have  been 
called  upon  to  make  an  important  alteration 
in  it  He  was  not  disposed  to  assent  to 
this  proposition,  because  this  Bill  would,  in 
its  operation,  be  attended  with  much  injus- 
tice to  the  landlords.  The  hon.  member 
for  Maldon  had  stated  two  or  three  cases  in 
which  he  said  that  the  clause  in  the  Game 
Bill,  which  he  desired  to  alter,  had  been 
productive  of  hardship  to  tenants.  He 
(Mr.  Lamb)  did  not  take  the  same  view  of 
those  cases  as  the  hon.  Member  did ;  and 
did  not  consider  them  of  such  a  nature 
as  to  render  it  incumbent  on  the  House  to 
alter  the  Game  BilL  His  hon.  and  learned 
friend,  the  Solicitor  General,  had  also  ex- 
pressed himself  warmly  in  fSeivour  of  the 
measure  now  before  the  House.  If  he  and 
other  lawyers  would  pass  a  little  more  time 
in  the  fields — ^in  the  country— in  sporting— 
they  wonld  not  be  so  indififerent  as  they  ap. 
peered  to  be  to  fidd  sports,  and  so  dearoua 
of  interfering  with  these  pursuits  of  coun- 
try gentlemen.  It  must  be  recollected  that 
formerly  very  few  tenants  were  qualified 
so  as  to  entitle  them  to  sport ;  so  that  the 
clause  in  the  Game  Bill  could  not  have 
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been  extensive  in  its  operatioii*  ThatBill^ 
also,  licensed  or  qualified  a  most  numerous 
class  of  persons  to  sporty  wlio  could  not  for- 
merly do  so;  so  that  the  operation  of  a 
measure  like  the  present  would  certainly 
tend  to  the  destruction  of  all  the  game  in 
the  country.  Again,  hon.  Gentlemen 
should  remember  that  the  Game  Bill  con- 
stituted a  new  spedes  of  property,  which 
was  very  properly  vested  m  the  owners  of 
the  soiL  It  constituted  a  property  which 
did  not  formerly  exist,  inasmuch  as  it 
allowed  game  to  be  bought  and  sold.  If 
the  landlords  had  been  aware  that  a  mea- 
sure like  this  was  likely .  to  receive  the 
sanction  of  the  Legislature,  they  would  not 
have  granted,  a  single  lease  without  reserv- 
ing to  themselves  the  right  of  killing  game. 
As  it  was,  he  did  not  believe  that,  in  a 
single  instance,  such  reservation  had  taken 
place;  and,  therefore,  it  would  be  an  act  of 
i^ustice  to  them  to  pass  this  measure. 
He  did  not  dispute  the  correctness  of  the 
law  as  laid  down  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend;  but  he  was  sure  that  he  was  wrong 
as  to  the  practice. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Amendment. 
Ayes  43;  Noes  29:   Majority  14. 

Bill  postponed  for  six  months. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Barnaxd,  E.  G. 
Blamire,  W.  E. 
Brougham,  W. 
Clay,  W. 
Childeni,  J.  W. 
Duncannon,  Viic. 
£wart,W. 
HaweSy  B. 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Heathcote,  J. 
Hughes,  Alderman  H. 
Jervis,  J. 

Moreton,  Hn.  A.  H. 
O'Dwycr,  A.C. 
Fease,  J, 


Phillips,  M. 
Ricardo,  D. 
Rolfe,  R.  M. 
Rotcb,  B. 
Romiily,  J. 
RathVen,  £.  S. 
Rnthven,  E. 
Stratt,  £. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Warburton,  H. 
Wasco,  R. 
Young,  G.  F. 

TELLERS. 

Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Leonard,  T.  B. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Thursday,  April  18,  1833. 

llurvna.]  BiOi.  Read  •  lecoiid  tfanez-^^eaman'f  Hos- 
pital Sodetys  Indflaiiifty^— Rttd  «  thlfd  time  »— Marine 

.  Mutiay.  Cmniiiltlpil  c  Privy  CouneU}  AppelliteJuri*- 
diotloa. 

ntitlolM  pniented.  By  Lord  SvTriELb,  ftom  fbrty-dght 
Plaeef ;  by  the  Duke  of  RjcmioirD,  by  the  Earl  of  If  oa- 
hmt,  the  Earl  of  Raonoii,  and  the  Earl  of  AumrAUA, 
by  Lord  Dackb,  and  by  Lord  Babsam,  ftom  a  great  Num- 
ber  of  naeea,— Ibr  the  Abolltkm  of  Slavery. — ^By  the 
Karl  of  RoBBnaET,  ftom  several  Placet,  against  the  exist- 

.  lag  System  of  Chuieh  Pattomq^e  in  Scotland.— By  the 
Bishops  of  GLOUcnann  and  Llardavv,  Earl  Howi,  and 
aNcwrji  LoRO,  tnm  several  Plaoes,— Ibr  a  Better  Observ- 
iHNt  5iC  (be  Sibbith.w^y  ths  Snl  gf  •  Wicslow,  ftom 


three  Places,  against  die  Irish  Church  Refbrm.— By  Lord 
GnANTBAM,  from  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  the 
County  of  Bedford,  against  the  Beer  BilL— By  Loid 
Dacrs,  from  the  Independent  Dissenters  of  Wetherfield, 
for  a  Removal  of  all  Civil  Disabilities  aflfeeting  the  Dis- 
senters; and  from  Hoddesdon,  for  a  Revision  of  Che 
OinioalLaws. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Thursday,  April  18,  1833. 

MzNOTsa.]  Papers  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Sir  RonaT 
Inous,  Account  of  the  Shipping  employed  in  the  Trade 
of  the  United  Kingdom  in  the  year  1838:  also  Copies  of 
the  Notices  deiivered  to  the  Clerics  of  the  Peace  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  by  Jesuits  and  If  embers  of  other 
Religious  Orders,  pursuant  to  Act  of  Parliament 

Bin.    Read  a  first  time :— Bribeiy  at  Elections. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Sir  O.  Phiiaips.  by  Colond  Goas 
Lanotoh,  by  Mr.  Baiscos,  Mr.  Psass,  Mr.  Pktkb, 
Mr.  NicHOLL,  Mr.  JsaNiNGRAJi,  Mr.  Habdt,  Mr. 
PAOirr,  Mr.  Drvarr,  Mr.  Tooks,  Mr.  PmrLiASB,  Mr. 
LooBa  Mr.  RiOBT  WAfloir,  Mr.  PamaLB,  Mr.  Gonaoa, 
Mr.  Hooona,  Mr.  Folbt,  Mr.  Stavslby,  Mr.  Pouuraa, 
Mr.  Halx,  Mr.  Cutlar  FBaouasoB,  Mr.  Warbb,  Mr. 
Wbvland,  and  Sir  John  Astlbt,  ftom  a  great  Number 
of  Plaocs«— against  Slavery.^By  Sir  Robbbt  Simbob, 
by  Lord  Sakoob,  and  by  Mr.  Priholb,  Mr.  Halpobo, 
and  by  Mr.  Wzlson  Pattbb,  from  several  Places, — for 
the  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath.— By  Mr.  Wabham 
WmnBAjf,  ftom  the  Cleigy  of  Sarum,  agataist  the 
Churdi  of  Irdand  BUL— By  Mr.  Childbbb,  from  Cam- 
bridge (County)  and  the  Isle  of  Elly;  by  Lord  Eabtnor, 
ftom  Reigatet  and  by  Cokmel  Giuirr,  ftom  the  County  of 
Elgin,  for  a  Repeal  ofthe  Malt  Duty.->By  Mr.  BaoTMaa- 
Toir,  ftom  Salford,  fur  adjourning  the  Assises  ftom  Lan- 
caster to  Mandiester  and  Liverpool. — By  Mr.  Tookb, 
ftom  Truro,  ibr  tiie  Removal  of  the  Sprhig  Asdaes  ftom 
Launoesfeon  to  Tnira — By  Mr.  Pbimolb,  ftom  ScUdik, 
and  Mr.  WBTiiAHn,  ftom  Charlbury,  in  favour  of  tiie 
Factories*  Regulation  BUL— By  Mr.  Pbasb,  ftom  the 
Congr^Btion  of  Bethd  Chapel,  Darlington,  ^  redress  of 
the  Grievances  allbeting  the  Diawnten  in  rdatlon  to 
Marriages,  Parodibl  Rates,  and  Registration. — ^By  Mr. 
COTLAB  Fbbgusson,  and  by  Colonel  Gbant,  ftom  two 
naoes  in  Seotlaad,'-far  an  Alteration  in  the  System  of 
Lay  Patronage  in  Scotland.— By  Mr.  HAi.roaD,  fttan 
Countesthorpe  (Leicestenhire)  complaining  of  Excessive 
Poor  Rates,  and  praying  for  an  Equalisation  of  them  all 
over  tiie  kingdom. — By  Mr.  Rosbuck,  from  Bath,  for  the 
AboUtion  of  the  Punishment  of  Deatik  for  Ofltaecs 
against  Property  { riso  for  Vote  by  Ballot. 

Observance  of  the  Sabbath.] 
Major  Beauclerk  presented  a  petition  from 
the  inhabitants  of  Wandsworth,  in  the 
county  of  Snrrey,  praying  the  House  not 
to  permit  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
introduced  for  the  better  Observance  of 
the  Sabbath.  The  petitioners  gaive,  as 
their  opinioui  that  the  Observance  of  the 
Sabbath  was  better  kept  now  than  in* 
former  years ;  and  that  any  further  enact- 
ments would  only  go  to  create  dissatisfac- 
tion and  schism.  The  hon.  Member  bore 
testimony  io  the  respectability  of  the  pe- 
titioners, who,  he  stated,  comprised  above 
200  of  the  oldest  inhabitants  of  Wands- 
worth. If  he  thought  for  a  moment  that 
fine  and  imprisonment  could  tend  to  the 
propagation  and  support  of  the  Christian 
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religtOD,  he  would  wilHngly  vote  for  the 
present  Bill;  but,  conscientiously  believ- 
ing the  contrary,  he  could  not  support  it 
in  any  of  its  Clauses. 

Mr.  Briscoe  felt  the  greatest  pleasure 
in  bearing  testimony  to  the  respectability 
of  the  petitioners,  but  he  thought  it  right 
to  state,  that  he  could  not  concur  alto- 
gether in  the  prayer  of  the  petition,  that 
no  legislative  enactment  whatever  should 
take  place  on  the  Subject.  He  had  al- 
ready presented  a  great  many  petitions 
from  different  parts  of  the  country  to  the 
House,  and  they  all  prayed  that  some 
law  might  be  introduced  for  the  better 
Observance  of  the  Sabbath-day.  He  could 
not,  certainly,  give  his  consent  to  the  Bill 
as  at  present  introduced;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  was  very  necessary  that  some 
legislative  enactment  should  take  place ; 
and  he  believed  all  parties  agreed  that  it 
should  go  to  the  extent  of  the  entire  sup- 
pression of  Sunday  trading  [**  Hear, 
hear!  '*].  He  was  very  glad  to  hear 
those  cheers,  for  it  convinced  him  that 
there  were  Members  of  that  House  of  the 
same  opinion.  The  measure  was  called 
for  by  the  industrious  classes  of  the  coun- 
try, to  enable  them  to  enjoy  a  day  of 
rest  free  from  the  ordinary  demands 
made  upon  them  during  the  other  days  of 
the  week.  To  that  extent  he  would  give 
his  support  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. Whether  the  Bill  after  the  second 
reading  would  undergo  such  an  alteration 
or  not  as  would  make  it  palatable  to  the 
country^  he  could  not  say,  but  he  should 
be  very  sorry  if  no  Bill  whatever  were 
carried  through  ;  and  he  was  quite  isure 
that  in  saying  so,  he  expressed  the  opinion 
of  the  whole  of  the  moral,  enlightened, 
tind  religious  people  of  the  kingdom. 

Major  Beauclerk  wished  to  set  his 
bon.  colleague  right  as  to  the  prayer  of 
the  petition.  It  did  not  pray  that  no  law 
whatever  might  be  passed  on  the  subject, 
but  that  DO  measure  which  might  tend 
to  restrict  the  innocent  amusements  of  the 
people  might  be  passed.  The  hon.  Ba- 
rooet's  Bill  went  to  shut  the  gates  of  the 
Park,  which  he  quite  objected  to,  though 
he  had  no  objection  to  any  measure  which 
merely  had  for  its  object  the  prevention  of 
Sunday  tradmg. 

Mr.  Raebuek  was  glad  to  hear  the  ob* 
servations  of  the  hon.  member  for  Surrey 
regarding  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
for  he  believed  that  many  of  the  Members 
gf  Chat  House  liad  yet  to  leani  the  real 


purport  of  the  Bill.  The  hoo:  GeBtlemtti 
had  said,  that  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  chiefly  to  protect  the  poor 
man  in  the  enjoyment  of  a  day  of  rest. 
Now,  he  could  assure  the  House  that 
every  one  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
had  a  directly  contrary  tendency;  for  it 
would  compel  the  poor  man's  wiie  to  co<A 
his  Sunday's  dinner  at  home,  instead  of 
being  able  to  have  it  done  at  the  baker^s. 
He  was  in  fevour  of  some  alteration  in  the 
state  of  the  law  as  it  regarded  the  Sab* 
bath,  provided  that  legislation  could  im- 
prove the  monditv  of  the  people,  without 
interfering  with  their  innocent  recreations. 
He  wished,  and  the  people  wished,  fbr 
such  a  Bill  as  would  prevent  trading,  so 
that  they  might  be  relieved  of  the  toil  and 
labour  of  the  week,  without  sufiering  loss. 
He  did  not  mean  to  speak  of  the  motives 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  who  brought  in  the 
Bill ;  but  he  could  not  help  saying,  what- 
ever were  the  motives  which  he  cherished, 
this  Bill  seemed  to  have  the  intention, 
and  would  have  the  effect,  of  preventing 
the  people  from  enjoying  themselves 
quietly,  peaceably,  innocently,  and  calmly 
on  the  Sabbath  day.  The  steam-boats 
were  not  to  be  allowed  to  go  down  the 
river,  and  everything  was  to  be  done  to 
confine  within  the  unwholesome  purlieus 
and  dense  houses  of  this  metropolis  those 
industrious  artizans,  who,'  confined  closely 
to  their  workshops  all  the  week,  had  an 
opportunity  only  one  day  out  of  seren 
to  enjoy  the  nresh  and  healthful  air 
of  the  surrounding  country.  His  great 
objection  to  this  Sill  was  its  iiiequality. 
llie  poor  man  would  be  prevented  from 
riding  on  horseback,  because  he  had  to 
hire  the  horse ;  but  the  rich  man  keeping 
a  horse  of  his  chvn  would  be  permitted  to 
ride  or  drive  when  and  where  he  pleased. 
If  the  Bin  were  passed,  he  would  mov# 
a  clause,  that  if  a  gentleman's  carriage 
or  servant  were  seen  in  the  streets  on  the 
Sunday,  the  master  should  be  fined  50/. 
He  would  also  move  that  Hyde  Park 
should  be  shut  up,  and  not  a  single  beau 
or  belle  should  be  seen  there ;  so  that  the 
whole  metropolis  shoald  be  converted  into 
one  solemn  scene  of  unmitigated  gloom  and 
fanaticism. 

The  petition  laid  on  tiie  Table. 

Bebe  Shops.]  Mr.  Roehmih  preaentsd 
a  petition  from  nearly  4,000  in  Merthyr 
Tydvil,  in  fkvour  of  the  Beer  Shops. 
This  petition  was  a  very  mjpiar 
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ftlvoit  etery  person  who  had  •ip^ned  it, 
bad  sigoed  it  by  affiiiag  not  their  names 
but  their  marks;  they  couid  not  write, 
therefore  it  was^  in  every  respect,  to  be 
considered  the  petition  of  the  poor  man, 
and  entided  on  this  subject  to  great  atten- 
tioo.  The  petitioners  denied  that  the 
increase  of  crime  was  in  any  degree  owing 
to  the  Beer  Shops;  and  he  was  de- 
cidedly of  opinion,  not  only  that  that 
statement  was  correct,  but  that  there  was 
no  increase  of  crime.  Proof  of  increase 
of  crime  did  not  depend  on  the  number  of 
committals,  or  even  on  the  number  of  con- 
victions; but  on  the  state,  habits,  and 
maoneri  of  the  people.  The  state  of  the 
people  bad  been  improving  for  the  last 
thirty  years — the  mode  of  spending  their 
lives  aad  their  earnings  had  been  regularly 
improviiig.  Mr.  Place,  of  Chariog-cross, 
who  was  originally  in  humble  circumstan- 
ces, 'and  was  peculiarly  well  able  to  form 
an  opinion  on  this  subject,  had  told  him 
lately,  that  forty  years  ago,  in  the  alleys 
and  courts  of  the  neighbourhood  in  which 
he  lived,  almost  every  woman  was  a  pros- 
titute, and  almost  every  man  a  thief 
[**  laughter*^,  Hon.  Gentlemen  might 
laugh,  though  the  subject  when  properly 
considered,  was  far  from  being  a  laughable 
one  a  at  present  that  very  neighbourhood 
was  occupied  by  exceedingly  respectable 
and  industrious  persons ;  and  it  had  been 
proved  that  a  similar  change  had  taken 
place  in  many  other  parts  of  London. 
He  had  other  petitions  to  present,  and 
those  petitions  were  from  persons  in  pri- 
son praying  for  relief,  but  as  none  of  his 
Mfi()esty's  Ministers  were  in  their  places, 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  present  them. 
He  thought  it  a  serious  cause  of  com- 
plaiot  that  the  petitions  of  the  people 
were  not  listened  to  by  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters. When  it  was  first  proposed  that 
the  sittings  should  be  at  twelve  o'clock, 
it  was  distinctly  stated,  that  there  would 
always  be  at  least  one  Minister  present, 
.  but  tfaat  bad  not  been  attended  to.  If 
the  newspaper  reporters  were  not  pre- 
sent, neither  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
nor  the  public  would  know  anything 
about  the  presentations  of  petitions  in  that 
House,  which  had  become  a  mere  farce. 
There  were  none  of  the  Ministers  present 
and  the  batches  were  nearly  empty. 

Mr.  Parrot  said,  that  he  was  happy  to 
see  one  petition  on  the  subject  of  the  beer 
shops  which  contained  common  sense.    It 

api^e^ed  tQ  biui  that mottof  the  petitions 


which  had  been  presented  to  the  House 
proceeded  from  persons  who  had  not  duly 
considered  what  would  be  the  effect  if  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act  were  repealed.  By  that 
Act,  which  had  been  so  much  abused,  he 
thought  most  absurdly  and  unjustly,  the 
poor  man  could  now  buy  his  pot  of  beer 
for  4d,  instead  of  7ef.,  which  he  had  paid 
during  the  reign  of  monopoly.  The  con- 
sumption of  malt  since  the  passing  of  that 
Bill  had  increased  nearly  one  .third ;  and 
the  additional  demand  for  barley  arising 
from  that  increased  consumption  of  malt 
was  of  vast  importance  to  the  agriculturist. 
For  his  part,  he  trusted,  that  the  House 
would  not  concur  in  any  measure  which 
would  interfere  with  the  most  perfect 
freedom  of  trade  in  beer.  If  any  well-con- 
sidered regulations  for  maintaining  order 
in  the  beer-houses  should  be  found  neces- 
sary, to  them  he  should  make  no  objection ; 
but  he  must  protest  in  the  name  of  com- 
mon sense  against  placing  it  in  the  power 
of  any  set  of  men  whatever  to  grant  or 
withhold  a  license  for  the  sale  of  beer,  as 
it  would  lead  to  great  abuses,  and  be,  in 
his  opinion,  exceedingly  injurious  to  the 
community.  ^ 

Sir  George  Phillips  said,  he  did  not 
want  the  beer-shops  to  be  shut  up,  but 
only  that  persons  should  be  confined  to 
the  purchase  of  the  beer  simply  from  the 
shops,  and  to  carry  it  home,  there  to  be 
drank. 

Mr.  Hardy  believed,  that  every  Grand 
Juror  throughout  the  country,  was  pre- 
pared to  come  forward  to  declare,  that  the 
beer  shops  were  the  most  complete 
nuisances  that  could  possibly  exist.  Men 
met  there,  not  to  obtain  refreshment,  but 
to  concert  schemes  of  plunder.  They  were 
nurseries  of  crime.  Public  houses  afforded 
accommodation  to  travellers,  beer  shops 
could  only  encourage  tippling.  It  was, 
supposed  when  the  saleof  Beer  Act  passed^ 
that  men  would  buy  their  beer  as  they  did 
their  bread  and  meat,  and  take  it  home 
and  consume  it,  instead  of  which  they 
went  to  these  beer-shops  to  carouse  and 
commit  all  kinds  of  excesses. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

The  Marquess  of  Chandos  rose  to  submit 
a  Motion  to  the  House  with  reference  to 
the  beer-shops,  which,  he  said,  had  given 
rise  to  an  alarming  extent  of  crime  and 
pauperism.  It  was  not  his  wish  to  abolish 
them,  but  he  wished  them  to  be  better  con- 
ducted. At  present  they  were  receptacles 
for  every  thing  bad.    He  attributed  « 
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great  deal  of  the  agrarian  disturbances  of 
last  year  to  the  assemblings  in  these  shops, 
of  which  there  were  no  less  than  26,000 
in  the  country.  He  did  not,  however, 
desire  to  put  these  Houses  down  altogether, 
but  to  put  them  under  the  same  regula- 
tions as  the  public  houses,  taking  care 
that  the  owners  of  them  should  be  known 
as  respectable  persons,  which  was  very  far 
from  the  case  in  a  great  many  instances  at 
present.  In  fact,  many  of  these  houses 
belonged  to  brewers  who  put  into  them 
the  poorest  and  most  dependent  men;  and 
when  it  was  considered  that  these  houses 
were  scattered  through  the  country,  and 
that  many  of  them  were  in  remote  situa- 
tions, it  could  excite  no  surprise  that  they 
were  the  haunt  of  the  smuggler  and  the 
thief.  At  least  every  person  who  kept 
such  a  house  should  be  a  rated  inhabitant. 
He  would  not,  however,  go  further  into 
the  subject,  as  he  understood  that  his  Mo- 
tion was  not  to  be  opposed,  but  would 
content  himself,  by  moving,  "  that  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
state  and  management  of  houses  in  which 
beer  is  sold  by  retail,  under  the  Act  of  1 
Will.  4. 'Cap.  64,  commonly  called  'Beer 
shops,'  with  a  view  to  making  such  alter- 
ations in  the  law  as  may  lead  to  their 
better  regulation ;  and  to  report  their  ob- 
servations, together  with  their  opinion 
thereon." 

Colonel  Williams  seconded  the  Motion. 
He  conceived  the  beer-shops  to  be  fraught 
with  unqualified  abuses.  They  had  added 
,  to  the  amount  of  pauperism  in  the  country. 
The  remedy  for  all  these  abuses  was  to 
revert  to  the  original  intention,  and  compel 
those  who  were  allowed  to  sell  beer,  not  to 
allow  it  to  be  drunk  on  the  premises. 

Lord  Althorp  considered  the  inquiry 
desirable,  and  he  would  strongly  support 
the  appointment  of  the  proposed  Commit- 
tee, though  he  did  not  go  the  length  to 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Ashton 
(Colonel  Williams),  was  disposed  to  go. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  the 
original  intention  of  the  Legislature  was, 
that  beer  should  not  be  suffered  to  be 
drunk  upon  the  premises.  Now,  that  was 
a  question  of  regulation ;  and  he  need 
hardly  remind  the  House  that  a  great  deal 
of  vexation  arose  from  the  manner  in 
which  informations  could  be  laid  under 
such  an  Act.  For  instance,  a  man  would 
purchase  beer  at  one  of  these  shops,  and 
drink  it  with'  one  foot  inside  the  door  and 
the  other  outside,  and  then  he  i?ould  lay 


an  information  against  the  proprietor  of 
the  House,  on  the  ground  of  having  been 
allowed  to  drink  beer  upon  the  premises. 
The  only  effect  of  the  regulation  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  would  be,  that  in- 
stead of  the  l)eer  being  drunk  on  the 
premises,  it  would  be  drunk  on  some 
adjacent  spot,  where  more  irregularity  and 
greater  disorder  would  take  place.  These 
beer-shops  should  be  placed  under  the 
same  regulations,  and  have  the  same  re» 
striction  imposed  upon  them,  as  the  ordi- 
nary ale-houses.  It  seemed  to  him  rather 
a  singular  anomaly  that  ale-houses-— the 
proprietors  of  which  were  subjected  to  a 
strict  investigation  into  their  characters 
before  a  license  was  granted  to  them — 
should  be  placed  under  greater  restriction 
than  beer-houses,  the  proprietors  of  which 
were  subject  to  no  such  inquiry.  These 
beer-shops  ought  certainly  to  be  put  under 
as  strict  police  regulations  as  the  other 
public  houses,  and  the  owners'  respect- 
ability ought  to  be  established.  He  was 
inclined  to  think,  that  the  Committee 
might  suggest  many  useful  regulations; 
and  he  therefore  should  make  no  objection 
to  the  Motion. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  that  the  Magistrates 
ought  to  have  quite  as  much  authority  with 
respect  to  these  beer  houses  as  to  public 
houses.  If  Ministers,  however,  wanted  the 
people  to  get  good  beer,  the  best  thing  they 
could  do  would  be  to  take  off  a  considera- 
ble portion  of  the  Malt-duties,  and  im- 
pose a  small  duty  on  Beer,  by  which 
means  both  they  and  the  people  wouU  be 
satisfied. 

Mr.  Warhurton  thought,  that  whSe 
these  beer-shops  were  put,  as  proposed, 
under  the  same  police  surveiUance  as  the 
public-houses,  they  ought,  at  the  same 
time,  to  enjoy  similar  advantages,  more 
particularly  with  reference  to  the  hours  of 
keeping  open,  which  were  at  present  very 
unequal.  He  had  read  one  petitbn  of  a 
case  where  a  beer-shop-keeper  was  fined 
for  allowing  his  son  to  drinka  mugof  beer 
in  his  house  after  the  hour  at  which  he 
was  required  to  close  his  shop ;  and  the 
Magistrate  even  declared  that  he  wonld 
have  fined  the  landlord  himself  if  he  had 
done  what  he  allowed  his  son  to  do.  This 
was  a  most  extraordinary  state  of  things, 
that  a  man  must  not  dnnk  his  own  beer 
after  a  certain  hour.  As  to  putting  these 
beer  shops  under  proper  regulations,  he 
concurred  in  its  necessity.  He  only  de« 
sired  that  they  should  have  fair  play* 
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ftlmoil  erery  persoo  who  had  uga^  it, 
bad  atgiied  it  by  affixing  not  their  names 
but  th«ir  marks;  they  could  act  write, 
therefore  it  was^  in  e? ery  respect,  to  be 
considered  the  petition  of  the  poor  man, 
and  entitled  on  this  subject  to  great  atten- 
tion. The  petitioners  denied  thai  the 
increase  of  crime  was  in  any  degree  owing 
to  the  Beer  Shops;  and  he  was  de- 
cidedly of  opinion,  not  only  that  that 
statement  was  correct,  but  that  there  was 
no  increase  of  crime.  Proof  of  increase 
of  crime  did  not  depend  on  the  number  of 
committals,  or  even  on  the  number  of  con- 
victions; but  on  the  state,  habits,  and 
manneri  of  the  people.  The  state  of  the 
people  bad  been  improving  for  the  last 
thirty  years — the  mode  of  spending  their 
lives  and  their  earnings  had  been  regularly 
improviqg,  Mr.  Place,  of  Charing-cross, 
who  was  originally  in  humble  circumstan- 
ces, "and  was  peculiarly  well  able  to  form 
an  opinion  on  this  subject,  had  told  him 
lately,  that  forty  years  ago,  in  the  alleys 
and  courts  of  the  neighbourhood  in  which 
he  lived,  almost  every  woman  was  a  pros- 
titute, and  almost  every  man  a  thief 
[*'  laughter*^.  Hon.  Gentlemen  might 
laugh,  though  the  subject  when  properly 
considered,  was  far  from  being  a  laughable 
one ;  at  present  that  very  neighbourhood 
was  occupied  by  exceedingly  respectable 
and  industrious  persons ;  and  it  had  been 
proved  that  a  similar  change  had  taken 
place  in  many  other  parts  of  London* 
He  had  other  petitions  to  present,  and 
those  petitions  were  from  persons  in  pri- 
son praying  for  relief,  but  as  none  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  were  in  their  places, 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  present  them. 
He  thought  it  a  serious  cause  of  com- 
plaint that  the  petitions  of  the  people 
were  not  listened  to  by  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters. When  it  was  first  proposed  that 
the  sittings  should  be  at  twelve  o'clock, 
it  was  distinctly  stated,  that  there  would 
always  be  at  least  one  Minister  present, 
but  diat  had  not  been  attended  to.  If 
the  newspaper  reporten  were  not  pre- 
sent, neither  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
nor  the  public  would  know  anything 
about  the  presentations  of  petitions  in  that 
House,  which  had  become  a  mere  farce. 
There  were  none  of  the  Ministers  present 
and  the  t>^iches  were  nearly  empty, 

Mr.  Parrot  said,  that  he  was  happy  to 
see  one  petition  on  the  subject  of  the  beer 
shops  which  contained  common  sense.    ]  t 
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which  had  been  presented  to  the  House 
proceeded  from  persons  who  had  not  duly 
considered  what  would  be  the  effect  if  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act  were  repealed.  By  that 
Act,  which  had  been  so  much  abused,  he 
thought  most  absurdly  and  unjustly,  the 
poor  man  could  now  buy  his  pot  of  beer 
for  4d.  instead  of  7ef.,  which  he  had  paid 
during  the  reign  of  monopoly.  The  con- 
sumption of  malt  since  the  passing  of  that 
Bill  had  increased  nearly  one  third;  and 
the  additional  demand  for  barley  arising 
from  that  increased  consumption  of  malt 
was  of  vast  importance  to  the  agriculturist. 
For  his  part,  he  trusted,  that  the  House 
would  not  concur  in  any  measure  which 
would  interfere  with  the  most  perfect 
freedom  of  trade  in  beer.  If  any  well-con- 
sidered regulations  for  maintaining  order 
in  the  beer-houses  should  be  found  neces- 
sary, to  them  he  should  make  no  objection ; 
but  he  must  protest  in  the  name  of  com- 
mon sense  against  placing  it  in  the  power 
of  any  set  of  men  whatever  to  grant  or 
withhold  a  license  for  the  sale  of  beer,  as 
it  would  lead  to  great  abuses,  and  be,  in 
his  opinion,  exceedingly  injurious  to  the 
community.  ^ 

Sir  Oeorge  Phillips  said,  he  did  not 
want  the  beer-shops  to  be  shut  up,  but 
only  that  persons  should  be  confined  to 
the  purchase  of  the  beer  simply  from  the 
shops,  and  to  carry  it  home,  tliere  to  be 
drank, 

Mr.  Hardy  believed,  that  every  Grand 
Juror  throughout  the  country,  was  pre- 
pared to  come  forward  to  declare,  that  the 
beer  shops  were  the  most  complete 
nuisances  that  could  possibly  exist.  Men 
met  there,  not  to  obtain  refreshment,  but 
to  concert  schemes  of  plunder.  They  were 
nurseries  of  crime.  Public  houses  afforded 
accommodation  to  travellers,  beer  shops 
could  only  encourage  tippling.  It  was, 
supposed  when  the  saleofBeer  Act  passed, 
that  men  would  buy  their  beer  as  they  did 
their  bread  and  meat,  and  take  it  home 
and  consume  it,  instead  of  which  they 
went  to  these  beer-shops  to  carouse  and 
commit  all  kinds  of  excesses. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

The  Marquess  of  Chandos  rose  to  submit 
a  Motion  to  the  House  with  reference  to 
the  beer-shops,  which,  he  said,  had  given 
rise  to  an  alarming  extent  of  crime  and 
pauperism.  It  was  not  his  wish  to  abolish 
them,  but  he  wished  them  to  be  better  con- 
ducted. At  present  they  were  receptacles 
for  every  thing  bad.    He  attributed  « 
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hisi  to  coatend  that,  in  ths  country  sphere 
the  Church  was  very  differently  situated 
with  regard  to  the  opinions  of  the  people 
from  tlie  Church  of  Ireland^  three  buni- 
dred  pounds  per  annum  was  not  too 
high  an  income  for  a  resident  work- 
ing clergyman  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. In  the  present  state  of  this  coun- 
try,  they  would  all  agree  with  him  he  be- 
lieved, that  the  residence  of  a  clergyman 
was  required  in  each  parish.  Indeed, 
there  was  no  man  who  knew  anything 
of  the  advantages  of  a  resident  clergyman 
to  all  classes,  whether  considered  in  a 
religious,  a  moral,  or  a  political  point  Of 
view,  who  would  not  agree  with  him  in 
saying,  that  it  was  most  desirable  that 
there  should  be  a  resident  clergyman  in 
each  parish.  That  being  the  case,  the 
amount  of  income  which  he  had  stated 
could  not  be  thought  extravagant  when 
it  was  devoted  to  promote  that  df  sirable 
object.  But  the  mode  in  which  the  clergy 
had  hitherto  been  paid  bad,  in  practice, 
injured  the  beneficial  effect  of  their  resi- 
dence amongst  their  parishioners.  Look- 
ing at  t))at  in  a  legislative  point  of  view, 
it  could  not  be  denied  that  it  had  pro- 
duced great  disadvantages;  and  it  was 
greatly  desirable,  not  merely  to  the 
prayers,  that  those  disadvantages  should 
be  removed,  but  it  was  also  desirable 
for  the  sake  of  the  clergy  themselves,  that 
nothing  should  prevent  those  good  feel- 
ings and  fellowship  which  ought  to  exist 
between  them  and  their  parishioners.  He 
believed  that  the  subject  had  long  been 
seen  in  that  light  by  tlie  Legislature,  for 
scarcely  one  Act  had  passed  in  which 
tithes  were  concerned — scarcely  one  In- 
closure  Bill  had  gone  through  Parliament 
— xin  which  the  tithes  had  not  been  com- 
muted for  a  fixed  and  definite  sum. 
Although  there  were  a  great  number  of 
parishes  in  which  inclosures  had  taken 
place,  and  in  which  the  tithes  had  been 
commuted,  yet  in  the  majority  of  instances 
where  tithes  were  taken  in  kind,  it  had 
produced  great  animosity  and  ill-will 
among  the  people.  As  he  said  before, 
nothing  was  more  advantageous  than  the 
residence  of  a  clergyman  in  a  parish,  but 
to  render  that  efficacious  it  was  necessary 
that  he  should  be  on  good  terms  with  his 
parishioners.  If  the  resident  incumbent 
were  not  on  good  terms  with  his  parish- 
ioners, the  half  of  the  benefits  were  lost. 
The  Legislature  had,  on  several  occasions, 
taken  the  same  view,  and  had  endeavour- 


ed  to  avoid  these  bad  eftoU,  while  it  had 
at  the  same  time  provided  for  the  cieiigy 
on  fair  and  liberal  terms,  so  as  to  pievenl 
collision  and  differences  with  their  parish- 
ioners. Having  made  these  abiervations, 
and  believing  that  the  House  would  go 
along  with  him  in  thinking  that  a  Commu- 
tation of  Tithes  was  most  &sirablet  bolh|for 
the  clergymen  and  their  parishioners^  be 
should  next  proceed  to  state  the  principles 
of  his  measure.  He  knew  thai  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  extraordinary  expect- 
ations were  entertamed  as  to  the  measure; 
but  what  he  had  already  said  roust  satisfy 
the  House  that  the  object  of  his  measure 
wss  not  in  any  way  striking.  He  was 
not  about  to  take  any  step  which  would 
make  a  great  sensation  $  but  to  propose  a 
fair  and  equitable  measure,  which  should 
be  just  to  both  parties.  It  was  desirable 
that  a  measure  of  this  kind  should  be,  in 
the  first  place,  purely  permissive,  and  that 
the  parties  should  agree,  as  to  any  ar* 
rangement  they  thought  desirable  should  ' 
be  made.  Even  a  permissive  measure 
would,  he  hoped,  to  a  great  extent,  lead 
to  friendly  commutations.  He  wished, 
therefore,  that  a  permissive  measure  should 
have  its  fair  trial  first,  although  he  was 
free  to  confess  that  he  did  not  think  that 
a  purely  permissive  measure  would  have 
all  the  effect  that  was  desirable.  He 
would,  therefore,  propose,  first,  that  the 
measure  should  give  permission  to  the 
clergyman  and  the  tithe- owner,  and  the 
tithe-payer;  because,  when  he  spoke  of 
the  clergyman,  he  did  not  think  it  right 
to  confine  the  commutation  simply  to  the 
clergyman,  but  that  the  same  measure 
should  be  applicable  to  a  lay  impropriator. 
The  measure  should,  then,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, give  permission  to  the  tithe*payer 
and  the  tithe-owner,  whether  a  clergy- 
man or  a  lay  impropriator,  to  make  an 
arrangement  for  a  perpetual  commutation 
for  a  corn  rent.  He  meant  a  rent  varying 
according  to  the  price  of  corn.  He  need 
not  state  that,  in  making  this  proposition, 
it  was  necessary  that  they  should  not  con- 
fine themselves  to  a  money  value.  They 
should  take  something  as  the  test  of  the 
commutation  which  varied  less  in  value 
than  money.  The  clergyman,  however, 
should  not  be  allowed  to  commute  tithes 
in  perpetuity,  without  tl)e  consent  of  the 
patron  of  his  living  and  the  Bishop  of  his 
diocese;  neither  should  the  tenant  be 
allowed  to  commute  the  tithes  of  his  farm, 
without  the  consent  of  bis  landlordt    Hi« 
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Mr.  jHiime  held  the  same  opinion  :  in- 
8teftd  of  Kitricting  their  licenceSy  he  would 
have  them  extended.  The  difficulties  un- 
der which  the  beer*8hop*keepers  laboured 
should  be  removed,  not  added  to.  He 
was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  these  shops 
had  been  of  great  service,  for  the  people 
had  been  provided  with  good  and  cheap 
beer  by  means  of  them. 

Mr.  Baring  was  far  from  agreeing  with 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex.  Ihough 
the  Sale  of  Beer  Act  might,  perhaps,  have 
worked  well  as  far  as  concerned  the  single 
county  of  Middlesex,  he  had  the  best 
reason  to  believe  that  in  all  the  rural 
districts  it  had  been  productive  of  the  most 
ruinous  consequences.  The  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex  would  find  his  opinion  on 
this  subject  decidedly  opposed  to  the 
opinion  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  Magis- 
trates, landlords,  farmers,  and  respectable 
inhabitants  of  the  agricultural  districts ; 
who,  ninety-nine  out  of  a  100,  were 
strongly  opposed  to  the  Beer  Bill,  from 
their  sad  experience  of  its  ruinous  effects. 
The  profligacy,  the  unmitigated  mass  of 
corruption  and  depravity  arising  from  these 
beer-shops,  throughout  the  country,  was 
appalling.  The  Commissioners  on  the 
Px>or-laws,  whose  experience  must  entitle 
their,  opinion  to  the  most  serious  atten* 
tion,  decidedly  declared  that  they  consi- 
dered these  beer  shops  had  greatly 
aggravated  the  misery  and  distress  of  the 
lower  orders.  If  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  were  right,  nearly  the  whole 
country  must  be  wrong.  He  was  glad 
that  the  Committee  was  to  be  appointed, 
and  he  should  certainly  have  gone  further 
into  the  subject,  but  that  he  expected  to 
have  a  better  opportunity  of  explaining  his 
views  than  in  the  House. 

Mr.  Pryme  thought,  that  the  Act  might 
be  made  beneficial  if  the  keepers  of  beer 
shops  were  to  brew  their  own  beer,  which 
would  put  an  end  to  the  mischievous 
monopoly  of  the  beer  brewers. 

Committee  appointed. 

CoMMtTTATlOir      OF      TlTHES      (EnG- 

tAKD).]  Lord  AUhorpf  in  rising  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House  ameasure  for  the  Com- 
mutation of  Tithes  in  England,  observed, 
that. he  need  not  say  that  the  subject  of 
his  Motion  was  one  of  great  importance ; 
at  the  same  time,  he  felt  that  it  would  not 
be  necessary  for  him  to  detain  the  House 
at  any  length  by  adducing  arguments  in 
favour  of  the  general  principle  of  the  mea- 


sure he  was  about  to  introduce  for  the 
Commutation  of  Tithes.  His  chief  duty 
on  that  occasion  would  be  to  explain  the 
details  of  the  measure,  by  which  the  prin- 
ciple of  commutation  was  to  be  carried 
into  effect.  It  was  undoubtedly  of  great 
importance  that  the  measure  should  be 
substantially  just  and  equitable  between 
the  parties  without  adding  to  the  burthens 
of  the  people.  Before  he,  (lowever, 
entered  into  the  particular  subject  which 
he  undertook  to  bring  under  their  con- 
sideration, he  thought  it  desirable  that  he 
should  at  the  outset  disabuse  hon.  Mem- 
bers and  the  public  with  respect  to  the 
very  exaggerated  statements  of  the  amount 
of  the  revenues  of  the  Church,  which  had 
been  broached  on  several  occasions,  and 
very  recently  again  referred  to  in  that  House, 
by  an  hon.  Member.  It  had  been  asserted 
by  the  hon.  Member  to  whom  he  alluded, 
that  the  Church  property  of  England  and 
Wales,  was  about  9,000,000/.  per  annum. 
Now,  a  more  extravagant  assertion  never 
was  uttered.  The  total  nett  income  of  the 
Bishops  of  England  and  Wales,  including 
the  Bishopric  of  Sodor  and  Man,  was  but 
158,557/.,  and  the  revenues  of  the  Deans 
and  Chapters  were  236,358/.  per  annum. 
He  had  not  exact  returns  of  the  income 
of  all  the  parochial  clergy,  but  had  suffi- 
cient data  for  asserting  that  it  was  very 
little  more  than  3,000,000/.  steriing  per 
annum,  making,  with  the  incomes  of  the 
Bishops  and  the  Deans  and  Chapters,  an 
entire  revenue  of  very  little  more  than 
3,500,000/.  instead  of  9,000,000/.  per 
annum.  It  would  perhaps  be  well  for 
him  to  state,  in  order  to  show  that  he  had 
not  understated  the  reveni^es  of  the  paro- 
chial clergy,  the  data  on  which  he  had 
founded  his  estimate.  There  were  1 1,400 
benefices  in  England ;  and  he  had  receiv- 
ed returns  from  9,660.  These  returns 
gave  a  total  of  2,759,657/.  per  annum, 
and  as  there  was  no  reason  for  supposing 
that  the  remaining  benefices  were  of  a 
higher  average  than  those  9,660 ;  that 
would  give,  taking  the  mean  of  them  as 
the  average  for  the  whole,  speaking  in  round 
numbers,  a  total  of  3,257,000/.  per 
annum  for  11,400  livings  of  England. 
This  sum  equally  divided,  would  give  an 
average  of  about  285/.  a-year,  which, 
with  the  revenues  of  the  prebendaries, 
deaneries,  and  chapters,  also  equally 
divided  among  the  parochial  clei^,  would 
give  an  average  of  300/.  per  annum,  and 
no  more.    It  was  hardly  necessary  for. 


37d  Commutation  of  * 

and  if  the  tithe  owner  was  a  lay  impro- 
priator,  he  should  not  have  less  for  his 
option  than  seven  years.  All  these,  how- 
ever, were  points  of  detail  which  the  House 
could  consider  in  the  progress  of  the  Bill. 
If  the  tithe-receiver  chose  to  receive  his 
tithe  in  grain,  the  tithe-payer  should  have 
the  option  in  which  grain  he  would  pay, 
and  one  person  might  select  one  grain, 
and  another  another,  according  to  different 
circumstances.  He  had  said,  that  he  pro* 
posed  to  allow  individuals  to  make  an 
arrangement  with  the  individuals  who 
were  the  proprietors,  it  being  in  his  opinion 
desirable  that  individuals  "should  have 
that  power,  as  well  as  the  whole  parish. 
In  such  cases  an  individual,  or  a  number 
of  individuals,  should  appoint  a  valuator, 
who  should  value  for  them  as  individuals. 
In  the  case  of  an  existing  lease,  tenants 
might  be  allowed  to  make  a  commutation, 
without  the  consent  of  the  landlord,  for 
the  term  of  his  lease.  The  landlords  also 
might  have  the  power  to  make  an  arrange- 
ment with  the  tithe-receivers  whether  they 
had  granted  a  lease  or  not.  If  that  were 
the  case,  the  tenants  would,  of  course, 
be  bound  to  pay  the  landlord  what  was 
due  to  the  clergyman;  in  fact,  the  landlord 
would  in  such  a  case  possess  the  rights  of 
the  clergyman.  He  nad  but  one  observ- 
ation to  make  in  reference  to  the  cases  of 
disputed  moduses.  There  were  no  cases 
of  disputed  moduses  that  would  not  be  in 
course  of  litigation  by  next  July,  and 
as  this  Bill  would  not  come  into  operation 
until  after  that  period,  no  litigated  case  of 
modus  would  come  under  the  operation  of 
its  provisions.  He  had  now  stated  to  the 
House  the  principles  of  this  measure.  The 
object  which  he  had  in  view  in  proposing 
it  was  to  render  a  commutation  of  tithes 
upon  just  and  equitable  principles  easy 
and  practicable  for  the  country  at  large. 
It  appeared  to  him,  as  he  had  already 
remarked,  that  the  permissive  operation  of 
this  measure  would  have  considerable 
effect  in  consequence  of  the  power  which 
afterwards  existed  in  the  Bill  of  a  com- 

Enlsory  nature.  He  had  proposed,  as  he 
ad  already  mentioned,  a  subsequent  com- 
pulsory power  for  carr3fing  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill;  but  when  he  said  a 
compulsory  power,  it  should  be  recollected 
that  it  would  not  be  compulsory  unless 
one  party  should  consent  to  the  adoption 
of  it.  He  entertained  little  doubt  that 
the  effiect  of  this  measure  would  be  pretty 
^endly  to  produce  a  Qommatation  of 
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'tithes  throughout  the  country — an  effect 
that  he  thought  would  be  productive  of 
the  greatest  possible  advantage.  He  did 
not  think  that  at  the  present  time  it 
would  be  desirable  to  propose  any  measure 
that  would  go  to  the  extent  of  an  actual 
compulsion  of  a  commutation  of  tithes  in 
this  country.  The  difficulties  that  beset 
the  question  were  so  many  and  so  great, 
that,  after  having  given  it  the  best  con- 
sideration he  could,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  hardly  possible  to  propose 
any  measure  that  would  be  equitable  and 
just  for  an  actual  and  forcible  commuta- 
tion of  tithes  throughout  England.  Having 
stated  thus  much,  he  hoped  that  it  would 
not  be  considered  that,  in  bringing  forward 
this  measure,  his  Majesty's  Government 
had  not  at  present  under  their  considera- 
tion other  measures  respecting  the  Church 
of  England.  There  was  one  other  measure 
which  was  absolutely  necessary,  which 
pressed  ^more  or  less  in  point  of  time  for 
immediate  consideration,  and  which  he 
hoped  in  a  very  short  time  either  he  or 
some  other  Member  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  would  have  the  honour  of 
proposing,  either  in  that  House  or  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament — he  alluded  to 
a  measure  for  preventing,  for  the  future, 
pluralities  in  the  Church  of  England. 
With  regard  to  other  measures,  there 
were  difficulties  in  the  way  of  their 
adoption,  but,  nevertheless^  he  hoped  and 
trusted  that  at  an  early  period  other  pro* 
positions  would  be  brought  forward  to 
meet  other  evils.  He  would  not  pledge 
himself  further  at  present  than  to  saTy 
that  some  measures  would  be  brought 
forward  by  Government  for  that  purpose. 
As  he  had  said  at  the  commencement 
of  his  address  to  the  House,  he  would 
repeat,  that  this  measure,  though  it  did 
not  appear  to  be  one  of  ereat  magnitude, 
yet,  if  it  should  effect  that  which  would 
be  of  great  and  general  advantage  to  the 
public — ^namely,  a  commutation  of  tithes, 
at  an  early  period  throughout  the  country 
— he  conceived  that  it  would  be  entitled 
to  be  looked  upon  as  a  roeasiuie  of  con- 
siderable magnitude  indeed,  though  at 
first  sight  people  might  not  be  inclined  to 
attach  such  importance  to  it.  This  mea- 
sure was  pregnant  with  this  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  landed  and  agricultural 
interests  of  the  country,  that  it  would  g^ve 
them  the  power  of  employing  their  capital 
upon  their  land,  without  being  checked 
by  the  collection  of  tith^  which  bi4 
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always  been  a  check  apon  the  improvement 
of  agricultaral  property  in  this  country. 
But  if,  on  the  one  hand,  the  agriculturists, 
for  the  benefit  of  their  property,  should 
seek  to  enforce  this  measure,  it  might 
be  said  that  the  clergyman,  on  the  other 
hand,  would  resist  it.  He  did  not  think 
that  they  would  do  so.  He  was  sure  that 
if  they  did  they  would  not  be  consulting 
their  own  advantage;  whatever  they  might 
lose  in  the  amount  of  their  tithes  by  a 
commutation,  taking  into  account  the  im- 

{>rovement  which  would  immediately  fol- 
ow  in  the  value  of  land  by  the  expenditure 
of  capital  upon  it,  they  would  be  more 
than  sufficiently  compensated  for  such 
loss  by  the  advantages  which  they  would 
reap  in  being  relieved  from  the  difficulties 
ana  dangers  occasioned  by  those  disputes 
and  quarrels  generated  between  them  and 
their  parishioners  by  the  present  tithe 
system,  and  to  which  a  commutation  of 
tithes  would  effectually  put  an  end.  The 
noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  effect  a  commutation 
of  tithes  in  England. 

Mr.  Bartn^  asked,  whether  the  valuators 
were  to  take  the  Poor-rates  into  con- 
sideration, for  the  tithes  were,  at  present, 
rated  to  the  poor  ? 

Lord  AUnorp,  in  answer,  said,  that  it 
was  quite  true,  he  believed,  that  where- 
ever  a  composition  for  tithes  had  been 
made,  it  included  the  Poor-rates,  and 
that  it  would  be  only  just  and  right  that 
the  valuators  should  take  them  into  their 
consideration,  hereafter,  whenever  a  com- 
mutation was  about  to  be  made.  It  would 
be  for  the  public  benefit  that  the  clergy- 
roan  should  have  an  interest  in  the  Poor- 
rates,  in  order  to  ensure  their  due  ad- 
ministration. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  thought  the  per- 
mission of  the  noble  Lora  was  like  a 
conge  eTilire  ;  it  was  permission  for  a 
year,  and  compulsion  at  the  end  of  it. 
The  measure  kept  the  word  of  promise  to 
the  ear,  but  "  broke  it  to  the  hope."  He 
would  not  then  enter  into  the  suoject ;  he 
would  only  notice  the  declaration  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  same  rule  was  to  be 
applied  both  to  the  clergy  and  the  lay 
impropriators;  and  he  would  express  a 
hope,  that  that  principle  might  be  ex- 
tended to  all  parts  of  the  empire. 

Mr. Hume  admitted,  that  if  each  clergy- 
man had  only  300/.  a-year,  as  the  noble 
Lord  said,  that  it  was  not  too  large  an  in- 
come for  gentlemen  of  education.   He  ob« 


jected  however,  to  the  mode  of  appointing 
valuators,  because  it  threw  almost  the 
whole  power  of  nominating  them  into  the 
hands  of  the  clergy,  one  series  of  them 
beingappointed  entirely  by  clerical  persons, 
and  another  by  the  Sessions,  of  whom  one* 
half  was  also  composed  of  clergymen.-  In 
his  opinion,  the  best  method  wonld  be  for 
the  Government  to  take  upon  themselves 
the  appointment  of  these  functionaries. 
Another  very  strong  objection  which  he 
had  against  the  system  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord,  arose  from  the  injustice  of 
appointing  the  future  payments  of  tithes 
upon  the  basis  of  the  present  payments ; 
the  consequence  of  which  would  be,  that 
the  clergy  in  those  parishes  where  the 
incumbents  had  been  screwing  up  the 
tithes  to  the  utmost  possible  extent  would 
continue  to  derive  a  benefit  from  their 
exactions,  while  the  more  conscientious 
portion  of  the  clergy,  who  had  pursued  a 
different  course,  were  only  to  have  a  con- 
tinuance of  that  income  which  they  at 
present  enjoyed.  The  plan  would  thus 
operate  as  a  reward  for  former  oppression, 
and  a  punishment  for  former  leniency. 
At  the  same  time  he  was  not  inimical  to 
the  proposed  changes;  but  he  considered, 
that  the  details  of  the  plan  of  the  noble 
Lord  required  very  considerable  modifica. 
tions  before  they  could  answer  the  objects 
for  which  they  were  intended.  The  noble 
Lord  did  not  seem  to  be  aware  of  the 
difference  which  at  present  existed  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  England  with  respect  to 
the  amount  of  tithes  paid — a  difference 
which  prevailed  to  such  an  extent,  that 
any  plan  which  did  not  embrace  the 
consideration  of  it  must  be  essentially 
defective.  The'  noble  Lord  did  not 
appear  to  be  aware  of  the  immense  ad- 
vantage which  would  arise  from  the  adop- 
tion of  some  system  of  greater  simplicity. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  persuaded  to  simplify  the  details 
of  his  measure,  and  also  that  Commis- 
sioners should  be  appointed  to  fix  a  money 
value  on  the  tithes,  instead  of  a  fluctuating 
value  in  corn,  and  that  these  Commis- 
sioners should  derive  their  authority  di- 
rectly from  the  Exchequer  or  from  that 
House.  He  thought  the  Government,  in 
short,  ought  to  take  the  whole  into  their 
own  hands,  and  pay  the  clergy  from  the 
Exchequer.  If  such  a  course  had  been 
adopted  forty  years  ago,  the  Church  would 
at  present  be  m  a  much  better  situation  in 
every  respect. 
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Sit  Robert  Peel  said,  he  w«s  by  no 
means  averse  from  a  general  plan  for 
Ihe  commulation  of  titbes^  on  any  prin- 
ciple which  could  be  considered  equitable 
to  all  parties  whose  interests  were  con- 
cerned,  and  he  saw  nothing  in  the  principles 
of  the  noble  Lord's  measure  which  should 
make  him  oppose  it.  He  could  not,  in- 
deedy  at  once  8ay>  whether  he  should 
oppose  or  support  the  Bill  of  the  noble 
Lord  I  for  it  frequently  happened  that  a 
measure  wore  a  very  different  complexion, 
when  stated  in  all  its  particulars,  from 
that  which  it  assumed  on  its  first  an- 
nouncement. His  experience  had  suffi- 
ciently convinced  him  of  that  fact,  as  well 
as  of  the  fact,  that  tixe  success  of  any 
such  plan  must  depend  entirely  upon  the 
details,  which  were  not  yet  before  the 
House.  He,  therefore,  intended  to  re- 
serve his  opinions  upon  the  subject  until 
he  should  see  the  whole  plan  upon  paper, 
when  he  should  be  able  to  say  whether  the 
scheme  deserved  to  succeed,  and  whether 
it  would  be  just  in  its  operation  with  re- 
spect to  the  clergy.  He  had  heard  with 
great  pleasure  one  remark  of  the  hon^ 
member  for  Middlesex,  that  an  income  of 
3002.  a-year  was  not  more  than  sufficient 
for  a  gentleman  who  had  received  an  ex- 
pensive' education,  and  was  required  to 
perform  the  duties  of  a  clergyman.  He, 
therefore,  hoped,  that  when  they  came  to 
consider  the  Bill  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
clergy,  he  should  have  the  concurrence  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  in  a  pro- 
position for  exempting  all  livings  of  200/. 
or  300/.  a-year  from  taxation  ;  because  if 
300/.  a-year  were  not  too  much  for  an 
English  clergyman,  residing  in  a  country 
where  he  was  exposed  to  no  risk,  how 
much  stronger  were  the  reasons  for  ex- 
empting an  Irish  clergyman  from  any  de- 
ductions from  his  annual  income,  when  it 
was  only  of  the  same  amount,  considering 
that  he  lived  in  a  country  where  he  was 
exposed  to  so  much  greater  risks?  As 
for  the  alterations  proposed  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex,  in  order  to  simplify 
the  system  of  tithes,  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
preferred  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
was  convinced,  that  any  system  of  making 
the  Government  the  collector  of  tithes 
would  be  both  expensive  and  less  efficient 
than  if  it  rested  with  the  parochial  au- 
thorities. At  the  same  time,  he  was  of 
opinion,  that  the  success  of  any  plan  of 
this  nature  would  mainly  depend  on  its 
simplicity ;  and  he  was  inclined  to  think 


that  some  part  of  the  mfble  Lord's  plan 
might  be  advantageously  modified.  He 
did  not  exactly  comprehend  the  rbasons 
of  the  noble  liOrd  for  proposing,  that, 
after  the  lapse  of  a  year,  either  the  tithe 
payer  or  the  tithe  receiver  should  have  it 
in  his  power,  if  the  opposite  party  had 
taken  no  means  for  the  commutation  of 
the  tithe,  to  enter  into  a  compulsory 
arrangement ;  he  thought,  that  the  period 
was  rather  short,  and  that  it  would  be 
much  better  that  the  arrangement  should 
be  voluntary  on  both  sides.  Considering 
the  extent  apd  complication  of  the  cbunge, 
he  thought  a  year  much  too  little.  As  to 
the  part  of  the  plan  which  proposed  to 
make  the  commutation  compulsory,  at  the 
instance  either  of  the  tithe-payer  or  the 
tithe-receiver,  it  was  all  very  well  with 
respect  to  the  tithe  receiver,  but  if  the 
noble  Lord  persisted  in  extending  it  to  the 
tithe  payer,  it  would  give  rise  to  a  great 
deal  of  difficulty.  Supposing,  for  instance, 
that  there  were  forty  tithe-payers,  and 
only  a  few  refused  thenr  consent  to  the 
commutation,  it  was  easy  to  observe  what 
a  complicated  system  would  arise,  and 
how  extensive  a  field  for  litigation  would 
be  opened.  If  one  person  out  of  forty 
were  to  oppose  the  introduction  of  the 
new  system,  did  the  noble  Lord  intend 
that  the  thirty-nine  should  be  compelled  ta 
retain  the  old  system  ?  There  was  another 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  plan  which  ap- 
peared to  him  also  to  be  liable  to  very 
considerable  objections —- that  by  which 
the  tithe-receiver  was  to  receive  his  tithe 
either  in  money  or  grain.  It  was  to  be 
left  to  the  payer  to  determine  in  what 
species  of  grain  he  should  pay  it — 
whether  oats,  barley,  or  wheat ;  that  was 
to  say,  whether  fifty  bushels  pf  wheat,  or 
a  larger  quantity  of  oats  or  barley.  The 
noble  Lord  would  see  how  many  questionsi 
if  this  scheme  were  adopted,  would  arise 
respecting  the  value  of  the  grain,  and  for 
determining  whether  the  corn  was  of  good 
quality  or  not.  He  would  not  venture  to 
say  that  he  had  rightly  understood  the 
noble  Lord's  meaning,  but,  as  he  con- 
ceived it,  the  plan  would  lead  to  these 
consequences. 

Lord  AUkorp  did  not  mean  that  the 
party  should  pay  in  kind,  but  a  sum  of 
money  equal  to  the  value  of  so  many 
bushels  of  grain. 

Sir  Robert  Peel :  Then  it  was  the  noUt 
Lord's  plan,  that  if  the  tithes  were  now 
worth  100  bushels  of  wheats  the  land 
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which  paid  them  should  be  pennaneDtly 
charged  with  the  payment  of  the  value 
of  100  bushels.  He  apprehended;  there- 
fore, that  the  tithe  would  be  variable  with 
the  price  of  corn.  He  should  think  also 
that  it  would  be  preferable  to  send  down 
a  single  valuator,  instead  of  allowing  the 
adverse  parties  each  to  choose  one,  be- 
cause the  expense  would  be  extremely 
great.  He  thought  one  objection  taken 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  was 
valid — namely,  that  in  parishes  in  which 
tithes  had  been  previously  exacted  with 
ligour,  the  present  rate  being  taken  as 
the  standard,  more  than  was  properly 
due  might  be  given,  while  in  others,  where 
the  incumbents  had  been  more  lenient, 
the  Church  would  be  deprived  of  its 
rights.  He  had,  certainly,  considerable 
doubts  respecting  the  measure  i  but  he 
intended  to  give  no  positive  opinion  at 
present.  All  he  had  to  say  was,  let 
justice  be  done  to  all  parties* 

Mr.  Outlar  Fergusson  rose  hierely  for 
the  purpose  of  offering  a  suggestion  to  the 
noble  Lord,  which  might  be  conveniently 
done  at  that  stage  of  the  discussion ;  it 
respected  the  lay  impropriations.  It  ap- 
peared to  him,  that  it  would  be  desirable 
to  give  the  landlord  the  power,  not  merely 
to  compound  with  the  lay  impropriators, 
but  to  purchase  them  outright,  and  to  free 
the  land  from  tlie  burthen  for  ever.  In 
respect  to  the  tithes  payable  to  the  clergy, 
'it  was  neoessary  to>  preserve  a  permanent 
fund  for  their  maintenance.  In  Scotland, 
upon  the  happy  settlement  of  the  question 
of  tithes  in  that  country,  in  the  time  of 
Charles  1st,  it  was  provided,  that  the  lay 
impropriators,  called  Titulars,  might  be 
compelled  to  sell  the  right  to  tithe,  at  a 
certain  number  of  years'  purchase  of  the 
ascertained  value,  whilst  such  a  settlement 
was  not  permitted  in  respect  to  the  tithe 
payable  to  the  clergy,  it  would  be  well 
if  the  histCM'y  of  the  settlement  of  the 
great  question  of  tithe  in  Scotland  were 
referred  to  and  consulted  on  the  present 
occasion.  It  had  done  more  for  Scotland 
than  any  other  measure,  or,  periiaps,  than 
all  other  means  that  had  since  been 
adopted  for  the  good  of  that  country. 
For  nearly  200  years  it  had  been  in  the 
power  of  the  landholder,  by  having  his 
tithes  valued,  to  prevent  a  tax  being 
levied  for  the  future  on  his  industry,  and 
on  the  outlay  of  his  capital,  in  improving 
the  land.  The  plan  was  simple,  and  had 
been  completely  successful ;  the  tithes  in 


Scotland  were  valued  by  Commission, 
appointed  by  the  Crown  t  and  he  was 
disposed  to  prefer  that  to  the  mode  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  He  thought,  also,  that 
from  the  plan  for  ascertaining  the  value 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  there  might 
arise,  in  many  cases,  the  injustice  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex. 
There  would,  however,  be  other  oppor- 
tunities for  discussing  these  points,  and  he 
would  content  himself  with  congratulating 
the  House  and  the  country  on  the  pro- 
spect which  was  at  last  opened  to  them  of 
getting  rid  of  an  odious  and  vexatious 
system,  which  would  prove  a  measure  of 
relief  to  the  people  and  of  peace  to  the 
Established  Church. 

Dr.  Lushington  observed,  that  the  litiga«> 
tion  which  had  taken  place  for  the  last 
160  years  on  the  subject  of  tithes,  justiBed 
the  introduction  of  some  measure  like  the 
present.  The  system  had  gone  on  from 
century  to  century;  had  become  com- 
plicated by  so  many  minute  and  difficult 
questions,  that  It  was  impossible  for 
any  one  to  expect  that  a  plan  could  be 
devised  by  which  the  numberless  points 
which  had  hitherto  perplexed  the  subject 
should  be  reduced  to  one  simple  method. 
If  any  observations  of  his  noble  friend  had 
excited  his  surprise,  it  was  his  remark, 
that  the  measure  was  one  which  was  not 
calculated  to  excite  a  great  sensation.  It 
was  a  question  in  which  almost  every  indi* 
vidual  in  the  kingdom  was  interested.  He 
was  persuaded,  that  the  estimates  of  his 
noble  friend  respecting  the  amount  of  the 
revenues  of  the  clergy  would  turn  out  to 
be  perfectly  correct,  and  that  they  did  not 
exceed  3,250,000/. ;  but  it  was  a  great 
object  to  collect  those  revenues  with  the 
least  possible  annoyance  to  the  people. 
With  respect  to  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  that  the 
whole  business  should  be  managed  by 
the  Exchequer,  he  objected  to  it  on 
every  ground;  he  objected  to  it,  first, 
on  grounds  of  principle,  because  he 
thought  the  Government  ought  not  to 
possess  such  a  power.  He  objected  to 
it,  secondly,  on  grounds  of  practice,  on 
account  of  the  enormous  expense  into 
which  it  would  lead  the  State ;  and, 
thirdly,  he  objected  to  it  on  account  of 
the  dissatisfaction  which  it  would  cause 
in  every  part  of  the  country.  It  had 
been  also  stated,  that  inconveniences 
would    arise   from    the    greater   lenity 
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If  the  whole  of  the  tithes  were  taken,  and 
an  average  estimated  from  every  parish, 
the  result  would  still  be  hard  and  unequal. 
A  provision »  however,  might  no  doubt  be 
introduced  into  the  Bill,  in  some  degree 
to  meet  the  objection  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. He  considered  tithes  to  be  one  of 
the  greatest  grievances  in  the  country, 
whetner  they  were  in  lay  or  ecclesiastical 
hands ;  more  especially  the  latter,  as  they 
constantly  tended  to  produce  ill  will, 
where  only  good  will  ought  to  exist. 

Colonel  torrens  congratulated  the 
House  and  the  country  on  the  proposition 
for  a  commutation  of  tithes,  the  effect  of 
which  would  be,  that  the  revenue  of  the 
Church  would  no  longer  be,  as  it  now  was, 
a  tax  on  capital.  He  trusted  the  proposi- 
tion would  give  general  satisfaction ;  as 
be  was  convinced  that,  with  some  modifi- 
cations, it  would  be  an  admirable  improve- 
ment on  the  present  system. 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  concurred 
in  the  plan  of  Government,  and  if  he 
could  have  his  way  it  should  go  much  fur- 
ther. A  great  advantage  would  arise  from 
a  commutation  of  the  tithes,  for  he  knew  in 
several  parishes  vrhere  it  had  taken  place, 
that  the  best  effiects  had  followed  it.  At 
present  a  law  existed  for  the  commutation 
of  tithes,  but  it  had  a  directly  contrary 
effect,  inasmuch  as  the  appointment  of 
the  valuator  was  placed  by  it  in  the  hands 
only  of  the  landowner  and  the  Bishop. 
He  should  like  to  know  if  by  the  plan  now 
proposed,  the  valuation  was  to  be  made  on 
a  given  quantity  of  produce  in  one  year, 
or  was  it  to  be  taken  on  an  average  of 
three,  five,  or  seven  years  (on  an  average 
of  years)  ?  He  would  give  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  his  best  support. 

Sir  Robert  Price  approved  of  the  mea- 
sure, but  thought  great  difficulties  would 
arise  with  respect  to  its  details.  All  that 
could  be  done  upon  the  subject,  however, 
was  to  enter  upon  it  with  an  earnest  desire 
to  conquer  those  difficulties  if  possible. 
One  of  the  greatest  of  those  difficulties 
would  be  to  simplify  ^he  meHSure,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  do  equal  justice  to  all 
parties.  Sensible  as  he  was,  however,  of 
the  great  importance  of  the  proposition, 
be  was  not  disposed  at  present  to  dwell 
on  the  objections  to  it. 

Lord  Sandon  expressed  a  hope  that  no 
new  valuation  of  the  land  would  take 
place  under  the  proposed  plan  of  the 
noble  Lord ;  for  if  that  were  to  occur,  the 
tithes  would  be  raised  in  some   places, 
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would  be  reduced  in  others,  and  would 
end  in  general  dissatisfaction.  There 
were  many  difficulties  attending  the  sub- 
ject which  he  hoped  might  be  removed  in 
Committee ;  and  to  the  general  principle 
of  the  plan  he  would  give  his  support. 

Mr.  Halcomb  wished  to  know  if  the 
tithes  on  hay  and  wood,  in  general,  and 
what  were  called  small  tithes,  were  included 
in  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord  ? — [Lord  Al- 
thorp  said  "  All."] — There  was  consider- 
able difficulty  in  settling  the  tithes  of 
sheep,  lambs,  wool,  &c. ;  for  if  a  farmer 
had  lands  in  different  parishes,  and  he 
drove  sheep  from  .one  farm  to  another  in 
different  parishes  for  lambing,  or  for  shear- 
ing, the  tithe  would  be  taken  in  that  parish 
where  the  shearing  or  the  lambing  might 
take  place,  and  not  in  the  parish  from 
which  the  sheep  had  been  just  driven  for 
greater  convenience  to  the  farmer.  How 
was  this  to  be  remedied  ?  He  thought  the 
best  way  to  obtain  a  fair  valuation  of  tithes 
would  be  to  take  the  average  value  of  a 
number  of  years.  Those  clergymen  whp 
had  insisted  upon  getting  their  whole 
legal  rights  had  been  designated  extor- 
tioners and  oppressors ;  but  were  they, 
sitting  there  as  legislators,  justified  in  as- 
serting, that  demanding  the  payment  of 
a  legal  claim  was  either  extortion  or  op- 
pression.? Such  conduct  on  the  part  of 
Members  of  that  House  would  be  most 
unfair  and  improper.  Instead  of  render- 
ing a  remission  of  tithes  compulsory,  he 
submitted,  whether  it  would  not  be  better 
to  leave  the  question  of  reduction  to  the 
discretion  and  good  feeling  of  the  clergy 
themselves ;  and  if  that  were  done  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  Bishops  and  beneficed 
clergy  would  speedily  meet  the  wishes 
of  the  tithe-payers.  Another  subject  that 
deserved  their  maturest  deliberation  was 
the  mode  in  which  the  payment  of  tithes 
was  to  be  secured,  and  whether  making  it 
a  charge  upon  the  land  would  not  bear 
oppressively  upon  the  landlord.  Before 
he  sat  down  be  was  anxious  to  know  from 
the  noble  Lord  whether  the  measure  had 
been  introduced  with  the  consent  and  ap- 
probation of  the  heads  of  the  Church,  or 
whether  its  introduction  had  been  deter- 
mined upon  without  any  reference  having 
been  made  to  them  ?  He  wished  to  have 
this  question  answered  for  the  satisfaction 
and  information  of  the  clerical  body,  who, 
being  excluded  from  the  House,  had  no 
direct  means  of  ascertaining  the  fact  them- 
selves. 
L 
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Mr.  Herbert  Curteis  feared  the  proposed 
ftrrangeraent  would  prejudice  the  land- 
owner^  and  that  the  way  in  which  the  re- 
mission of  tithes  was  to  be  made  would 
prove  alike  unequal  and  unjust*  He 
thought  that  it  would  be  most  advisable  to 
allow  clergymen y  wherever  it  could  be 
effected,  to  commute  their  tithe  for  land. 

Lord  Althorpt  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
heads  of  the  Church  had  certainly  been 
communicated  with  upon  the  subject  of 
this  measure,  but  that  he  was  not  author^ 
ised  to  say  whether  it  was  their  intention 
to  give  it  their  consent  or  to  oppose  it. 
His  Majesty's  Qoveroment  felt,  that  they 
should  not  be  justified  in  bringing  forward 
such  a  measure  without  first  communicat- 
ing with  the  Bishops ;  but  although  that 
course  had  been  taken,  he  was  bound  to 
observe  that  the  Bishops  were  not  in  a 
situation  to  pronounce  any  opinion  upon 
it,  as  it  affected  the  beneficed  and  parochial 
clergy  rather  than  them.    Thehon.  mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  (Mr.  Hume) had  spoken 
of  the  propriety  of  equalizing  tithes ;  but, 
however  desirable  the  equalization  of  tithes 
might  be,  the  hon.  Member  ought  to  have 
recollected,  that  it  was  an  object  which 
could  not  be  accomplished  without  very 
great  difficultv.    The  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment haa  been  applied  to  this  and 
to  other  Reforms  in  the  Church,  but,  at 
present,  they  were  unable  to  determine  on 
the  exact  course  they  should  pursue,  or  to 
give  any  pledge  as  to  what  should  or  should 
not  be  done.    He  admitted  that  there  was 
great  difficulty  in  the  mode  of  collecting 
tithes,  and  fixing  the  amount  to  be  remitted 
and  he  had  therefore  stated,  that  he  in- 
tended to  allow  the  valuators  to  enhance 
or  lower  the  value  during  the  last  seven 
years,  from  6ve  to  ten  per  cent,  as  one 
mode  of  meeting  that  difficulty,  but  with- 
out of  course,  intending  to  say  that  bis 
suggestion  would  obviate  it    altogether. 
But  the  subject  was  one  fraught  with  so 
much  difficnlty,  look  at  it  how  you  would, 
that  it  would  be  presumption  to  hope  that 
any  measure  of  this  description  oould  be 
brought  forward  which  would  not  be  open 
to  many  and  serious  objections.    To  deal 
with  the  matter  at  all,  the  advantages  and 
objections  must  be  weighed  one  against 
the  other,  and  the  way  in  which  the  valu- 
ation was  intended  to  be  made  was,  he 
believed,  likely  to  produce  less  dissatisfac- 
tion than  any  other  that  had  hitherto  sug- 
gested itself  to  his  mind.    The  advisable 
course  was  first  to  make  the  valuation. 


and  then  determine  on  the  reduction  to 
be  made:  and  if  any  other  plan  were 
adopted,  he  feared  it  would  be  open  to  the 
charge  of  spoliation,  which  had  already 
been  advanced  against  the  proposers  of  the 
alteration.    So  far  as  the  present  pos- 
sessors were  concerned,  the  charge  of  in* 
justice  to  them  would  be  got  rid  of,  inas- 
much as  they  were  not  to  be  disturbed. 
But  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  ob* 
jected  to  the  valuators  being  appointed  by 
the  Sessions.    That  was  a  subject  the 
Government  had  considered;  but  thinking 
it  by  no  means  desirable  to  leave  the  ap* 
poiiitment  to  Grand  Juries,  they  had  sug- 
gested the  other  mode  as  the  prefe^ble 
one.     It  was  not  intended  that  the  tithe 
rent  should  vary  otherwise  than  as  it  mig^t, 
in  common  with  all  other  incomes,  be  af* 
fected  by  the  value  of  money ;  and  ft  was 
proposed  that  the  prices  of  grain*  by  which 
It  was  to  be  regulated,  should  be  settled 
every  ten  years,  and  that  the  average  of 
the  year  Imniediately  preceding  should  re* 
gulate  its  atoounf.  *  Some  hoo.  Gentle- 
men thought  there  would  be  difficulty  in 
commuting  a  part  and  leaving  a  part  un* 
commuted.    This  was  not  the  faet,  as  the 
svstem  of  partial  commutation  existed  at 
the  present  time.    It  could,  he  was  satis* 
fled,  occasion  no  inconvenience  whatever. 
Although  he  did  not  intend  to  object  to 
the  partial  commutation  of  tithe  for  land, 
he  could  not  believe  that  it  would  be  de* 
sirable  to  place  in  the  hands  of  the  clergy 
land  to  any  extent.    He  had  now  answered 
all  the  observations  that  had  been  made» 
and  be  must  sa]f  that  the  reception  the  mea* 
sure  had  met  with  had  given  him  unfeigned 
satisfaction.    The  difficulties  with  which 
it  was  pregnant  could  be  discussed  more 
at  length  when  they  entered  upon  the  de- 
tails; but  be  trusted  that  the  result  would 
be  a  measure  which  would  do  injustioe  to 
no  man,  and  be  extremely  beoeBcial  to 
a  large  class  of  his  Majesty's  subjecte. 
Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Patmekt  of  Opmchs.]  Mr.  Hume 
said,  that  in  rising  to  submit  to  the  House 
the  motion  of  which  he  had  gi^en  notice 
relative  to  sinecure  offices,  or  offices  executed 
by  deputy,  in  naval,  military,  civil,  or  oolo* 
nial  service,  he  was  anxious  to  guard  him. 
self  against  being  misunderstood,  or  having 
a  wrong  interpretation  put  upon  the  motives 
by  which  he  was  actuated.  He  had»  in  the 
early  part  of  the  present  Session,  inirodueed 
two  motions  for  the  abolition  of  offieei  16 
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wbich  no  duties  were  attached^  and  lie  had 
done  00  wi^  a  view  to  save  the  country 
the  amount  df  the  salaries  attached  to  these 
offices.    Objections  had  been  taken  to  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  introduced  both 
his  first  and  second  motions.  By  some  hon. 
Members  it  was  urged  that  he  had  not  suf- 
ficiently explained  his  meaning  or  objects ; 
while  others  stated^  that)  however  justified 
he  might  be  on  principle^  he  had  not  chosen 
the  proper  time  for  proposing  the  reduction. 
He  was  not  aware  that  he  had  committed 
any  error,  either  in  the  one  case  or  the 
other,  although  it  might  perhaps  have  hap- 
pened that  he  had  not  made  himself   so 
dearly  understood  as  he  was  anxious  to  do 
on  both  occasions.     The  motion  to  which 
he  Was  now  anxious  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  was  one  founded  on  a  broader 
basis  than  either  of  his  former  ones,  and 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  might,    as    they 
pleased,  admit  or  deny  its  propriety;  in 
either  case  he  would  leave  the  result  to  be 
judged  by  the  country.     He  had  received 
several  communications  from    persons   in 
different  districts  in  the  country,  to  whom 
their  respective  Bq[»resentatives  had  assigned 
the  grounds  upon  which  they  had  voted 
against  him  on  both  the  occasions  alluded 
to;  and  he  felt  bound  to  add  that  the  consti. 
tuency  almost   universally  regretted  that 
their  Representatives  had  not  taken  a  right 
view  of  the  question.     It  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  detain  the  House  by  going  back 
at  any  length  into  what  had  taken  place  at 
former  periods,  but  he  would  observe  that 
when,  in  1808  and  1809,  the  House  was 
press^  to  lessen  the  expenses  of  the  country, 
a  Finance  Committee  was  appointed  to  in- 
quire how  far  the  burthens  under  which  the 
people  laboured  could  be  reduced.     That 
Committee  was  composed,  for  the  greater 
part,  of  officers  belonging  to  Government, 
and  after  a  laborious  and  extended  inquiry, 
they  came  to  a  decision  that  a  reduction 
ought  to  take  place  with  respect  to  persons 
whom  they  divided  into  three  dosses:— 
1)    persons   holding   actual  sinecures,*   2, 
persons  holding  omces  in  the  nature  of  si- 
necures;  and  3,  parsons   holding  offices 
which  were  executed  by  deputy,  and  where, 
though  there  was  some  work  to  be  done,  it 
was  not  of  a  nature  or  extent  to  warrant 
the  salary.     That  Committee  afibrded  the 
best  account  of  sinecures  and  sinecure  offices 
that  had  been  laid  before  the  House.     In 
the  following  year  it  published  an  amended 
report  (that  of  1809)  to  which  he  would 
refer  hon.  Members,  in  order  to  see  how 
those  linecures  had  been  arranged.     He 


sincerely  hoped  and  trusted  that  they  had 
now  arrived  at  a  period  when  thit  oppress 
rive  system  of  sinecures  would  be  altogether 
done  away  with.     The  first  schedule  he 
found  was  the  Court  of  Chancery,  where 
sinecures  existed  to  the  amount  of  20,98*5^1 
per  annum.    In  the  next  he  found  that  in 
the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleasi,  ^e  Court  of  Exchequer, 
and  the  Prerogative  Court,  there  were  si- 
necures to  the  amount  of  106,6l6/.   There 
were  other  rinecures  in  the  Courts  of  Law 
in  England,  amounting  to  50,000/.,  and  in 
the  di^rent  colonies  and  colonial  depart- 
ments, amounting  together  to  156,000iL 
In  short  the  Committee  were  so  sensible 
that  they  must  meet  the  public  eye,  that 
they  came  to  a  resolution  which  he  would 
read,  but  he  must  first  observe  that  they 
had  pointed  out  altogether    sinecures  in 
England  and  the  colonies  to  the  amount 
of    199,137^;  exclusive    of   30,000/.    in 
Scotland,   and    74,000/.    for    Ireland,  of 
which,  sinecures  to  the  amount  of  a  sum 
of    31,000/.    were   in    Courts   of  Law. 
A  motion  had  been  made  last  year  with 
a  view  to   show   the    amount    of  sine- 
cures   and    sinecure    places    existing    in 
this  country.     That  motion  had  not  been 
carried  as  it  would  have  shown  the  extra- 
vagant amount  to  which  those  sinecures 
had  extended.     He  therefore,  wished  the 
House  to  understand  that  in  introducing 
this  Motion  he  was  actuated  more  by  prin- 
ciple in  the  abolition  of  rinecures  than  in 
the  actual  amount  of  their  reduction,  al- 
though he  felt  that  that  reduction  would 
be  productive  of  great  good  to  the  country; 
and  if  he  was  able  to  satisfy  the  House 
that  no  portion  of  the  public  money  ought 
to  be  given  where  no  service  was  performed 
for  it,  then,  he  trusted,  that  he  should  have 
made  out  a  case  that,  in  a  time  of  pressure 
like  the  present,  with  our  large  debt  and 
heavy  burthen  of  taxation,  with  the  weight 
of  our  army,  naval,  and  civil  establishments 
pressing  upon  us,  we  ought  to  be  relieved 
from  all  superfluous  and  unnecessary  ex- 
penditure.    It  should  be  known  that  while 
the  people  were  anxious  to  pay  so  far  as 
they  were  able,  and  under  every  privation, 
all  that  was  required  fnr  the  service  of  the 
State,  they  had  a  right  to  expect  to  be  de- 
livered firom  the  pressure  caused  by  those 
who  received  large  sums  of  the  public 
money  without  peiforming  any  single  act 
of  service  for  it.     The  House  would,  per- 
haps, feel  astonished  if  he  were  to  state 
that  the  amount  of  sinecures  and  peiisions 
within  a  oompamtively  short  period  had 
L2 


295 


Payment 


{COMMONS} 


0/  Ojffkis. 


.296 


been  the  means  of  adding  at  least  one-half 
the  present  amount  of  the  national  debt. 
Taking  the  amount  of  sinecures  and  pen- 
sions themselves^  and  looking  to  the  manner 
in  which,  by  corruption  and  corrupt  influence^ 
they  had  been  the  means  of  perpetuating 
abuses,  and  supporting  extravagant  and  ex- 
pensive Governments,  it  would  be  found 
that  former  Ministers  had  maintained  their 
influence,  and  increased  the  debt  by  means 
of  sinecures,  at  least  to  the  amount  he  had 
mentioned.  Thus  it  was,  that  laws  were 
passed  by  which  the  people  were  oppressed, 
and  their  pockets  drained  of  their  last  shil- 
ling. He  was  aware  that  many  hon. 
Members  might  question  his  statement, 
and  inquire  the  grounds  upon  which  it  was 
made.  He  would  quote  a  parliamentary 
document,  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House 
in  18 16;  but,  independent  of  that,  the 
House  must  perceive  that  if  all  the  money 
expended  in  useless  places  and  pensions — 
in  short,  if  every  unnecessary  shilling  laid 
out  since  the  time  of  William  3rd,  had  been 
placed  at  compound  interest,  the  amount 
would  go  near  to  paying  off  the  national 
debt.      By  the   parliamentary   document, 

fublished  on  the  3rd  of  April,  1816,  signed 
lenxy  Goulbum,  it  appeared  that  utere 
were  thirty-three  places  in  eight  of  our 
islands,  th^  holders  of  which  were  non- 
resident, and  discharged  the  duties  by  de- 
puty, the  salaries  of  which  amounted  to 
53,000/.  a.year.  As  a  specimen  he  would 
mention  the  case  of  an  honourable  Mr. 
Percy  W.  Wjmdhstti,  who  had  held  a  situ- 
ation in  Jamaica  of  4,000/.  a-year  (filled 
by  deputy),  from  the  year  176S;  so  that, 
counting  up  to  1816,  he  held  it  fifty-three 
years.  He  had  during  that  long  period 
been  a  receiver  of  the  public  money ;  he 
had  received  with  interest  238,500/.  of  the 
public  money,  while  every  one  of  the  duties 
attached  to  his  office  was  executed  by  de- 
puty. Another  person  holding  an  office  in 
the  same  island,  was  the  honourable  T.  C. 
Wyndham,  who  had  received  34,000/.  of 
the  public  money ;  so  that  these  two  W3rnd- 
hams  had  pocketted  no  less  than  272,000/. 
of  the  people's  money  for  doing  nothing. 
Lord  Brayhrookheld  the  situation,  which  he 
executed  by  deputy,  of  Provost  Martial  in 
Jamaica,  and  received  for  it  2,100/L  a-year. 
He  was  quite  a  child  when  he  received  the 
appointment  Sir  Edward  Nepean  had 
held  a  place  in  the  same  island,  from 
which  he  had  received  altogether  the  sum 
of  169,000/.  Mr.  Charles  Greville  had 
also  received  a  large  sum  from  a  sinecure 
place  abroad.    A  Mr.  Augustus  Sullivan 


had    recdved    68,000/.;     a    Mr.   King, 
39,000/.      According  to   his  calculations, 
these  seven  persons  had  received  no  leas 
than,  1,620,000/.  of  the  public  money,  from 
the  period  of  their  appointment  to  those 
offices  down  to  I8I6,  and  yet  this  formed 
but  a  small  part  of  the  sinecure  places  and 
pensions  which   existed  in   the  country, 
and   this   sum   represented    but  a    small 
part  of  what  was  paid  for   no-  services 
whatever.      The  Committee  of  the  13th 
of   June,   1809>  agreed    to  a  resolution 
to    the    following    effect: — ''That    it    is 
the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that  sine- 
cure offices,  and  offices  the  duties  of  which 
are  discharsed  by  deputy,  are  uniiecessary 
and  inexpedient  as  a  means  of  rewarding 
public  services."    And,  be  it  observed^  that 
this  was  the  opmion  of  a  Committee  con- 
sisting, for  the  greater  part,  of  Government 
officers  and  their  supporters.    A  Motion^ 
founded  upon  the  report  of  that  Committee, 
was  submitted  by  Mr.  Davies  Gilbert  Giddy, 
which  was  negatived ;  and  since  that  period 
the  question  had  never  been  fairly  brou^t 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House.  "Hie 
only  defence  that  he  had  heard  set  up 
in  favour  of  those  sinecure  places  was,  that 
his  Majesty  ought  to  have  it  in  his  power 
to  reward  the   services  of  persons  who 
had  deserved  well  of  their  country  by  long 
and  meritorious  exertions.     From  this  it 
would  appear  as  if  those  places  were  paid 
at  once  out  of  the  Exchequer ;  but  such 
was  not  the  case.     The  fact  was,  that  most 
of  those  emoluments  were  raised  in  the 
most  objectionable  manner.     They  were, 
in  a  great  measure,  raised  out  of  fees  and 
exactions  which  clogged  the    wheels    of 
justice,  and  to  which  suitors  in  our  Courts 
ought  never  to  have  been  subjected.    He 
would  mention  a  few  of  those  persons  who 
profited  by  those  fees,  and  he  begged  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  them  for  amoment. 
In  one  schedule  he  found  an  office  which 
he  understood  was  to  be  abolished — it  was 
that  of  Auditor  of  Land  Revenue  (  Sir  W. 
G.  Cooper),  3,300/.;  then  there  was  the 
auditorship  held  by  I.«ord  Grenville,  with  a 
salary  of  4,000/.     Then  there  was  the 
office  of  the  Teller  of  the  Exchequer,  with 
regard  to  which  he  could  not  let  the  oppor* 
tunity  pass  without  observing,  that  there 
was  an  individual  who  had,  on  one  ooca&on, 
stood  forward  to  meet   the   call  of  the 
country;  Lord  Camden  had  rengned  fees 
which  he  then  received,  to  the  amount 
of  23, ]  1 5/.  a-year.     Where  was  the  justifi- 
cation for  any  of  these  sinecure  offices^ 
Every  jdevice  had  been  employed  to  establish 
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offices  of  this  Idnd^  and  to  impose  fees; 
so  that  those  who  had  influence  enough  to 
get  the  offices  created  might  enjoy  the 
emoluments.  In  1782  the  Court  fees  had 
heen  regulated;  hut,  he  helieved,  fees  to 
the  amount  of  nearly  300,000/.  remained ; 
and  if  those  fees  had  heen  aholished  forth- 
with, what  an  amasing  savine  would  have 
been  made  to  the  country.  Ho  had  always 
desired  to  put  an  end  to  the  existence 
of  these  fees,  and  he  thought  it  was  a 
reproach  to  any  liberal  Govemmeiit  that 
the  country  should  now  be  paying  33,000/. 
in  the  army  Estimates  for  paying  our  own 
money  to  our  own  troops.  The  objection 
was  not  the  loss  of  the  money  alone,  but 
the  delay  that  was  needlessly  occasioned  — 
many  days  were  lost  in  attendance  at  offices 
to  pay  public  money,  and  pass  public  ac- 
counts. In  the  Court  of  Chancery  here 
there  were  several  useless  offices.  There 
was  one  office  held  by  Lord  Bathurst,  who 
received  1,610/.  a-year;  the  Clerk  of  the 
Patents  received  900/.  a-year ;  the  Clerk  of 
the  Pipe  968/.  a-year.  Then  there  was 
the  Clerk  of  the  Idiots—*  if  there  was  such 
an  office  in  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
punish  them  for  allowing  such  a  system,  it 
would  not  be  very  objectionable — there  was 
a  Clerk  of  Idiots,  an  office  held  by  Lord 
Thurlow,  who  received  9631. ;  and  then 
there  was  the  Secretary  to  the  Bankruptcy 
office,  who  received  5,720/.  a-year,  an  office 
also  held  by  Lord  Thurlow.  Again,  in  the 
Chanoexy  offices,  there  was  an  office  held 
by  Mr.  Buller,  who  received,  in  fees,  793/. 
a-year;  there  were  twenty-one  Cursitors, 
all  of. whom  performed  their  duties  by 
deputy,  and  who  received  6,404/.  a.year ; 
the  Clerk  of  the  Hanaper,  an  office  held  by 
two  young  ladies,  the  daughters  of  a  noble 
Earl,  who  received  2,070/.  a-year;  the 
Messenger  of  the  Great  Seal,  who  received 
994/-;  and  then  there  was  Lord  Ellen- 
borough,  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench,  who  received  7^905/. ;  then 
the  office  of  Custos  Brevium  was  held  by 
Lord  Kenyon,  who  received  4,986/. ;  and 
the  officer  of  the  Seal-office  in  the  Common 
Pleas  '  ( the  Duke  of  Grafton )  received 
2,286/L  Now,  the  question  for  considera- 
tion was,  whether  the  country  was  to 
continue  to  be  oppressed  and  borne  down 
by  the  payment  of  these  and  other  enormous 
sinecures?  The  time  would  soon  come 
when,  upon  ^n  explanation  of  the  finances 
and  resources  of  the  country,  they  would 
be  called  upon  to  reduce  Uie  number  of 
poor  industrious  persons  employed  under 
Goyerxunent— 'Were  they,  he  would  ask^  at 


the  same  time  to  continue  this  list  of  idle, 
and  useless,  and  expensive  pensioners?  But 
he  had  not  yet  got  through  his  list.  The 
Chancery  in  Scotland  was  in  a  similar 
state.  The  Earl  of  Rosslyn  held  an  office 
there,  and  received  1,712/.  a-year;  there 
was  the  Clerk  of  the  Chancery,  who  held 
the  office  as  trustee  for  the  children  of 
the  noble  Earl,  and  who  received  9251; 
there  was  the  Comptroller  of  Customs 
(Lord  Leven),  receiving  405/. ;  there  was 
a  Sir  S.  Grant,  holding  an  office  which 
brought  him  in  6O8/.  a-year;  Lord  Fred- 
erick Campbell  received  1,200/.  a-year ;  and 
Lord  Melville,  as  keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal, 
had  2,000/.  a-year.  Surely  it  was  time 
that  these  matters  were  inquired  into.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  such  a  wasteful  ex- 
penditure ought  not  to  be  tolerated  one 
moment  longer,  and  that  at  a  time  of 
such  dreadful  distress  and  suffering,  not  a 
shilling  of  the  public  money  ought  to  be 
unnecessarily  expended.  One  of  the  Resolu- 
tions of  which  he  had  given  notice  was, 
"  That  on  all  future  vacancies  of  sinecure 
offices,  or  offices  executed  by  deputy,  in  the 
naval,  military,  civile  and  colonial  service  of 
the  country,  no  new  appointments  shall  be 
made,  nor  any  salary,  allowances,  or  emolu- 
ments granted."  What  he  intended  by- 
this  was  to  save  the  salary  attached  to 
useless  offices;  but  where  offices  were  of 
an  honourable  nature  he  had  no  objection 
that  the  office  itself  should  remain,  as 
was  the  case  with  the  office  of  Admiral  of 
Scotland,  the  salary  of  which  had  been 
abolished,  but  the  right  was  preserved 
to  the  Crown  of  filling  up  the  situation. 
A  suggestion  had  however  been  made  to 
him  that  it  would  be  better  to  make  his 
Motion  more  general,  and  to  leave  out 
the  words  ''naval  and  military."  He  in- 
tended, therefore,  to  put  it  in  this  shape  — 
"  That  on  all  future  vacancies  of  sinecure 
offices,  at  home  and  abroad,  no  new  appoint- 
ment shall  be  made, "  &c.  His  second 
Resolution  was,  "  that  no  person  shall  re- 
ceive any  salary,  fee,  or  emolument  for  any 
office  to  which  he  shall  hereafter  be  ap- 
pointed, the  duties  of  which  are  or  shall  be 
executed  by  deputy."  The  principle  of 
that  Resolution  was  adopted  by  the  House, 
in  1822,  as  to  the  Receivers-General  and 
their  deputies,  and  a  saving  of  170,000/.  a- 
year  was  effiscted.  He  therefore  wished 
that  the  principle  then  acted  upon  sliould 
be  applied  to  all  offices,  and  that  the  public 
should  pay  no  more  for  the  discharge 
of  the  duties  than  their  deputies  were 
capable  of  doing  them  for.*^The  hon,  Gen^ 
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tieman  concluded  by  moTing  his  first  Re. 
solution. 

Lord  Altkorp  said^  that  with  respect  to 
the  substance  of  tbe  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member,  he  had  no  objection  to  it.    The 
principle  indeed  had  not  only  been  re- 
cognised in  that  House,  but  acted  upon  in 
a  ereat  many  instances.     Indeed  in  saying 
this,  he  must  take  the  opportunity  of  ob- 
serving, that  several  of  the  offices  '  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member  as  indicated  in 
the  Report  made  in  181 6,  had  been  entii^Iy 
abolished  since  that  time.     He  could  not 
at  this  moment  follow  the  hon.  Member 
through  all  the  instances  to  which  he  had 
referred,  but  he  would  mention  one  or  two. 
He  Was  surprised  at  the  reference  to  the 
office  held  by  Lord  Thurlow  in  the  Bank- 
ruptcy-office, for  in  the  Bill  of  the  year 
before  last  it  had  been  abolished.     It  was 
nearly  the  same  with  the  case  of  one  of 
the  offices  quoted  from  the  Courts  in  Scot- 
land, the  office  said  to  be  held  by  Lord  F. 
CampbelL     That  nobleman  had  been  dead 
for  a  great  number  of  years.     He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  House  would  not  think 
that  all  the  offices  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  yet  remained  in  existence.     Some 
few  indeed  remained,  but  most  of  those 
were  to  be  abolished  at  the  death  of  the 
present  holders.    As  to  the  second  Resolu- 
tion which  the  hon.  Member  had  read,  if 
it  were  confined  to  civil  and  colonial  offices, 
he  would  make  no  objection  to  it ;  and,  as 
his  noble  friend  behind  him  (Lord  Ebring- 
ton)  had  given  notice  of  a  motion  for  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  military  offices, 
the  hon.  Member  had  perhaps  better  not 
include  them  in  his  Motion,  the  more  espe- 
cially as  he  believed  that  the  Committee 
would  not  be  opposed  by  the  Grovernment. 
He  should^  indeed,  suggest  to  his  noble 
friend  to  add  Naval  Offices  to  those  re- 
specting which  he  was  about  to  move  for  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  treated  his  proposition  so  very  fairly, 
he  should  certainly  adopt  the  suggestion 
now  made  of  omitting  naval  and  militaiy 
officers  from  his  Motion. 

The  Motion  was  then  amended  thus— > 
"  That  in  all  future  vacancies  of  sinecure 
offices  in  the  Civil  and  Colonial  Service  of 
the  country,  no  new  appointment  shall  be 
made  with  any  salary,  fee,  or  emolument 
thereto  attached." 

Colonel  Daviet  observed,  that  the  very 
fair  manner  in  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
met  this  Motion  would  tend  most  power- 
fully to  restore  and  increase  the  confidence 
of  die  country  in  the  present  Govenunent. 


He  thou^t  there  was  one  point  which  bad 
been  overlooked  by  both  parties,  and  that 
was,  an  Act  of  Fvliament  (tbe  22nd  Geo. 
8rd,  c  75),  by  whidi  it  was  intended  to 
prevent  the  future  grant  of  any  patent 
offices  for  any  longer  time  than  they  should 
discharge  the  duties  thexeof  in   person. 
The  preamlde  of  the  Act  was  Uiis  :— 
Whereas,  the  practice  of  granting  offices 
in  his  Majest/s  colonies  and  idantationB 
in  America  and  the  West  Indies,  to  per* 
sons  resident  and  intending  to  reside  in 
Great  Britain  (in  consequence  Whereof 
such  offices  are  exercised 'by  deputy,  and 
have  frequently  been  farmed  out  to  the 
best  bidder),  hath  been  long  complained 
of  as  a  grievance  by  his  Majesty's  loyal 
subjects  in  those  psots,  who  have  been 
thereby  exposed  to  exactions  and  oppre»« 
sions,  as  well  as  to  inconveniences  arising 
from  neglect  of  duty ;  may  it  please  your 
Majesty  that  it  be  enacted — And  be  it 
enacted  by  the  King's  most  excellent  Ma- 
jesty, by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temponl,  and 
Commons  in  this  present  Parliament  as^ 
sembled,  and  by  the  authority  of  the 
same,   that,   from   henceforth,  no  office 
to  be  exercised  in  any  oolony  or  planta- 
tion, now  or  at  any  time  hereiufter,  belone- 
ing  to  the  Crown  of  Great  Britain,  dud] 
be  granted  or  grantable  by  patent,  for 
any  longer  time  than  during  such  time 
as  the  grantee  therepf,  or  person  appointed 
thereto,  shall  discharge  the  duty  thereof 
in  person,  and  behave  well  therein/     In 
the  Act  there  was  this  clause  >-*'  And  be 
it  further  enacted,  by  the  authority  afore- 
said, that  if  any  person  or  persons  holding 
such  office  shall  be  wilftiUy  absent  from 
the  colony  or  plantation  wherein  the  same 
is  or  ought  to  be  exercised,  without  a 
reasonable  cause  to  be  allowed  by  the 
Crovemor  and  Council,  for  the  time  being, 
of  such  colony  or  plantation,  or  shall  n^^ 
lect  the  duty  of  such  office,  or  otherwise 
misbehave  therein,  it  shall  and  may  be 
lawful  for  such  Governor  and  Council  to 
amove  such  person  or  persons  from  every 
or  any  such  office ;  and  in  case  any  person 
or  persons  so  amoved  shall  think  himself 
aggrieved  thereby,  it  shall  and  may  be 
lawful  to  and  for  such  person  or  persons 
to  appeal  therefrom,  as  in  other  cases  of 
app^,  from  such  oolony  or  plantation ; 
whereon  such  a  motion  shall  be  finally 
judged  of  and  determined  by  his  Majesty 
in  Council.'    If  such  were  the  law,  bow 
happened  it  that  so  many  persons  were 
allowed  to  hold  linecare  offices  in  the  colo- 
nies without  residence?    How  happened 
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it.  that  Mr*  Vfotcsj  Wyadliaiii  wu  in  tbe 
powsMton  of  two  offiooB  in  tbe  West  Indies, 
uf  tlm  Annual  tbIu«  of  4,600/.,  from  the 
pmod  of  1763  to  1616,  wiliiout  hnving 
been  compelled  to  reside  in  tbe  West  Indies, 
or  to  give  up  bis  pluoes?  Tben,  again, 
tbeia  was  Mr.  Sullivfw,  wbo  r^ceiv^  1  §00/. 
a«year  ts  Begtstrar  and  SeoretBry  of  Deme- 
ram,  and  was  allowed  to  reside  in  Engbind. 
Apisiy  as  to  the  esse  of  Mr.  Greville,  Clerk 
of  the  G)unGil  at  Tobago,  with  a  sala^r 
of  400/.  ai^year,  that  gentleman  did  not 
reside  in  tbe  colony ;  and  yet  no  steps  bad 
been  taken  to  abolub  this  office.  There 
was  also  tbe  ease  ci  ipy  Lord  Braybrooke, 
who  was  appointed  to  tbe  office  of  Pxovost 
Marshal  of  Jamaiea,  with  a  salary  of  2, 1 00/., 
when  ha  was  only  six  years  of  age ;  and 
who  did  not  visit  that  colony  until  be  bad 
attained  a  ytrj  advanced  period  of  li£e. 
Now,  if  tbe  law  be  bad  quoted  bad  been 
enforced.  Lord  Braybrooke  would  not  have 
received  one  shilling  until  he  went  to 
Jamaica^  Again,  tl^re  was  tbe  cose  of 
Lord  Cbatbam,  as  Governor  of  Gibraltar, 
who,  though  be  never  went  near  tbe  plaep, 
received  3,400/.  a^year*  AU  these  cases 
were  contrary  to  the  Act  o(  Parliament, 
and  yet  no  steps  were  taken  to  ^i^ce  it. 

Lord  AUkorp,  with  refereuice  to  tbe  ob-^ 
servationsof  the  gallant  Colonel,  remarked, 
that  in  the  first  case  to  wbi^h  be  bad  aU 
luded—- that  of  Mr.  Wjmdbam^^the  ap-r 
pointment  was  made  b^ore  the  Act  was 
passed,  and  thero&re  waf  notafiepted  by 
it ;  in  tbe  nezt^Htbat  of  Mr.  Sullivan,  at 
Demerara-^tha  office  bad  beim  aboli«bed 
by  the  present  Administration ;  and  as  to 
Mr.  Grevilla,  that  gentleman  bad  held  two 
offices — one  of  these  bad  tba  salary  paid 
in  London ;  tbe  Government,  acting  on  tbe 
principle  referred  to  by  tbe  bon.  member 
for  Middlesex,  aiid  on  that  of  tbe  Act  in 
cjuestion,  bad  stopped  tbe  payment  of  tbe 
aalary'*  It  was  true  that  the  gentleman 
had  been  absent  from  tbe  personal  dis- 
charge of  the  duties  of  tbe  other  offiee, 
but  then  he  was  absent  on  le4ve  regularly 
obtained. 

Sir  Akxander  Hope  exiHi^essed  bis  sada*- 
fa^tkm  at  the  mannfar  in  which  the  Govenii- 
ment  bad  met  this  question.  All  that  tbe 
army  wanted  was  such  honouia  and  rewards 
for  actual  servieas  aa  tbe  country  tbouj^t 
fit  to  beaiow.  The  military  profession 
asked  for  ndther  ttneeures  nor  unmerited 
penaiona*  Indeed,  the  taunts  which  were 
semetiniea  thrown  out  against  the  army, 
ehargmg  them  witb  pbinaering  tbe  people 
of  thair  aKmey  and  luxuriating  in  aiaecures, 
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honourable  men,  who  bad  spent  tbeir  lives 
from  tbeir  youths  upwards  in  tbe  arduous 
smrvice  of  their  country,  than  could  be  com- 
pensated by  any  emoluments,  however 
large.  In  tbe  army  there  were  but  few 
^iaes,  and  to  have  those  priaes  tarnished 
made  them  worse  than  valueless.,  All  that 
tbe  army  desired  was  a  fair  and  just  and 
honourable  inquiry.  If  they  were  entitled 
to  nothing,  let  them  have  nothing ;  but  if, 
on  tbe  contrary,  tbe  country  felt  that  tbe 
men  who  had  spent  then*  strength  and 
risked  their  existence  for  the  maintenance 
of  its  honour,  the  extension  of  its  glory, 
and  tbe  security  of  its  commerce,  were 
entitled  both  to  honour  and  to  pecuniary 
reward,  let  it  not  be  bestowed  witb  taunt 
and  contumely,  but  in  a  spirit  which  be- 
came a  nation  worthy  of  such  services. 
Tbe  offiicers  of  the  army  wished  not  to  be 
confounded  with  those,  if  such  there  were, 
who  had  distinction  and  public  money  for 
doing  nothing.  Better  would  it  be  for  tbe 
army,  rather  than  be  so  mixed  up,  to  be  de- 
prived of  all  reward,  whether  honorary  or 
other — ^better,  far  better,  for  tbe  army  to 
make  any  pecuniaiy  sacrifices  than  to  lose 
its  name  and  its  fame  from  being  shown 
under  false  colours,  andmlnsled  with  those 
who  had  neither  worked  n)r  what  tbey 
had  got  nor  suffered  for  what  tbey  had 
received. 

Captain  Fori^  observed,  tba^  tbe  navy 
bad  no  fear  of  inquiry,  but  was  anxious  to 
be  placed  in  a  fair  position  before  the 
country,  and  to  have  its  daims  examined. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  tbe  noble  Lord 
would  deal  fairly  by  tbe  navy  as  well  as 
by  tbe  army ;  but  be  waa  sure  that  if  re- 
wards were  to  be  doled  out  by  tbe  House 
of  Commons,  tbey  would  be  conferred  in 
a  more  lavish  and  a  more  expensive  manner 
to  the  country  than  if  they  were  Wt  in 
tbe  bands  of  tbe  Crown,  for  a  popular 
assembly  like  that  was  more  likely  to  be 
acted  upon  by  strong  feeUngs,  whenever  a 
case  came  before  it  well  and  eloquently 
r^Kcsented*  He  wished  the  navy,  in  re-, 
spect  to  sinecures,  to  be  treated  in  tbe 
same  way  aa  tbe  army. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr..  Hume  then  addressed  tbe  House 
vritb  reference  to  Colonial  apixnntments, 
most  of  which  were  served*  by  deputy,  and 
were  thus  sinecure  offices.  Besides  this, 
no  person  in  this  country  knew  anything 
about  even  tbe  vacancies  in  tbe  Colonial 
Departaoent  till  be  beard  of  their  being 
filled  up,  and  most  generally  it  turned  out 
that  tbe  peracws  af^iated  were  ao  totally 
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been  allowed,  by  previous  notice  of  the 
intended  appointment,  to  consider  its  pro- 
priety, the  appointment  would  infallibly 
have  been  negatived.  It  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  Hume),  Uiat  the  intended  appointment 
ought  to  be  gazetted,  so  that  every  oppor- 
tunity might  be  ^ven  for  examining  into 
the  claimant's  efficiency.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, after  some  further  observations  on  the 
.system  of  Colonial  appointments,  moved 
his  second  Resolution,  "  That  no  person 
should  receive  salary  or  emoluments  from 
any  place  which  he  fills  by  deputy."  . 

Lord  Sandon  confirmed  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  as  to  the 
unfitness  of  many  persons  for  the  appoint- 
ments  which  they  received*  Sir  George 
Murray  had  stated,  and  from  his  connexion 
with  a  former  Administration,  he  well 
knew,  that  many  persons  were  sent  out  to 
Canada  who  were  sJtogether  unqualified  for 
their  situations.  He  hoped  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  would  be  adopted. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  he  should  not  object 
to  the  Motion*  With  regard  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex, 
he  would  not  pledge  himself  to  its  adoption, 
but  he  thought  it  worthy  of  consideration. 

The  Resolution  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  in  explanation  of  the  next  Motion 
which  he  had  to  propose.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite,  had,  on  a  former  occasion,  said, 
that  as  it  was  not  delicate  that  his  Majes- 
ty's Ministers  should  inquire  into  their  own 
salaries  and  those  of  their  colleagues,  the 
duty  should  be  delegated  to  a  Committee, 
and  that  it  should  be  the  duty  of  Ministers 
to  act  with  respect  to  the  salaries  as  the 
Committee  should  suggest.  Now,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  noUe  Lord,  whether 
there  was  any  regulation  by  which  all  ap- 
pointments should,  in  the  same  manner, 
be  viewed  as  subject  to  qualification  and 
alteration  as  to  their  duties  and  emoluments  ? 
If  any  such  reguhtion  had  been  adopted, 
his  present  Motion  would  have  been  un- 
necessary ;  but  if  not,  he  thought  it  was 
proper  to  mark  the  intention  of  the  House 
to  follow  up  the  example  which  his  Majies- 
ty's  Ministers  had  shown  with  respeet  to 
their  own  salaries,  and  that  individuals  who 
held  situations  should  hold  them  subject  to 
such  alterations  as  should  be  deemed  expe- 
dient, as  had  been  the  case  with  respect  to 
the  Bishopric  of  Derry.  He  moved  "  That 
all  offices  filled  up  aflfcer  this  date,  in  any 
D^artment  under  the  Crown,  civil,  mili. 
tary,  naval,  or  colonial,  shall  be  subject  to 
sudi  alterations  as  to  duties,  and  to  such 
deductions  and  alterations  as  to  salaiy  and 


emoluments/as  his  Majesty,  by  the  advice  of 
his  Ministers  shall  m&e,  without  the  per- 
sons so  appointed  having  any  claim  iior 
compensation  or  allowance  for  such  alter- 
ations." 

Lord  AUhorp  objected  to  this  Motion, 
because  he  considered  it  not  only  unneces- 
sary, but  as  calline  into  questi<m  the  ex^ 
istent  powers  of  .Cn)vemment,  who,  as  it 
was,  had  power  to  make  every  deduction 
and  modification  they  thought  advisable; 
and  he  himself  had  acted  upon  this  power 
in  several  important  instances.  The  hon. 
Member's  suggestion  assumed,  that  Govern- 
ment had  not  that  power  with  respect  to 
offices  now  in  existence. 

Mr.  Cuilar  Fergtuson  said,  if  the  power 
was  now  existing  it  was  unnecessary ;  and, 
if  not,  he  objected  to  giving  such  an  arbi- 
traxy  new  power  to  the  House.  It  would 
be  impossible  to  say  to  what  extent  it  might 
be  carried.  In  either  case  he  hoped  his 
hon.  friend  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  Hume  was  happy  to  hear  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord.  .  He  would  just 
put  one  question  to  him,  and  if  the  answer 
were  equally  satisfactory,  the  Resolution 
should  be  readily  withdrawn.  This  was 
with  respect  to  the  patent  offices.  Suppose 
one  of  the  Judges  was,  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, allowed  a  salary  of  5,000^  a^ear, 
would  the  noble  Lord  say,  that  this  could 
be  influenced  other  than  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ?  If  the  answer  were  in  the  affirm- 
ative, he  would  gladly  withdraw  bis  Motioa, 
perfectly  satisfied,  with  the  hon.  Member, 
that  it  would  then  be  unneoessitty. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  aware  the  Judges.*  salaries 
were  fixed  by  Act  of  Pariiament. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Tbial  of  Offbncbs  in  Ibelamd.] 
Sir  John  Hobhouse  moved  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  the  House  resolvine  itself  into 
Committee  on  the  Trial  of  Ounces  (Ire- 
land) Bill 

Mr.  OtConnM  said,  that  the  discussion 
cf  the  principle  of  this  Bill  had  been  post- 
poned on  the  understanding  that  it  should 
be  taken  on  the  question  of  going  into 
Committee.  He  therefore  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  his  rea- 
sons for  proposing  this  measure. 

Sir  John  //oAAoiMe- acknowledged  that 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Grentlenian  said 
was  true,  and  he  should  endeavour,  however 
imperfectly,  to  assign  reasons  why  this  Bill 
should  pass.  The  Government  asked  for 
this  Bill  on  the  same  grounds  as  those 
which  induced  the  House  to  pass  the  ktQ 
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Coerdon  Bill  as  it  had  been  called,  bat 
which  he  would  call  Pacificatioii  Bill,  for  it 
was  a  Bill,  to  tranquillize  Ireland.  This 
was  not  a  new  measure,  for  a  similar  Act 
had  passecb  in  the  reign  of  Geoige  3rd,  and 
the  preamble  and  many  of  the  clauses  of 
the  present  were  the  same  as  in  that  Bill, 
He  thought  it  was  hardly  necessary  for 
him  to  enter  into  particulars,  for  the  elabo- 
rate speech  whidi  had  been  made  on  the 
state  of  Ireland  by  his  predecessor  must 
have  fully  satisfied  the  House  that  justice 
could  not  be  impartially  administered  in 
Ireland.  Such  a  thing  as  a  fair  trial  was 
probably  unknown.  The  Bill,  therefore, 
proceeded  upon  the  impossibility  of  obtain- 
ing a  competent  and  fair  trial  for  offenders. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  list  of  Jurors  who 
had  been  deterred  by  intimidations  from 
the  discharge  of  their  duty.  One  person 
connected  with  a  newspaper  received  a 
notice  that  if  he  served  as  a  Juror  in  the 
county  of  Kilkenny,  and  a  single  Whiteboy 
was  punished  in  consequence  of  his  verdict, 
he  must  prepare  for  death.  . 

Mr.  OConneU:  When  was  this  notice 
served  on  the  party  ? 

Sir  John  Hobhoufe:  On  March  I9. 

Mr.  OC&nndl:  Do  you  go  back  to 
March,  I8I9,  for  cases? 

Sir  John  Hothouse  :  Certainly  not.  The 
case  he  referred  to  occurred  on  March  19, 
in  the  present  year.  He  was  not  so  igno- 
rant of  events  that  had  lately  happened, 
and  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Members  own 
exploits,  as  to  refer  back  to  so  distant  a 
period  as  the  year  181 9.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  list  of  a  variety  of  similar  cases 
which  he  would  mention  if  the  House 
desired  it.  •  The  right  hon.  Baronet  accord, 
ingly  proceeded  to  mention  several  other 
cases  smular  to  those  of  which  so  many  were 
quoted  by  Lord  Althorp  and  Mr.  Stanley, 
on  introducing  the  Suppression  of  Disturb- 
ances BiU,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the 
system  of  terror  and  intimidation  whidi 
still  prevailed  in  Ireland,  and  the  effect  of 
-whidi  was  entirely  to  prevent  the  adminis- 
tiadon  of  justice  in  that  country.  He 
learned,  by  a  communication  he  had  received 
from  Ireland,  that  the  present  plan  of  the 
Whitefeet.  was  not  to  &ter  witnesses  from 
comtog  forwardj  but  to  order  them  to  at- 
tend at  the  Asrises  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
such  evidence  as  they  (the  Whitefeet)  might 
think  fit.  He  had  idso  an  affidavit  to  the 
effect  that  money  had  been  collected  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  the  acquittal  of  per^ 
sons  charged  with  outrages,  and  that  Mr. 
Maurice  Keid,  a  Magistrate  of  Kilkenny^ 

bad  xecciycd  so  nany  threatening  letters 


that,  in  complianoe  with  the  wishes  of  his 
friends,  he  had  left  Ireland,  and  was  now 
residing  in  England.  In  addition  to  these, 
ic  was  a  well-known  fact  that  many  Petty 
Jurors  were  under  the  necessity  of  carrying 
arms  in  self-defence.  In  Westmeath,  thirty 
persons  had  been  bailed  by  respectable  per- 
sons, who  had  been  forced  to  such  a  mea- 
sure, in  order  to  protect  themselves  against 
the  attacks  of  the  Whitefeet.  The  case 
was  the  same  in  Tipperary;  but  he  was 
quite  sure  it  was  unnecessary  to  multiply 
instances.  These  were  the  circumstances 
which  made  it  absolutely  necessary  to  pass 
the  present  BiU,  in  winch  there  was  no- 
thing to  which  any  body,  who  had  the  sub- 
stantial ends  of  justice  at  heart,  could 
object.  It  was  not  proposed  to  give  the 
power  of  changing  the  venue  either  to  the 
prosecutor  or  defendant  in  any  case,  but  to 
the  Court  befoiQp  which  the  cause  came  to 
be  tried ;  and  there  were  certain  clauses  to 
be  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
for  the  payment  of  the  expenses  of  those 
parties  whose  trials  were  removed  to  a  dis- 
tance from  their  own  counties.  If  any 
further  justification  of  the  measure  were 
wanted,  he  might  mention  that  it  had  re- 
ceived the  approbation  of  Lord  Cloncuny, 
than  whom  Ireland  did  not  boast  a  better 
patriot,  nor  ever  a  better  friend. 

Mr.  CtConnell  denied,  that  any  case  had 
been  made  out  to  justify  such  a  Bill,  and 
he  would  move  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  in  order  to  ascertain  if 
it  were  necessary  that  it  should  be  passed. 
After  the  change  which  had  lately  taken 
place  in  the  Insh  Secretaryship, '  he  had 
hoped  that  he  should  not  have  any  occasion 
to  reply  to  personal  attacks ;  but  this  ex- 
pectation, he  was  sorry  to  say,  had  been 
disappointed.  The  right  hon.  Banmet  had 
talked  of  his  (Mr.  O'ConneU's)  exploits. 
Now  he  begged  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  they  had  not  been  shifting  and 
changeable,  but  consistent  and  of  a  uniform 
character.  But  dismissing  this  topic,  he 
would  ask  the  House  whether  there  had 
ever  been  made  such  an  attempt  to  trample 
on  the  constitutional  rights  of  Ireland  as 
had  been  ventured  on  that  night  ?  Were 
they  prepared,  on  the  strength  of  sndi 
documents  as  had  been  produced  by  the 
right  hon.  Secretary,  on  his  simple  idlega. 
tion  indeed  to  interrupt  the  usual  course 
of  justice  in  Ireland?  If  there  had  not 
been  the  utmost  readiness  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  pass  such  a  Bill,  it  would  never 
have  been  introduced.  Never  before  had 
such  a  measure  been  brought  forward  upon 
such  groundsi  or  suppcvted  by  sack  fisMitof 
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The  light  bon.  Bunmet  talked  of  doiiig 
jiutioe  to  the  people  of  Ireland^  and  yet  he 
took  the  Iriih  peaiant  from  the  place  of  his 
hiith,  and  earned  him  to  a  place  far  dtstant 
from  where  alone  he  could  procure  evidence 
to  his  character  and  means  of  hia  defence^ 
to  be  tried,  and  of  course  punished.  The 
very  fact  of  an  application  on  the  part  of 
the  Crown  to  change  the  renue  was  suffi*- 
cient  to  prejudice  any  man's  case.  These 
Jurors  wWd  naturally  say— this  is  one  of 
the  Whitefeett  wlto  have  terrified  the  Mi^ 
gistnttes  and  Jurors  of  his  native  country ; 
but  we  will  show  him  that  we  are  not  to 
be  so  intimidated.  He  had  had  more  ex- 
perience in  criminal  cases  than  almost  any 
man  in  Ireland,  and  he  could  assert,  that 
from  many  difficulties  in  procuring  wit* 
nesses,  a  man's  fate  depended  more  upon 
bis  character  than  upon  anything  else.  This 
was  often  owing  to  the  conduct  of  the  Coun- 
sel on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  and  yet  this 
Bill  would  remove  an  accused  person  from 
the  only  fdace  where  he  could  establish  bis 
ebancter.  One  of  the  clauses  to  be  intro- 
duced, it  was  true,  provided  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  eiqienses  of  a  prisoner's  wit. 
nesKS,  and  he  should  therefore  say  no  more 
upon  this  part  of  the  subject  at  present,  but 
he  would  assort  again,  that  no  irrounds 
whatever  eidsted  for  passing  the  BiU.  He 
defied  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  bring  for- 
ward a  siD^  instance  where  the  course  of 
justice  had  been  impeded  by  injuring  Jury- 
men* The  B^fKvt  of  the  Committee  of 
183S,  <3i  which  Sir  Henry  Pamell  had  been 
Chairman^  had  set  fimrth  that  no  Juryman, 
up  to  August  in  that  year,  had  ever  received 
any  notice  whatever.  He  (Mr.  O'Connell) 
would  go  further,  and  aay*  that  in  the  pro- 
secution of  the  Whitefeet,  fknty^i^t  out 
of  forty-nine  had  been  convicted,  and  in 
every  insiamce  the  Jurymen  bad  returned 
to  their  places  of  residence  without  any  in- 
terruptum  or  molestation  whatever*  There 
was  no  reason  for  making  sucb  an  inroad 
on  the  Constitution  of  Ireland.  In  the 
yearn  I766  and  1776>  Jurors  had  been 
injured,  and  ootnges  had  been  committed; 
but  nothing  of  this  sort  had  occurred  re- 
cently, and  therefore  the  Bill  was  totally 
uncalled  for*  The  ri|;ht  hon.  Seo^etary 
bad  refixred  to  a  similar  Bill  which  had 
Ibmierly  passed ;  but  was  he  avane  that  the 
Act  to  which  he  alluded,  and  which  was 
directedagainstthe  north  of  Ireland;  was  a 
eompleie  failure  ?  The  Government  even 
shrunk  from  carrying  it  into  effibct ;  but 
it  waa  a  had  preoedeot,  worthy  to  be  follow- 
ed OB  the  pnssent  oocaaioa  t  All  h^  asked 


for  was,  that  b  Select  Committee  should  be 
appointed,  with  a  &w  friends  of  Ireland 
among  its  memben,  and  he  would  answer 
fot  it-  that  they  would  prove  that  no  neoesstly 
eadsted  for  the  Bill.  He  begged  Ministers  to 
reflect  upon  the  effects  which  their  treatment 
of  Ireland  bad  upon  their  foieignpolicy.  For 
the  sake  of  Poland  th^  dared  not  interfintt, 
for  Russia  would  point  out  to  them  the 
state  of  Ireland.  They  dared  not  quaml 
with  France  until  they  had  conciliated  Ire- 
land. He  warned  them,  as  he  had  frequently 
done  before,  unfortunately  without  eflfect 
but  not  without  the  results  which  he  hod 
predicted  having  arrived,  that  the  measure 
would  have  the  most  fatal  effects  on  the 
feelings  of  the  Irish  people.  The  bon.  and 
learned  member  concluded  by  moving  bis 
Amendment. 

The  SoUciior  General  had  no  hesitatimi 
in  opposing  the  Amendment  of  the  bon. 
and  leamd  member  for  Dublin,  What 
was  it  which  the  hon.  Member  had  ao  much 
reprobated?  It  might  be  supposed  that  it 
was  the  most  tyrannical  code  ever  pnmoaed 
for  enslaving  an  unfortunate  people.  From 
the  learned  Gentlemui's  observations,  one 
would  really  imagiQe,  that  it  was  proposed 
that  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland  should  be 
shipped  off  and  tried  in  some  remote  oomer 
ofthej;Iobe«  But  whfU  did  the  Bill  amount 
to?  To  thu,  and  this  only:«*-4hat  if  it 
shouldappear  tothe  satisfaotionof  die  Judm 
of  the  Court  of  King^s  Bench  in  Ireland,  U)e 
regular  oonstitotioiMl  tribunal  of  the  coun- 
try, that  thero  could  not  be  a  fair  trial  in 
the  county  in  which  an  offence  was  com- 
mitted, they  might  direct  the  trial  to  take 
place  in  the  next  adjoining  county,  or  in 
the  city  of  Dublin.  Applicatioa  fax  the 
removal  of  the  trial  might  be  made  either 
by  the  accused,  or  the  prosecutor;  and 
every  expense  incurred  by  the  prfsooer^  in 
the  conveyance  of  his  witnesses  to  the 
place  appointed  by  the  Court,  would  be 
paid.  It  seemed  to  him»  then,  that  this 
Bill,  so  £sr  from  pr^udgiog  the  case  of  a 
prifloner,  tended  <m}y  to  give  him  a  fair  and 
impartial  trial;  and  for  that  jreasoa  he 
should  give  it  his  decided  support.  The 
Bill  which  latdy  passed  the  Hous^  he  felt 
himself  compelled  tp  support,  most  re- 
luctantly,  because  it  went,  in  certain  rasas, 
to  supersede  the  Trial  by  Jury,  and  to  es- 
tablish unconstitutional  Uibunals.  But  the 
present  Bill  would  tend  to  make  those  un« 
constitutional  tribunals  umiecesMUry«  and 
would  continue  the  Trial  by  Jury,  aeooid- 
ing  to  the  ancient  law  of  the  kingdov. 

The  boo*  «nd  learned  monber  hi  DuUio 
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Coetcioii  Bill  83  it  had  been  called,  bat 
which  he  would  call  Pacifieation  Bill,  for  it 
was  a  Bill,  to  tranquillize  Ireland.  This 
was  not  a  new  measure,  for  a  similar  Act 
had  passed  in  the  reign  of  Geoi^  Srd,  and 
the  preamble  and  many  of  the  clauses  of 
the  present  were  the  same  as  in  that  Bill, 
He  thought  it  was  hardly  necessary  for 
him  to  enter  into  particulars,  for  the  elabo- 
rate speech  which  had  been  made  on  the 
state  of  Ireland  by  his  predecessor  must 
have  fully  satisfied  the  House  that  justice 
could  not  be  impartially  administered  in 
Ireland.  Such  a  thing  as  a  fair  trial  was 
probably  unknown.  The  Bill,  therefore, 
proceeded  upon  the  impossibility  of  obtain- 
ing a  competent  and  fair  trial  for  offenders. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  list  of  Jurors  who 
had  been  deterred  by  intimidations  from 
the  discharge  of  their  duty.  One  person 
connected  with  a  newspaper  received  a 
notice  that  if  he  served  as  a  Juror  in  the 
county  of  Kilkenny,  and  a  single  Whiteboy 
was  punished  in  consequence  of  his  verdict, 
he  must  prepare  for  death.  • 

Mr.  OConneU:  When  was  this  notice 
served  on  the  party  ? 

Sir  John  Hobhouse;  On  March  19* 

Mr.  OCmneU:  Do  you  go  back  to 
March,  1819,  for  cases? 

Sir  John  Hobhouse  :  Certainly  not.  The 
case  he  referred  to  occurred  on  March  19, 
in  the  present  year.  He  was  not  so  igno- 
rant of  events  that  had  lately  happened, 
and  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  s  own 
exploits,  as  to  refer  back  to  so  distant  a 
period  as  the  year  1819-  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  list  of  a  variety  of  similar  cases 
which  he  would  mention  if  the  House 
desired  it.  -  The  right  hon.  Baronet  accord, 
ingly  proceeded  to  mention  several  other 
cases  similar  to  those  of  which  so  many  were 
quoted  by  Lord  Althorp  and  Mr.  Stanley, 
on  introducing  the  Suppression  of  Disturb- 
ances BUI,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the 
system  of  terror  and  intimidation  which 
still  prevailed  in  Ireland,  and  the  effect  of 
which  was  entirely  to  prevent  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  that  country.  He 
learned,  by  a  communication  he  had  received 
from  Ireland,  that  the  present  plan  of  the 
Whitefeet  was  not  to  deter  witnesses  from 
coming  forward,  but  to  order  them  to  at« 
tend  at  the  Asnses  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
such  evidence  as  they  (the  Whitefeet)  might 
•think  fit.  He  had  also  an  affidavit  to  the 
effect  that  money  had  been  collected  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  tlie  acquittal  of  per- 
sons charged  with  outrages,  and  that  Mr. 
Maurice  Reid,  a  Mag^trate  of  Kilkenny^ 

bad  received  so  wmj  tfareateaing  letters 


that,  in  compliance  with  the  wishes  of  his 
friends,  he  had  left  Ireland,  and  was  now 
residing  in  England.  In  addition  to  these, 
ic  was  a  well-loiown  fact  that  many  Petty 
Jurors  were  under  the  necessity  of  carrying 
arms  in  self-defence.  In  Westmeath,  thirty 
persons  had  been  bailed  by  respectable  per* 
sons,  who.  had  been  forced  to  such  a  mea- 
sure, in  order  to  protect  themselves  against 
the  attacks  of  the  Whitefeet.  The  case 
was  the  same  in  Tipperary;  but  he  was 
quito  sure  it  was  unnecessary  to  multiply 
instances.  These  were  the  circumstances 
which  made  it  absolutely  necessary  to  pass 
the  present  Bill,  in  wluch  there  was  no- 
thing to  which  any  body,  who  had  the  sub- 
stantial ends  of  justice  at  heart,  could 
object.  It  was  not  proposed  to  give  the 
power  of  changing  the  venue  either  to  the 
prosecutor  or  defendant  in  any  case,  but  to 
the  Court  befoisp  which  the  cause  came  to 
be  tried  ;  and  there  were  certain  clauses  to 
be  introduced  fot  the  purpose  of  providing 
for  the  payment  of  the  expenses  of  those 
parties  whose  trials  were  removed  to  a  dis- 
tance from  their  own  counties.  If  any 
further  justification  of  the  measure  were 
wanted,  he  might  mention  that  it  had  re- 
ceived the  approbation  of  Lord  Cloncuny, 
than  whom  Ireland  did  not  boast  a  better 
patriot,  nor  ever  a  bettor  friend. 

Mr.  QConneU  denied,  that  any  case  had 
been  made  out  to  justify  such  a  BiU,  and 
he  would  move  that  the  Bill  be  refetred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  in  order  to  ascertain  if 
it  were  necessary  that  it  should  be  passed. 
After  the  change  which  had  lately  taken 
place  in  the  Insh  Secretar3rship,  -  he  had 
hoped  that  he  should  not  have  any  occasion 
to  reply  to  personal  attacks;  but  this  ex- 
pectation, he  was  sorry  to  say,  had  been 
disappointed.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
talked  of  his  (Mr.  O'Connell's)  exploits. 
Now  he  begged  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  they  had  not  been  shifting  and 
changeable,  but  consistent  and  of  a  uniform 
character.  But  dismissing  this  topic,  he 
would  ask  the  Housa  whether  there  had 
ever  been  made  such  an  attempt  to  trample 
on  the  constitutional  rights  of  Ireland  as 
had  been  ventured  on  uat  night  ?  Were 
they  prepared,  on  the  strength  of  such 
documents  as  had  been  produced  by  the 
right  hon.  Secretary,  on  his  simple  allega- 
tion indeed  to  interrupt  the  usual  course 
of  justice  in  Ireland?  If  there  had  not 
been  the  utmost  readiness  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  pass  such  a  Bill,  it  would  never 
have  been  introduced.  Never  before  had 
such  a  measure  been  brought  forward  upon 
such  grounds^  or  support^  by  such  biM  i 
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Secretary  to-night  proved  that  the  qrstem 
of  intimidation  still  prevailed^  and,  there* 
fore,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  conceiTe  upon  what 
grounds,  or  upon  what  principle,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Memher  objected  to  a  Bill, 
which  would  extend,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
the  people  of  Ireland,  the  benefit  of  the 
Trial  by  Jury,  instead  of  subjecting  them 
to  the  more  summary  and  severe  process  of 
a  Court-martial.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  before  referred  to  the  proposi- 
tion made  during  the  American  war,  to 
bring  culprits  to  trial  from  America  to  Eng- 
land ;  but  what  parallel  was  there  between 
the  two  cases  ?  The  operation  of  this  Bill 
was  confined  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
courts  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  complained  of  the  hardship 
of  trying  a  man  before  strangers ;  but  were 
the  inhabitants  of  Dublin  strangers  ?  Were 
they  foreigners  ?  Were  they  not  Irishmen, 
and  had  they  not  the  sympathies  of  Irish, 
men  ?  This  must  be  so,  and  he  was  sure 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  did  his  consti- 
tuents injustice.  He  would  only  remind 
the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Dublin, 
before  he  sat  down,  that  many  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  opposed  the  Suppression  of  Dis- 
turbances Bill,  supported  this  Bill.  The 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Monaghan, 
for  instance,  highly  approved  of  it,  and  con- 
sidered that  it  might  have  an  excellent 
efiect,  and  render  it  altogether  unnecessary 
to  call  into  operation  the  powers  of  the 
Coercive  Bill;  for  even  when  a  district  was 
disturbed,  it  did  not  necessarily  follow  that 
Courts-martial  shall  be  established. 

Mr.  CuUar  Fergusson  said,  he  knew  of 
no  case  in  which  the  venue  was  changed 
except  at  the  desire  of  the  prisoner.  There 
was  no  instance  of  its  being  changed  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown.  He  regretted  that  the 
Court-martial  dause  had  passed  at  all. 
Such  a  Bill  as  this  might  have  rendered  it 
quite  unnecessary.  He  was  prepared  to 
oppose  the  changing  of  the  venue  to  the 
eity  of  Dublin,  on  account  of  the  manner 
in  which  Juries  were  appointed. 

The  SoUcUor  General  said,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  upon  application  the  venue  would 
be  chansed  at  the  desire  of  the  prosecutor. 

Sir  Jame»  Scarlett  said,  there  was  a 
statute  which  enabled  the  prosecutor  to  have 
a  trial  in  the  next  county. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  he  did  not  mean  to 
oppose  the  Bill.  He  believed  there  was  no 
instance  of  the  venue  being  changed  in  cases 
of  felony  at  the  sug^stion  of  the  prose- 
cutor. At  the  same  time,  he  did  not  mean 
to  layi  that  a  power  to  do  that  should  not 


be  given  to  the  prosecutor  in  Iidand,  sub- 
ject to  the  approbation  of  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench. 

Mr.  AgUonby  supported  the  Bill.  He 
might  be  disposed  in  the  Committee  to  vote 
affainst  the  venue  being  changed  to  the  city 
ra  Dublin. 

Mr.  Sinclair  supported  the  Bill.  He 
was  a  friend  to  Ireland,  and  as  much  dis- 
posed as  any  man  to  maintain  her  liberties. 
He  heard  nothing  which  could  induce  him 
to  vote  against  the  BilL 

Mr.  Maurice  O'Connell  said,  that  for 
three  hundred  years  this  parrot  cry  of  friend- 
ship to  slaves  was  repeated  in  the  West 
Indies,  as  it  was  now  with  respect  to  Ire: 
land.  Such  professions  of  friendship  were 
nothing  but  slang  and  cant.  The  fiiend- 
ship  of  Eneland  to  Ireland  had  invariably 
shown  itseu  in  coercion.  Not  a  single 
case  of  intimidation  had  been  produced  to 
justify  this  Bill,  except  one,  founded  upon 
anon3rmous  information.  He  admitted  that 
as  fair  and  impartial  a  Jury  might  be  had 
in  Dublin  as  in  any  part  of  the  empire  if  the 
Juries  were  struck  in  a  different  manner. 

Sir  Robert  IngUs  thought  it  quite  im- 
proper in  the  member  for  Tralee  to  charge 
his  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Sinclair)  with  the  use 
of  cant  and  slang.  He  protested  against 
the  use  of  such  hmgaage  in  that  House. 

Mr.  Maurice  OConneU  spoke  generally 
of  professions,  which  he  must  consider, 
looking  into  the  result  as  hypocritical ;  and 
he  meant  nothing  personally  offensive  to 
the  member  for  CaiUiness. 

Mr.  Sinclair  expressed  himself  satisfied 
with  the  explanation. 

Mr.  OlJwyer  opposed  the  Bill,  and  ex- 
pressed his  astonishment  at  a  proposition  to 
subject  all  Ireland  to  Dublin  Juries.  The 
Jury  system  there  was  full  of  vices.  An 
instance  in  point  was  this:  an  Alderman 
was  using  insulting  language  to  the  King, 
and,  on  being  remonstrated  with,  replied, 
''  you  may  prosecute  me  if  you  like,  but  if 
it  was  even  for  treason,  I  am  sure  of  get- 
ting a  Jury  to  acquit  me."  Indeed,  'mtea 
it  happened  that  the  Attorney  General  had 
a  quarrel  with  the  Corporation  he  could 
get  no  conviction  whatever. 

Mr.  HiU  thought  the  last  speaker  had 

f' ven  an  undeniable  reason  for  passing  the 
ill,  for  if  it  were  a  law,  and  an  Aldermaa 
should  speak  treason,  or  the  Attorney 
General  have  a  quarrel  with  the  Corpora- 
tion, the  venue  might  be  changed,  and 
the  Alderman  might  finjd  the  experiment 
hazardous,  and  the  Corporation  might  find 
it  dangerous  to  obstruct  the  course  of  tho 
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lair.  His  object^  however,  in  rising,  was 
to  express  the  feelings  he  entertained  at 
bearing  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Dublin,  and  those  who  supported  himj 
constantly  throwing  out  irritating  expres- 
sions against  En^ish  Members ;  who, 
whatever  might  be  said  of  their  justice, 
certainly  deserved  great  credit  for  their 
patience.  He  would  put  the  claims  of 
English  Members  as  low  as  they  could  be 
put,  by.  the  ingenuity — ^he  did  not  say  in- 
genuousness—of the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin,  he  would  suppose  that 
if  anything  were  to  be  gained,  that  if  one 
single  sixpence  were  to  be  put  into  the 
pockets  of  English  Members  by  oppressing 
Ireland,  they  would  so  act,  But  if  they 
could  have  no  such  motive,  what  was  meant 
by  the  chai^  against  them  ?  The  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Tralee  had  compared 
them  to  negro  slaveholders ;  but  he  would 
beg  the  House  to  recollect  that  there  was 
this  material  difference  between  the  relation 
of  England  to  Ireland,  and  of  masters  to 
their  &ve8.  Negroes  were  the  property  of 
their  masters,  and  worked  for  their  benefit ; 
the  roasten  gained  their  livdihood  from  the 
sweat  of  the  negroes'  brow ;  but  it  would 
pui^zle  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  to  show 
now  English  Members  profited  by  the 
labour  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  He  would 
daim  nothing  for  English  generosity, 
which,  in  the  abstract,  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin  praised  every  nieht, 
but  which  he  never  allowed  in  any  particu* 
lar  instance ;  but  he  would  simply  put  the 
question  as  one  of  interest — and  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  what  benefit 
English  Members  could  derive  from  the 
oppression  of  Ireland,  any  more  than  from 
the  oppression  of  Scotland,  of  Wales,  or 
Cornwall  ?  What  motive  did  he  ima^ne 
could  actuate  the  English  Members  ?  Did 
they  do  evil  for  the  sake  of  evil  ?  Were 
they  demons?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  continually  alluding  to  times 
past,  and  he  went  with  him  in  those 
allusions. .  He  knew  that  Ireland  had  been 
oppressed,  that  even  his  eloquence  was  not 
fervid  enoueh  to  describe  the  oppression 
Ireland  had  met  with — not,  however, 
from  England,  or  the  English  people 
—but  from  the  English  Grovemment ;  but 
had  not  that  Government  oppressed  Eng. 
land  also  ?  [Mr.  ConneU  :  No  Q  Had  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  then  expended  all 
his  faculties  upon  Irish  history,  and  not 
read  a  page  of  English  history  ?  Were 
the  Members  of  a  Reformed  Parliament, 
to  say,  that  in  times  past,  the  English 


people  had  not  been  oppressed.  Had  the 
Government  of  the  people  of  England 
always  been  just,  and  had  they  not  sufiered 
from  the  same  causes  as  the  people  of  Ire- 
land  ?  Had  the  people  of  England  been 
duly  represented  in  Parliament  ?  Had  they 
had  a  proper  control  over  their  own  revenue 
and  expenditure  ?  Had  not  the  people  of 
England  been  subject  to  the  domination  of 
the  faction  which  laid  an  equal  hand  of 
tyranny  upon  both  countries  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  objected  to  this 
Bill  as  imposing  hardships  upon  Ireland 
which  did  not  exist  in  England ;  but  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  had  long  been  received 
and  acted  upon  in  England.  The  Act 
which  had  introduced  it,  gave  power  to  any 
prosecutor  on  his  own  mere  Motion,  without 
asking  the  leave  of  any  court  whatever  to 
prosecute  a  criminal  in  any  adjoining 
county  to  the  local  jurisdiction  in  which 
the  offence  was  committed;  and  it  was 
only  the  year  before  last,  that  a  murder 
committed  in  the  county  of  the  city  of 
Coventry  was  prosecuted  in  the  county  of 
Warwidc.  The  murderer  was  convicted, 
and  taken  back  to  the  county  of  the  dty 
of  Coventry  to  be  executed.  An  important 
measure  like  this,  however,  ought  not  to 
be  defended  on  mere  law  precedents;  but 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  spoke 
of  this  as  an  innovation,  he  certainly  forgot 
his  learning.  If  the  hon.  Member  attacked 
the  Bill  upon  principle,  he  would  meet  him 
upon  principle,  and  would  say  boldly,  that 
the  principle  of  the  BiU  was  so  good,  that 
he,  for  one,  supposing  it  ever  to  be  wanted, 
should,  with  proper  checks,  be  just  as  ready 
to  extend  it  to  England  as  to  Ireland.  Nay, 
he  thought  it  would  tend  to  the  advance- 
ment of  justice,  if  a  Bill  of  this  kind  was 
introduced  into  England.  He  was  willing 
indeed,  to  concede,  that,  upon  the  evidence 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
brought  before  the  House,  he  could  not  con- 
sdentiously  vote  for  the  Bill.  Buthebelieved 
it  to  be  good  in  principle,  and  should  be  ready 
to  vote  for  it  if  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
had  not  produced  any  evidence  whatever. 
Juries  appeared  originally  to  have  been  not 
only  Judges  but  witnesses,  and  were,  there- 
fore, obtained  from  the  very  place  where 
the  oflfence  was  committed.  What  they 
gained  in  knowledge  by  dwelling  in  the 
vidnage,  they  lost  however,  in  impartiality  ; 
and,  therefore,  a  very  andent  change  was, 
to  bring  the  Juries  from  the  hundred  at 
large,  and  not  from  the  immediate  vidnity 
of  the  place  where  the  offence  was  com- 
mitted. A  subsequent  change  was,  to  bring 
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the  Jury  from  any  purt  of  tlie  county ; 
tvhich  wad  tbe  state  of  the  law  now.  Did 
ihe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  mean  to 
ny^  that  generally  speaking,  Juries  drawn 
from  a  county  knew  anything  of  the  wit- 
nesses or  character  of  the  parties  accused  ? 
Such  things  occasionally  happened,  hut 
they  were  hy  no  means  favourable  to  an 
impartial  decision.  Generally  speaking, 
county  Juries  knew  as  little  of  the  parties 
they  tried,  as  if  they  lived  a  hundred  miles 
o£  What  did  it  matter,  then,  whether  a 
man  were  tried  in  his  own  county,  or  in  a 
eounty  at  a  considerable  distance  ?  When 
a  Jury  was  ignorant  of  the  criminal  and 
the  witnesses,  it  mattered  not  whether  the 
trial  took  place  in  their  own  county  or  SOO 
miles  off.  The  only  difference  was,  that 
the  prisoner  would  have  the  public  to  pay 
the  expense  of  his  witnesses  when  he  was 
taken  out  of  the  county.  That  was  an 
advantage  all  accused  persons,  he  trusted, 
would  shortly  have,  under  proper  checks, 
both  in  England  and  Ireland;  for  there 
was  of^en  great  failure  of  justice  firom  the 
inoompeteney  of  accused  persons  to  bring 
from  a  distance  witnesses  who  could  prove 
their  innocence.  That  advantage  was  given 
by  this  Bill,  and  therefore  it  oueht  to  be 
received  as  a  boon,  instead  of  being  made 
the  subject  of  another  charge  against  the 
English  Parliament.  With  respect  to  Dub- 
lin Juries,  as  it  had  been  proved,  that  the 
Sherifis  of  Dublin  were  partisans,  he 
should  refuse  his  assent  to  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  went  to  place  in  their  hands  the 
power  of  appointing  the  Juries  who  were 
to  try  parties  under  this  BOl.  He  saw  no 
reason  why  a  clause  should  not  be  put  into 
the  Bill,  taking  from  the  Sheriff  of  Dublin 
the  power  of  choosing  Juries,  at  least  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Act.  Surely,  the  officers 
of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  might  be 
intrusted  with  the  power  of  selecting 
Juries,  ptf  r.  (yConnell  s  The  abuse  was 
In  making  up  the  paneLl  Well,  they 
might  make  up  the  panel  also ;  and  at  any 
rate  Dublin  could  not  be  so  deficient  in 
honest  men,  as  that  one  man  could  not  be 
Ibund  in  whom  this  power  might  be  placed, 
even  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin  himself.  He 
should  certainly  support  the  Bill,  but  not 
the  particular  clause  of  it  to  which  he  had 
Just  rrferred. 

Amendment  withdrawn,  apd  the  House 
Went  into  Committee. — Several  clauses 
were  agreed  to* 

Mr.  FlizgeraU  moved  an  Amendment, 
die  object  of  which  was  to  limit  the  power 


of  the  Executive  Oovemment  in  Irdand  to 
the  mere  change  of  the  venue  to  the  ad* 
joining  county,  and  that  to  pennit  its 
removal,  as  was  proposed  in  the  Bill,  to  the 
county  of  the  city  of  Dut^.  For  that 
purpose  he  proposed  to  leave  out  the  words 
''  or  to  the  county  of  the  city  of  DaUbi, 
or  to  the  county  erf*  Dublin." 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend* 
ment.^— Ayes  19 ;  Noes  84 :  Majoritj  %b. 

Bill  went  through  Committee.  The 
House  resumed* 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  ApfU  19,  1833. 

M tmrrn.]  FBtitknt  fniaitel  Bf  Uit  Doka  of  Ric^ 
mamn,  bjrtiielCfeiqiMHar  hknnomw,  ani  fejrthillir 
quets  of  BoTt,  and  the  Enh  RMMom.  WivoBuiA.  mi 
Lords  PovnmotM  and  Bakham,  Aom  aevenl  Pbesr- 
Ibr  the  AboUtlaii  of  SUTcry.—By  tiie  Earl  of  Wiacsiir 
uu,  ftwn  Briiibd(%e,  Dor  dM  AbdUOon  af  te  PHai*- 
caanfc  of  Death  is  oartaili  oaaaa ;  and  ftam  CMMrtiiBTi  fv 
Uw  Better  Obaenranoe  of  Oie  SabbBth.^By  Loid  Roiu, 
by  the  Bishop  of  LoNOOli,  by  IheEaricif  RoDiii,ia'lqr 
theMaiqyaasofLAifPoyil,  ftwnaftraiFlaaiiii  tPtJa 
same  iiBiiU  lly  Um  Karl  of  BmBmar,  flan  hegOmt 
tiffdmt  Um  Irish  Chunh  BtOi  and  from  HsmiHt*, 
agataisl  the  fsa^aag  Syiteaa  of  ChoRh  fttnMU«»  in  Sot- 
land.-"  gy  hmd  WvuvokA,  fina  .MfchaiWi  te  t^ 
FMdMddaca  the  pomr  Of  af^eMiiv  AuiilMiofFw 
and  other  Paiocfaial  Ratck 

Crdcikal  Law.3*  Lord  L^ndhurstrm 
to  put  a  question  to  the  noUe  Visoottttt  on 
a  suhject  connected  vnth  the  administration 
of  the  Criminal  Laws.  By  the  Act  of 
Parliament  passed  in  the  course  of  last 
Session^  all  persons  convicted  of  cattle  or 
sheep  stealing,  or  stealing  in  a  dwellfflfK- 
house  to  the  amount  of  5/.  should  be  ten. 
tenoed  to  transportation  for  life.  Now,  ba 
was  extremely  desirous  of  knowing  whether 
the  sentences  under  that  Act  hid  been  in 
aU  cases'  carried  into  effect,  or  commoted 
for  minor  punishments.  One  resscm  for 
his  wishing  to  ascertain  this  was  the  fact 
of  his  having  been  lately  engaged  in  the 
trial  of  severS  cases  of  ^e  kind  he  refemd 
to,  and  it  had  constantly  appeared  to  bim 
that  the  sentence  of  transportation  for  life 
was  in  many  of  those  cases  extremely 
harsh,  and  much  beyond  the  nature  of  the 
ofience.  He  could  state  a  variety  of  in- 
stances  in  which  that  sentence  would 
appear  monstrous.  He  recollected  one  in 
which  a  poor  cottager  in  a  moontaioous 
district  of  the  country  was  indirted  for 
stealing  a  lamb.  He  was  the  owner  of 
two  or  three  sheep,  and  one  of  the  motben 
hi^ypened  to  drop  a  lamb  which  died.  The 
cottager  teding  a  few  days  after  a  Isnb, 
which  had  strayed  from  his  neigfabour's 
flock  into  a  field  betongiDg  to  him,  isised 
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upon  it  ttb&  approptiated  it  as  Us  own, 
treating  it  in  ev^ry  respect  as  the  one  he 
had  lost  The  man  ivas  tried  and  found 
guilty  of  the  ofTenoe,  and  he  (Lord  Lynd* 
hurst),  who  sat  as  judge,  was  ohliged  in 
pursuance  of  the  Act  to  pass  the  extreme 
sentdnoe  upon  him.  Under  the  ciroum* 
stances  of  that  case,  he  certainly  thought 
the  sentence  much  more  seirere  than  justice 
required  ;  hut  he  had  no  power  to  mitigate 
the  sentence.  It  would  be  far  better,  he 
thought,  if  some  other  description  of  pun- 
ishment—for instance,  a  slight  imprison- 
ment—were allowed  to  be  substituted  in 
cases  of  miUgated  atrocity.  He  had  felt  it 
his  duty  to  communicate  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  he  had  stated  to  the  Government 
when  they  occurred.  Surely  the  atrocity 
of  the  offence  was  very  different  in  the 
case  of  a  person  who  thus  carried  away  one 
lamb,  and  in  that  of  another  who  stole  a 
whole  flock  of  sheep.  There  was,  indeed^ 
no  parallel  between  the  two  offences,  and 
yet  they  were  both  to  be  visited  with  a 
punishment  of  equal  severity.  He  could 
Only  say,  that  if  the  eitreme  punishment 
were  inflicted  in  all  cases,  then  a  new  and 
distinct  classification  of  crimes,  so  as  to 
include  every  variety  of  case,  would  become 
indispensably  necessary  to  the  due  adminis- 
tration of  justice.  A  noble  Earl,  whom  he 
did  not  then  see  in  his  place,  had  said, 
during  a  previous  discussion  on  this  subject, 
that  no  difference  in  the  power  to  mitigate 
the  sentence  had  been  made  by  the  Act  in 
question.  This,  though  correct  in  expres. 
sion,  was  not  correct  in  substance.  Under 
the  old  system  the  Judge  had  the  power  of 
stating  in  the  margin  of  the  calendar  the 
punishmjBnt  to  which  the  prisoner  was  to 
be  subjected.  This  power  was  vested  in 
the  Judge  practically,  but  such  was  not  the 
case  under  the  present  system.  The  sen- 
tence whidi  the  Judge  was  compelled  to 
pus  was  transportation  for  life,  nor  had 
he  the  least  power  to  mitigate  it.  Another 
reason  which  had  induced  him  to  apply 
for  information  on  the  subject  was  this-— 
that  he  had  ground  to  believe  some  further 
alteration  was  intended  to  be  introduced 
into  the  criminal  laws  by  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  He  wished,  then,  while 
those  alterations  were  in  progress,  that  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  would  turn  their  atten- 
tion to  this  point^^naroely,  the  affixing  of 
one  precise  penalty  to  every  case  of  crime, 
and  that  penalty  to  he  enforced  impera- 
tively. To  effect  this  object  it  would  be 
necessary  to  make  some  extensive  altera- 
tions in  the  definition  of  crimes.     In  the 


eases  of  honsa-breaking,  he  could  notice  the 
same  anomaly  as  he  had  pointed  out  in 
those  of  sheep-stealing.  When  a  thief 
entered  an  empty  house,  and,  using  it  as  a 
means  of  communication  with  another 
house,  stole  therefrom  property  to  an  im* 
mense  amount,  that  offence  appeared  to 
him  most  flagitious,  and  one  which  called 
for  the  extreme  penalty  of  the  law.  But 
in  the  case  of  a  poor  wretch  driven  by 
hunger,  lifting  a  hitch  for  the  purpose  of 
stealing  a  loaf  of  bread,  and  then  running 
away,  fa  case  of  continual  occurrence)  it 
seemed  harsh  and  absurd  to  inflict  an  equal 
degree  of  punishment.  But  yet  for  every 
offence  of  house-breaking  the  Judge  was 
compelled  to  pass  a  sentence  of  transporta* 
tion  for  life.  He  was,  for  these  reasons, 
desirous  of  knowing  from  the  noble  Vit^ 
count  whether  under  the  new  law  the 
sentences  for  the  offences  he  had  mentioned 
had  in  every  instance  bean  canied  into 
effbct* 

Viscount  Melbourne,  in  answar  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord's  question,  oould 
not  give  a  precise  answer  j  but  he  under* 
stood  that  the  sentences  had  not  in  every 
case  been  carried  into  efieot.  The  eircun.. 
stances  of  the  several  cases  were,  he  be« 
lieved,  always  taken  into  consideration,  and 
the  punishment  which  was  considered  most 
apportioned  to  the  ofllence  was  substituted 
in  its  stead.  With  respect  to  the  partioular 
case  of  sheep-stealing  alluded  to  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  he  was  not  pr»« 
pared  to  say  what  punishment  was  inflicted. 
He  neither  recollected  the  case  nor  the 
communication, which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  said  he  had  made  to  the  Government, 
but  in  all  probability  a  mitigation  of  the 
punishment  had  taken  place.  He  had 
supported  the  Bill  for  the  mitigation  of 
criminal  punishments  upon  the  general 
principle  of  renderingthem  more  certain, 
though  less  severe.  The  current  of  public 
feeling  ran  strongly  against  the  old  laws, 
and  there  was  in  consequence  a  great  repugn 
nance  in  Jurors  to  convict.  An  alteration  in 
the  law,  then,  became  necessary,  and  it  was 
thought  the  best  alternative  to  limit  the 
punishment  for  certain  oflences  to  trans., 
portation  for  life,  instead  of  inftioting  the 
penalty  of  death.  It  was  perfectly  dear 
that  by  the  application  of  a  general  rule 
to  those  offences  a  sreat  deal  of  inconveni- 
ence might  be  avoided ;  but  it  was  not  in 
the  nature  of  human  affairs  that  any 
^eral  enactment  should  be  free  from  some 
inconvenience.  Certainly,  if  there  could 
be  a  more  complete  and  comprehensive 
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dafisificatioD  and  a  more  accarate  definition 
of  critncj  it  would  be  a  great  advantage 
to  the  administration  of  justice. .  The 
Government  would  always  be  happy  to 
avail  itself  of  any  communication  from  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  which  would  assist 
the  attainment  of  those  objects  in  the 
smallest  degree.  The  present  was,  he 
conceived,  the  proper  period  for  doing  so, 
when  a  bill  on  the  subject  was  about  to  be 
discussed  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 

Lord  Wynford  said,  that  the  principle 
alluded  to  by  the  noble  Viscount  who  had 
just  sat  down — ^the  rendering  punishments 
more  certain,  by  diminishing  their  severity 
*— was  precisely  the  principle  on  which  he 
had  made  the  proposition  to  the  House. 
He  admitted  that  a  better  classification  of 
crimes  might  be  efiected. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  assured  the  noble  Via- 
count  (Lord  Melbourne)  that  whenever  he 
ahQuld  happen  to  sit  as  Judge  before  a  Jury 
who  had  never  acted  under  the  new  law, 
he  should  consider  himself  bound  in  passing 
sentence  to  state  to  them  the  law  of  the 
caae;  and  to  point  out  to  their  notice  the 
fact  that  he  was  not  allowed  to  mitigate 
the  sentence.  A  great  practical  alteration 
had,  it  could  not  be  denied,  been  effected 
with  respect  to  the  power  of  the  Judge. 
Until  the  Act  in  question  passed,  the  Judge 
might  mitigate  the  sentence  as  he  thought 
proper,  by  merely  stating  the  punishment 
on  the  margin  of  the  calendar,  and  this 
without  being  obliged  to  assign  any  reason 
for  the  mitigation.  The  case  was  not  so 
now ;  that  part  of  the  Judge's  power  was 
taken  away;  and  if  on  any  occasion  he 
wished  to  ^ect.a  mitigation  of  the  punish- 
ment, a  special  application  was  necessary. 
But  it  was  not  always  convenient  to  make 
these  special  applications  from  want  of 
time.  During  the  last  Assuses  he  himself 
had  tried  400  or  500  cases,  and  how  could 
it  be  supposed  that  he  should  have  time  to 
make  special  applications  ?  In  order  to 
obtain  the  information  he  wanted  he  should 
move  for  *'  a  return  of  the  number  of  con- 
victions for  horse,  cattle,  and  sheep^^tealing, 
and  for  stealing  to  the  amount  of  5^  in  a 
dwelling-house,  stating  in  how  many  of 
such  convictions  the  punishment  of  trans- 
portation for  life  had  been  inflicted,- and  in 
how  many  that  sentence  had  been  com- 
muted for  difierent  punishments,  from  the 
Ist  of  July,  1832,  to  the  present  time." 

Lord  Dacre  Baid>  that  his  object  in  ori- 
ginating the  measure,  which  had  been 
amended  on  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Baron, 
was  to  substitute  certainty  for  uncertainty 


in  the  punishment  of  crime>  and  he  believed 
that  he  acted  in  consonance  with  tlie  feeU 
in^  of  the  majority  of  the  people  in  so 
doing.  He  could  not,  therefore,  help 
expressing  his  surprise  at  hearing  the  noUe 
and  learned  Lord  assert  that  hereafter, 
when  he  should  have  to  charge  a  Jury  in 
cases  under  the  Act,  he  should  make  a 
statement  to  them  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  exciting  their  feeling  and  influ- 
encing their  judgment  before  the  Jury  had 
come  to  a  dispassionate  — - 

Lord  Lyndhurst  declared  that  he  had 
made  no  such  statement  as  was  attributed 
to  him  by,  the  noble  Lord.  He  distinctly 
said,  that  after  the  verdict  should  be  passed, 
he  would,  in. the  presence  of  the  Jury,  if 
they  for  the  first  time  had  sat  on  a  caae 
included  within  the  scope  of  the  Act, 
state  that  in  passing  the  sentence  he  waa 
guilty  of  no  harshness,  but  was  compelled 
to  pass  it  by  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

Lord  Dacre  said,  that  if  he  were  wrong, 
he  would  apologise ;  but  he  certainly 
so  understood  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  again  assured  the  noble 
Lord  that  he  was  mistaken. 

Lord  Dacre  again  began  to  address  the 
House,  but  was  again  mterrupted  by  an 
explanation  from  Lord  Lyndhurst,  amidst 
loud  cries  of  "  Order,"  when 

The  Marquis  of  Lansdown  rose  to  order. 
His  noble  friend  had  been  thrice  interrupt., 
ed  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  he 
submitted  that  such  conduct  was  not  ordi* 
nary. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklom  believed  that  the 
ordinary  course  was,  when  a  noble  Lord 
disclaimed  the  use  of  expressions  which 
wero  attributed  to  him,  to  consider  them 
as  not  having  been  spoken  by  him.  He 
was  very  much  surprised  at  the  noble 
Baron's  attempt  to  persevere  on  the  present 
occasion.  * 

Lord  Dacre  observed,  that  he  never 
intended  to  repeat  the  statement  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  disclaimed ;  he 
was  merely  about  to  say,  when  he  ws« 
interrupted,  that  such  was  the  impression 
on  his  mind  from  what  had  fidlen  from  th« 
noble  and  learned  Lord. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  assured  the  House  that 
he  never  could  by  any  possibility  have  so 
expressed  himself,  beoLuse  in  so  doing  he 
should  be  advocating  a  violation  of  the  diiQr 
of  a  Judge. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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Mfmrrss.!    Papcn  ordered.    On  the  Motion  of  Cokmd 
'  Datim,  an  Aooount  of  all  the  Oaob  in  Eng lend  and 
Walea,  and   the  Number  of  Penons  Confined  in  them. 
—On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Humk,  an  Aooount  of  all  Penoni 
now  entitled  to  a  Pemion  under  the  Acts  57th  Geoi]ge 
3ni«  eap.  6S;  and  6ch  George  4tb,  capw  90. — On  Ihe 
MotioD  of  Mr.  BRieooif  an  Aooount  from  the  Court 
of  King's  Bench,  of  the  Number  of  Penons  Confined 
in  the  Manhalaea  of  that  Court  to  whom  Day  Rules 
tune  been  granted  to  leave  the  Prison  in  Term  Time, 
ftom  1805,  tiU  183S,  induslTe.— On  the  Motion  of  the 
SoLicROB  GmrnuL,  a  Copy  of  the  Fourth  Report  of 
the  GonmiiskioQers  appointed  to  Inquire  into  the  Law  of 
England  respecting  Real  Property.— On  the  Motion  of 
Mr.  JonuB,  Aooounts  of  the  Manufhcture,  Consumption, 
and  Exportation  and  Importation  of  Proof  Spirits,  firom 
the  5th  January,  183f ,  to  the  5th  April,  183S. 
BiUs.    Road  e  first  thnet-Jewish  DisabUities  Repeal- 
Read  a  teoood  time:— Heirs  of  EntaU;    Tailsies  Act 
Amendment;  Future  Entail  (Scotland).— Read  a  third 
time:— Public  Revenue  (Scotland). 
PBtltions  presented.  By  Lord  A*  Cmcassrsn,  ftom  Bdfivt, 
lor  a  Modified  System  of  Poor  Laws  Ibr  Ireland.— By  Mr. 
R.  08WAI4>,  Aram  the  Politioal  Union  and  others  of 
Kilmarnock,  for  the  AboUtion  of  the  Laws  of  Entail  and 
Primogenltorei— By  Mr.  Hurr,  firam  Hull,  flsr  Vote  by 
BalloC,  the  Repeal  of  the  Septennial  Act,  and  of  the 
Assessed  Taxes.— By  Mr.  Bowxa,  Aram  Stodctoo-upon- 
Tees,  for  the  Discontinuance  of  Nocturnal  LcgisfaUion.— 
By  sir  CBAMLU  Limow,  Atom  Penaaee,  in  fiivour  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  BUL— By  Mr.  AmcKOiCKJi,  Aran 
the  Medical  Students  of  Edinburgh,  fbr  the  Amendment 
of  the  Apothecaries  Act— By  Mr.  William  WHrrMoax, 
fhnn  Bilston,  for  Amending  the  Law  rehUing  to  Ejectment 
— By  Mr.  Robibt  FBnovaov,  firom  Burntisland ;  and 
Mr.  ABXRcnoiiBia,  Atom  Edinbiugh,— for  a  Repeal  of  the 
Duty  on  Stamped  Receipts.— By  Mr.  R.  Stkvart,  Amn 
Haddington,  for  Amendment  in  the  Law  of  Scotland;  and 
flam  the  same  Pboe;  and  by  Sir  A.  Aowsw,  ftom  Sorby, 
—for  a  Better  System  of  Church  Pktroni^  (Scotland). — 
By  Sir  GxoRoa  Grxt,  ftom  Devonport,  and  Mr.  Abir- 
CROMBii,  ftom  Stondiouse,  for  Emancipating  the  Jews.— 
By  Sir  Gaonoa  Orbt,  ftom  Stoke  Damerel;  and  by  Mr. 
WiLRT,  ftom  Grantham,  against  the  Assessed  Taxes.— By 
Lord  R.  OaoaTRNOR,  Mr.  R.  Palmrr,  Mr.  Bdllrb,  Mr. 
CaaTWRioHT,  Mr.  J.  W.  Soorr,  and  Mr.  BocuaoiiAif, 
ftom  sevaml  P]aoeB,-*4tgaiaBt  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act— By 
Sir  WiLUAM  Foucia,  Mr.  Buckimoham,  and  Mr.  H. 
Haicolry,  ftom  several  Places,— for  Relief  ftom  Taxa- 
tion.—By  Mr.  Janna,  fkom  Woroeiter,  for  Liberty  to 
SleeC  tiieir  Muntalpal  and  Loesl  AnOioritieB.— By  Sir 
G.  Grit,  ftom  Devonport,  and  by  Seijeant  Spankix, 
ftom  Islington,  in  fiivour  of  a  Factories  Regulation  BilL— 
By  Captain  G.  FaROoeoir,  Mr.  R.  Srawr,  Sir  Gilbsrt 
Hbathootb,  Lord  O.  SoMtRasT,  and  Mr.  R.  Palscbr, 
ftom  many  Plaoes,— against  the  Malt  Tax.— By  Sir  T. 
LxwiTARO,    Mr.   Dawbov,     Mr.   Bdcxiitoham,   Mi^or 
KarpBL*  Mr.  TowsR,   Sir  Frahcir  Blaxr,   Mr.  C. 
Kamraa  Trmra,  Mr.  J.  KaHTia  TmTa,  Mr.  Tyrrll, 
Mr.  R.  SBAwa,  Mr.  Baim,    Sir  O.  Stauvtoh,  Sir 
Earoi^t  Wilmot,  Lord  Viscount  Molynrux,  Mr.  J. 
Gaskrll,  Sir  Gilbrrt  KRATRaira,  Sir  W.  Folkrb, 
Sir  G.  Grby,  Mr.  Taxorbd,  Sir  J.  JoHwanms,  Mr.  H. 
Staxliy,  Mr.  Ftsohx  PAUtaa,  Sir  W.  Iwoilry,  Mr. 
AoDAjfB  WiLUAxa,  Mr.  Robxrt  Syrdart,  Mr.  Cravrit 
Brrxrlrv,  Mr.  Roprr.  £(ir  C.  Lrmoh,  Mr.  Rudorll 
Taoa,  Captain  Lawia  Faamr,  Mr.  E.  J.  STAWLaY,  Mr. 
TnwcaoioRTOK,  Mr.  Briortock,  Mr.  N.  Calyrrt,  Mr. 
AeuoKBY,   Lord  Arthur  Chicbrstrr,    Mr.   Cart^ 
WRioiT,  Star  OawALO  Morrlrv,  Mr.  Mrthork,  Mr. 
IfORiaoN,   Lord  Orawyillr  Somrrrbt,  and  Colonel 
DATiaa,  ftom  a  Number  of  Places,  -agaWt  SUvery.— 
By  Migor  KRpniL  and  Mr.  R.  Srawr,  ftom  several 
Plaoes,— agatast  the  Duty  on  Taxed  Carts.— By  Mr.  Warf 
mnnoir,  Gokaiel  Mabbrlv,  Mr.  WBUiy«  Mr.  Dawion, 
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Mr.  Tyrili«  Mr.  H.  Havolry,  Lord  R.  GtofTRNOR, 
Lord  Viscount  Molynrux,  Mr.  Mills  Gaskrll,  Sir 
Gilbrrt  Hratbootb,  Mr.  H.  Stah lrv,  Mr.  R.  Fxrou- 
BON,  Mr.  Briostock,  Sir  Anorrw  Aonrw,  Mr.  R. 
Palmrr,  Lord  Arthur  Chicbrstrr,  Mr.  Williams 
Wtnn,  and  Mr.  Mrthurn,  from  a  great  Number  of 
Phwes,— for  a  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath.— By 
Mr.  Wilbraham,  Mr.  Buckinoham,  and  Lord  Moly- 
nrux, ftom  several  Plaoes,— for  Relieving  Dissenters 
ftom  the  Civil  DisabUities  under  which  they  labour.— By 
Mr.  Buckingham,  ftom  Harwood  and  other  Plaoes, 
agahist  the  Disturbances  (Ireland)  Bill. 


VOL,  XVIL  {2SS} 


Patronage  of  the  Church 
(Wales).]  Mr.  WUhraham  presented  a 
petition  from  Llangellan,  and  other 
parishes  in  the  county  of  Merioneth^  to 
which  he  wished  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House,  because  it  went,  in  some 
measure,  to  contradict  a  statement  made 
some  time  ago  by  a  right  reverend  Prelate 
in  another  place.  The  petition  complained 
that  the  most  valuable  livings  were  in 
the  hands  of-  non-residents,  who  while 
they  pocketed  from  150/.  and  upwards, 
only  allowed  the  resident  curates  10/. 
They  complained  likewise  that  most  of 
the  clergymen  of  the  Established  Church 
were  generally,  ignorant  of  the  Welch 
language,  and  that  they  consequently  had 
to  ^ress  the  people  in  a  language  which 
they  did  not  understand  at  all,  or  at  least 
which  they  understood  very  imperfectly. 
The  petitioners  prayed  for  a  reform  in  the 
enactment  of  tithes,  and  generally,  for  a 
reform  in  the  Church  Establishment. 

Sir  WcUkin  JViUiatns  Wynn  said,  that 
as  to  the  Incumbents  he  knew  that  in  the 
parishes  with  which  he  was  acquainted 
the  clergy  now  all  understood  the  Welch 
language,  and  he  did  not  believe  that  any 
of  them  were  entirely  ignorant  of  the 
Welch  language,  notwithstanding  the 
many  complaints  that  had  been  made  of 
them. 

Mr.  Jervis  was  free  to  admit,  that  there 
was  one  great  cause  of  complaint  affecting 
the  Welch  Church,  and  which,  he  regret- 
ted to  say,  was  equally  applicable  to  the 
Church  throughout  this  kingdom — namely, 
absenteeism  and  plurality  of  Uvings.  There 
was  one  complaint,  however,  pecu- 
liarly applicable  to  the  Welch  Church, 
which  he  could  not  but  think  must  be 
founded  in  justice — the  want  of  know- 
ledge of  the  Welch  language  in  the  clergy, 
which  ought,  undoubtedly,  to  be  removed. 
He  thought  that  to  this  cause  was  to  be 
attributed  the  number  of  dissenters  to  be 
found  in  Wales.  The  dissenting  churches 
in  that  Principality  were  actually  as  two 
to  one  of  the  Established  Churches, 

Sir  Waikin  mUiams   Wynn  agreed  to 
M 
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ihe  necessity  of  having  clerffTinen  educated 
in  the  Welch  language.  lie  cotild  only 
say  there  were  respectable  and  most  learn- 
ed men  among  the  Welch  clergy.  He 
would  add  that  in  the  part  of  Wales  whete 
he  possessed  property  the  clergyman  who 
had  been  appointed  by  the  Bishop  of 
Bangor^  was  equally  celebrated  for  his 
piety  and  for  a  complete  knowledge  of  the 
Welch  language. 

Mr.  fVilbraham  said,  it  was  impossible 
for  him,  from  his  own  personal  informa. 
tion,  to  say  whether  these  complaints 
were  well-founded  or  not;  but  he  saw 
most  respectable  names  to  this  petition, 
and  among  them  were  the  names  of 
several  of  the  clergy  themselves,  as  well 
as  thatof  Sir  Watkin  Williams  Wynn,  and 
80  on. 

Lord  Robert  Grosvenor  presented  a 
similar  petition  from  the  inhabitants  of 
Newtown,  Montgomeryshire.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  that  many  remarks  had  been 
made  in  another  place  upon  the  observations 
he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  submit  to  the 
House  when  he  presented  a  petition  with 
a  similar  prayer  to  the  present  from  a  nu- 
merous body  of  his  constituents;  but  he 
was  sure  the  House  would  do  him  the 
justice  to  remember  that  on  the  occasion  to 
which  he  referred  he  had  made  no  personal 
allusion  to  any  individual  with  reference 
to  the  Church  Establishment  in  Wales. 
What  he  had  then  said  (and  he  now 
repeated  it)  was,  that  the  petitioners 
complained  that  the  ecclesiastical  appoint- 
ments were  generally  conferred  on  indi- 
viduals who  were  unactjuainted  with  Wales, 
and  many  of  whom  were  non-resident 
in  that  country,  having  benefices  elsewhere. 
He  made  no  charge  against  any  individual, 
but  against  the  system  generally.  He 
wished  to  add.  that  the  appointments 
made  by  the  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  had 
been  most  proper  appointments,  and  he 
was  happy  to  hear  that  those  of  the  Bishop 
of  Bangor  had  given  equal  satisfaction. 

Mr.  Jervis  supported  the  petition  for 
Welch  Church  Reform,  but  was  convinced 
that  no  imputation  could  be  cast  upon 
either  of  the  right  reverend  Prelates 
named  by  his  noble  colleague. 

Supply. — Public  Businkss.]  Lord 
Althorp,  before  moving  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  going  into  a  Committee 
of  Supply,  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  member 
opposite  (Mr.  Matthias  Attwood)  if  he 
intended  to  persist  in  btingine  forward 
his  motion  set  down  for  that  day?     He 


thought  that  so  important  a  motion  ought 
not  to  come  before  the  House  merely  by 
way  of  Amendment,  but  as  a  substantive 
motion.  And  therefore,  if  that  hon  Mem. 
her  persisted,  he  would  not  move  the 
Order  of  the  Day,  but  he  trusted  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  give  way,  and 
put  ofi'his  motion  till  Monday. 

Mr.  ilf/rf/Atff«  /I  f/ft^ow<  said,  it  ^rould  appear 
from  all  he  had  heard  on  the  subject,  aa  if 
it  would  be  impoBsible  that  his  Motion 
should  be  brought  ibrwatd  to-hight  With- 
out the  ffreatest  disadvantage  and  incon- 
venience Deing  incurred  and  without  ex- 
citing feelings  that,  if  he  persevered  in  the 
Motion,  it  would  be  calculated  to  embarrass 
the  Government  For  th«  purpose  of  at  once 
fVeeing  himself  from  an  imputation  which 
he  felt  he  did  not  deserve,  he  should  state 
in  the  outset  that  he  was  willing  to  postpone 
his  motion.  At  the  same  tim^  he  fdt 
boutid  to  state,  that  it  was  not  above  a 
fortnight  since  the  subject  had  been  men- 
tioned  with  a  tiew  to  fixing  the  peridd 
for  Its  introductioti  to  the  House,  and  he 
had  heard  nothing  of  public  businesa  in- 
terfbritig  with  his  moUbn  of  to-night 
utitU  yestetday,  And  theti  it  appea]^, 
hcoording  to  Uie  statement  made  to  him, 
that  Ministers  Wanted  this  evening  for 
purposes  connected  with  supply,  which, 
unless  they  could  carry  into  effect*  the 
greatest  possible  inconvenience  and  disad. 
vantage  would  be  occasioned  to  the  public 
service ;  and  indeed  the  matter  had  been 
stated  to  him  so  strongly  as  almost  to  in- 
duce him  to  think  that  scarcely  could  the 
public  payments  be  made  if  to-night  were 
refused  the  Ministers  for  sapply.  Now, 
however,  he  found  that  the  noble  Lord 
proposed  not  that  the  House  should  give 
up  the  night  to  supply,  but  to  the  eon. 
sideration  of  the  Budget.  He  asked  the 
noble  Lord,  if  he  ever  knew  of  such  a 
motion  as  that  which  he  now  proposed, 
to  make  being  brought  on  aflet  one  iii|^t*s 
notice,  to  the  interruption  of  a  proposition 
long  flked  for  discusainn  ?  On  tins  point 
he  could  not  help  going  back  to  the  vety 
similar  manner  m  which  several  otho' 
motions  of  the  same  desiTiptkin  with  Ids 
own  had  been  put  off  by  the  Government, 
particularly  that  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Birmingham,  and  that  of  the  hon.  membs 
for  Lincolnshire,  relativo  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Malt..tax,  which  had  been  coolly  put  off 
by  some  member  of  the  Goverumait 
moving  as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Hoiu» 
should  proceed  to  discuis  some  matter  re- 
lative to  Ireland*    It  was  a  most  «xtr^ 
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ordinarf  thihg  thnt  matters  to  intiiiiately 
referring  to  tne  dreadful  diitresKH  df  this 
country  should  be  thuA  delayed  and  dallied 
with  by  a  Reforming  Ministry  and  Reform* 
ed  House  of  Commons.  He  was  perfectly 
at  a  loss  to  understand  how  the  business 
of  the  country  w^s  to  be  carried  on>  if  the 
OoTemmtent  were  allowed  to  interpose 
with  thesfe  repeated  interruptions.  They 
created  th^  most  lamentable  confusion 
and  delay.  He  thought  that  the  motion 
he  had  wished  to  bring  forward  wa^  niost 
intimately  connected  with  the  public 
welihre ;  however,  he  must,  of  course,  give 
way,  for  he  knew  that  many  Members 
who  went  entirely  with  him  in  his  views 
on  the  subject,  yet  supported  Ministers 
in  this  proceeding,  ftota  a  notion  of  not 
obstructing  public  business,  or  embarrass- 
ing the  Ooveniment,  and  that  what  sup* 
port  he  might  reb&ive,  if  he  persist^, 
would  be  reluctantly  granted  on  the  same 
supposed  grounds.  He  himself  would  be 
tone  df  the  la^t  ehhei'  to  embarral  Minhtters 
mr  obstruct  public  business.  On  the 
contrary  he  wished  to  expedite  it;  and 
as  suen  appeat^d  to  be  the  wish  of  the 
House,  he  would  cbtisent  to  postpone  his 
Motion,  provided  the  noble  Lord  would 
pledge  huAself  that  on  Monday  the  mo* 
tion  shimld  not  be  again  postponed. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  nothing  but  a 
consideration  of  what  was  due  to  the  pub- 
lic service  induced  him  to  pufsue  the 
present  course.  It  was  very  tHie^  that  his 
right  hon,  fVlend  the  Secretanr  to  tbe 
Treasury  had  told  the  hon^  Gentleman 
that  the  Otdnance  Estimates  ivtte  very 
pressing ;  and  his  right  hdn.  fHehd  thought 
lliBt  they  might  be  brought  forward  to 
night.  It  was,  however,  found  subsequent^ 
ly  that  they  might  be  postponed,  and 
therefbte  he  had  proposed  to  avail  himself 
of  this  evening  to  bring  forward  his  finan* 
cM  statement.  He  would  fi^nkly  tell  the 
hoh.  Gentleman,  that  he  thought  it  de^ 
nirable  that  the  financial  statement  should 
be  heard  before  the  hon.  Gentleman's  mo- 
don  was  gone  into,  and  his  proposition 
was  made  With  diat  view.  He  was  glad 
the  hon.  Gentleman  permitted  him  to 
make  his  statement  befm^  the  motion  was 
brought  forward.  So  far  as  he  himi»elf 
was  concerned,  he  would  be  leady  to  give 
the  hon.  Gendeman  every  possible  facility 
fbr  bringing  on  the  question  on  Monday 
next.  He  would  now  move  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  going  into  a  Committee  of 
Sttf^ply. 

Mr.  Attwood's  Motion  postponed. 


The  House  then  resolved  into  a  Com« 
mittee  of  Supply. 

Thb  BoDOET.][-^Lordi4/^Aorprose,  and 
spoke  as  follows:  Sir,  in  calling  the  atten«< 
tion  of  the  Committee  to  the  statements 
which  I  have  to  make  of  the  financial 
condition  of  the  country,  I  shall  take  the 
liberty,  in  performing  this  part  of  my 
duty,  of  first  directing  the  attentidh  of 
the  Committee  to  those  reductions  in  the 
various  departments  of  the  State  which 
have  at  various  times  and  on  previous  ooca^ 
sibns  been  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
House,  as  an  evidence  of  our  endeavours 
to  reduce  taxation.  In  trespassing  upon 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  with  this 
statement,  I  think  that  I  act  fairly  and 
justly  towards  the  Administration  of  which 
I  am  a  Member,  because  when  we  entered 
upon  ofiice,  we  did  it  with  a  pledge  to 
apply  ourselves  to  introduce  economy  to 
the  utmbst  extent  in  our  power;  and  on 
this,  the  first  occasion  of  bringing  any 
financial  statement  before  a  Reformed  Par- 
liament, I  think  it  is  right  that  I  should 
state  what  progress  has  been  made  in 
redeeming  that  pledge.  I  sliall,  therefore, 
state  the  number  of  places  and  offices 
which  we  have  successively  abolished  and 
the  amount  of  salary  which  has  been  re- 
duced, in  order  to  uiow  the  House  that 
we  have  applied  ourselves  to  effect  the 
object  we  pt^mised  and  that  we  have 
succeeded  in  reducing  to  a  considerable 
extent  the  expenditure  of  the  country. 
The  total  number  of  places  abolished  by 
the  present  Administration  is  1,887  I  and 
the  total  amount  of  salary  done  away  is 
231,406^.  From  this  S3 1,406/.,  however, 
there  must  be  deducted  88,000/.,  the 
amount  of  the  retired  allowances ;  for  the 
Committee  is  aware  that  when  we  have 
found  an  office  useless,  and  something 
was  to  be  gained  by  reducing  the  salary 
we  have  not  hesitated  to  abolish  it,  though 
the  whole  amount  of  salary  could  not  be 
immediately  saved.  Deducting  the  retired 
allowance^  then,  the  saving  will  not  be 
281,000/.,  but  about  19^,000/.  Among 
tiie  places  abolished  there  were  three  offices 
which  were  usually  accompanied  by  the 
possession  of  seats  in  Parliament,  the 
salary  of  which  amounted  to  21,894/.  The 
diplomatic  expenses  have  been  reduced  to 
the  extent  of  91>7SBL ;  but  I  think  it 
right  to  say,  that  we  cannot  claim  credit  for 
the  whole  amount  of  the  reduction.  The 
regulations  made  by  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  the  Earl  oif 
Aberdeen,  reduced  these  expenses  84,000/», 
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and  mj  noble  friend^  the  present  Secretary, 
lias  made  a  further  reduction  of  57,000^ 
There,  is,  however,  in  this  year  a  little 
additional  charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
arising  from  places  of  l,181/L  If  the  Com- 
mittee looks  at  what  has  been  done  by  the 
present  Administration  during  the  last  two 
years,  however,  it  will  find  that  652  places 
wer#  abolished  in  1831,  and  6l3  in  1832. 
That,  however,  is  not  the  whole  number, 
for  some  were  previously  got  rid  of;  and 
the  whole  number  abolished,  as  I  before 
said,  is  1,387*  The  average  income,  or 
salary,  of  the  places  abolished  is  thus  173/L 
10s.  I  state  these  facts  to  the  Committee 
to  show  that  we  have  applied  ourselves 
to  reduce  places  that  were  useless  to  the 
public,  and  I  hope  and  trust  that  the  Com- 
mittee will  think  that  we  have  exerted 
ourselves  to  the  utmost  I  will  add,  that 
it  is  still  our  intention  to  abolish  places 


wherever  we  can,  and  save  aU  that  }ve 
possibly  can  from  the  expenditure  of  the 
country.  I  must  also  add,  that  during 
these  two  years  506  persons  have  been 
brought  from  the  retired  list  in  the  revenue 
department  and  placed  on  active  service,  by 
which  a  saving  of  the  retired  allowance 
has  been  made  of  28,000^  I  think  I  only 
do  what  is  just  towards  ourselves  in  making 
this  statement  in  reference  to  the  saving 
we  have  made.  I  shall  now  begin  my 
financial  view,  by  stating  the  amount  of 
the  income  and  expenditure  for  the  year, 
between  the  5th  of  April,  1832,  and  the 
5th  of  April,  1833.  The  amount  of  the 
income  for  the  year  was  46,853,000/. ;  the 
amount  of  the  expenditure  was  45,366,000/., 
leaving  an  excess  of  income  over  expenditure 
of  1,487,000/.  The  Committee  will,  I 
have  no  doubt,  recollect  that  in  the  Estimates 
I  made  last  Session,  I  stated  the  probable 
excess  of  the  income  over  the  expenditure 
below  this.  I  only  calculated  the  excess  at 
800,000/. ;  but  I  am  happy  to  say,  that,  by 
the  reduction  of  expenditure,  the  excess  of 
incomeoverexpenditurewhichi8l,487,000/., 
will  more  than  enable  us  to  cover  the 
deficiencies  of  the  preceding  year.  That 
deficiency  the  Committee  will  recollect  was 
1,240,412/.  Taking  the  two  together,  the 
Committee  will  see  that  the  improvement 
on  the  revenue  of  the  present  year  is  not 
less  than  2,728,000/.  This,  however,  I 
must  say;  has  been  brought  about — not 
so  much  by  the  increase  of  the  income 
of  the  country  as  the  decrease  of  the  ex- 
penditure. I  wOl  now  state  what  the 
income  of  the  country  was  for  the  two  years. 
For  1832,  it  was  46,618,000/.;  for  1833,  it. 


was  46,853,000/.;  showing  an. excess  in 
the  latter  year  of  only  235,000/.,  and 
proving  that  the  surplus  on  the  year  arose 
from  the  expenditure  being  considerably 
reduced.  The  expenditure  for  the  year 
ending  April,  1832,  was  47,859,000/. ;  for 
1 833,  45,366,000/. ;  the  diminution  being 
2,493,000/.  for  the  last  year.  It  will  be 
seen  from  this  statement  that  the  improve, 
ment  which  has  taken  place  may  be  ex. 
pected  to  be  greater  in  Uie  following  year 
because  it  does  not  depend  on  any  ac- 
cidental increase  of  revenue,  but  on  the 
economical  management  ci  the  public  funds, 
and  on  the  saving  thereby  effected.  I  will 
now  state  more  in  detail  the  income  and 
expenditure  q{  the  last  year.  The  income 
last  year  from  theCustomswas  l6,769j621/l; 
from  the  Excise,  16,529,131/.;  ^m  Stamps, 
6,857,540/.;  from  Taxes,  5,003,9^7/1;  from 
the  Post  Office,  1,453,900/.;  from  mis- 
cellaneous sources,  238,526/1;  making  a 
total  of  46,852,650/.  I  will  now  state  the 
expenditure.  The  sum  charged  for  the 
Debt,  including  interest  on  Exchequer  fiiUs 
— the  whole  sum  charged  to  the  Consbu 
lidated  Fundfor  the  Debt,  was,  28,22i,89U 
The  othet  charges  on  this  fund  were 
1,859,248/. ;  making  the  whole  charges  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund  30,085,239/.  The 
expenditure  of  the  Supplies  was — for  the 
Army,7,006,496/.;fortheNavy,4,505,00O/.; 
for  the  Ordnance,  1,634,817/*;  for  the 
miscellaneous  service,  2,138,953^;  making 
a  total  of  45,365,507/-  The  expenditure 
for  the  preceding  year  was  for  the  Army, 
7,551,000/.,  which  last  year  was  reduced  to 
7,006,498/.;  the  expenditure  for  the  Navy 
in  the  preceding  year  was  5,842,835/. 
and  in  the  last  year  4,505,000/.;  the 
Ordnance  for  the  preceding  year  was 
1,478,944/.,  and  for  last  year  1,634,812/1; 
being  an  increase  of  155,878/1 ;  the  Mis- 
cellimeous  was  2,900,430/.  in  die  preceding 
year,  and  in  the  last  year  it  was  2,133,953/. ; 
showing  a  diminution  of  nearly  800,000/. 
I  have  already  stated,  that  the  probable 
excess  of  income  over  expenditure  last  year 
was  estimated  at  800,000/.,  whereas  it 
actually  amonnted  to  1,487,000/.;  and 
I  will  now  calculate  what  is  likely  to 
be  the  estimated  balance  of  the  ensuing 
year,  supposing  no  alteration  in  the  duties, 
and  that  the  revenue  should  remain  as 
at  present'  The  whole  amount, of  the 
revenue  for  the  year  will  be,  according  to 
my  estimate,  46,494,128/.  In  making  this 
calculation  it  will  be  observed,  that  I  do 
not  take  the  revenue  at  so  large  a  sum  as  last 
year.  I  look  for  a  reduction  in  the  duties  of 


32d 


Supply- 


{April  19} 


The  Budget. 


330 


Excise;  because  the  arrears  of  the  Malt, 
duties,  which  were  due  at  the  close 
of  last  year,  were  much  greater  than  were 
due  at  the  close  of  the  present  year.  I 
calculate  the  income  for  the  ensuing  year 
at  a  lower  rate  than  the  income  for  the 
past  year.  The  charges  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  for  the  present  year  will  not  he 
the  same  as  for  the  past  year.  1  have 
obtained  an  estimate  of  the  increased  charge, 
and  the  expenditure  charged  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  for  the  year  will  not  be  less 
than  80,300,000/.  The  Supplies,  the  esti- 
mates of  which  have  been  laid  on  the 
Table,  though  they  have  not  yet  been  all 
voted,  are,  for  the  Army,  6,673,251/.;  for  the 
Navy,  4,658,635/.;  for  the  Ordnance, 
I,455,S23/. ;  for  the  miscellaneous  services, 
1,835,110^  Including  the  additional 
charge  on  the  Consohdated  Fund,  the 
whole  expenditure  will  be  44,922,219/. 
If  this  is  deducted  from  the  estimated  in. 
come  for  the  year,  46,494,128/.,  it  will 
leave  a  calculated  surplus  of  1,571>909/., 
say  1,572,000/L  The  Committee  is  aware 
of  the  views  which  I  entertain  of  a  surplus 
revenue.  There  are,  I  know,  great  differ, 
ences  of  opinion  on  this  point ;  but  I  hope 
that  Oentlemen,  speaking  generally,  are  of 
my  opinion,  that  it  is  better,  if  we  have  any 
surplus,  rather  to  diminish  taxes,  than  em- 
ploy it  to  pay  off  the  debt.  I  have  always, 
indeed,  bdieved  that  it  was  not  safe  nor 
advisable  to  reduce  the  surplus  too  low. 
Hitherto,  I  believe,  that  I  have  reduced 
the  surplus  lower  than  it  ought  to  have 
been ;  more  so,  I  am  afraid,  than  appears 
justifiable  in  the  eyes  of  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers. Nevertheless,  taking  the  situation  of 
the  count]^  into  consideration,  it  is,  in  my 
opinion,  desirable  that  a  reduction  of  taxes 
should  be  made  to  the  extent  of  the  surplus. 
I  have  stated  the  probable  surplus  of  the 
income  at  1,571,909/.  With  respect  to 
these  reductions,  the  principle  on  which  I 
have  always  acted  is,  to  make  the  reduc. 
tions  as  much  as  possible  on  those  taxes 
which  fall  on  industiy.  I  am  aware  that 
the  reduction  I  have  to  propose  will  not 
be  such  as  I  have  heard  hon.  Gentle- 
men state  in  the  House,  and  still  less 
will  they  be  such  as  I  have  heard  has 
been  mentioned  out  of  the  House.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  reduce  the  taxes 
30,000,000/.  nor  20,000,000/.  as  statements 
have  been  made  out  of  doors,  because  it 
would  be  impossible  to  reduce  taxes  to  that 
amount,  as  the  Committee  must  be  well 
aware,  without  destro3ring  public  credit. 
However^  I  think  the  reduction  of  taxes 


which  I  shall  propose,  will  be  such,  consi. 
dering  the  articles  to  which  it  applies,  as 
wOl  give  considerable  relief.  Before  going 
any  further,  I  think  it  is  necessary  to  speak 
of  those  taxes,  which  it  has  been  proposed 
to  reduce,  and  which,  it  has  been  stated, 
press  very  much  on  the  industry  of  the 
country,  and  which  I  am  afraid,  will  con- 
tinue to  press  on  it  for  some  time,  as  I 
do  not  mean  to  make  any  reduction  in 
them  on  the  present  occasion.  The  first 
tax  of  the  kind  I  shall  notice  is  the 
tax  on  malt.  My  hon.  friend,  the  mem- 
ber for  Lincolnshire,  has  given  notice  that 
he*  will  bring  forward  a  motion  to  reduce 
the  duty  on  malt.  Sir,  the  duty  on  malt 
last  year  amounted  to  4,825, 128^,  and  the 
total  reduction  of  the  Malt  duties  at  present 
is  therefore,  quite  inconsistent  with  the 
state  of  the  revenue.  J  will  take  the  oppor 
tunity  of  considering  what  has  been  the 
course  of  the  Malt  duties,  and  I  will  con. 
sider  whether  the  Malt  duties  press  hard  on 
any  particular  class,  and,  as  a  financial 
question,  whether  it  is  one  of  the  taxes 
which  ought  to  be  first  reduced.  I  will 
state  the  produce  of  the  Malt  duties  for  the 
last  few  years.  In  1830  they  amounted  to 
3,813,304/.;  in  1831,  they  amounted  to 
3,436,271/.;  and  in  1832,  after  the  duties 
on  beer  were  taken  off,  they  amounted  to 
4,359,332/.;  while,  in  the  year  ending 
January  5th,  1833,  they  amounted  to 
4,825,125/.  Looking  at  the  question  in  a 
financial  point  of  view,  is  it  not  apparent 
that  this  tax  does  not  press  so  hard  on  the 
article  as  to  reduce  the  consumption  ?  If 
the  welfare  of  the  producer  were  concerned, 
I  might  be  disposed  to  reduce  this  duty ; 
but  on  looking  at  the  price  of  barley^  I  am 
sure  that  no  Gentleman  will  contend  that 
its  price  does  not  bear  a  proper  proportion 
to  the  price  of  other  grain.  I  say,  then,  that 
looking  at  the  question  both  as  a  financial 
question  concerning  the  amount  of  the  tax, 
and  as  the  interests  of  the  consumers  and 
producers  are  concerned,  and  seeing  that 
there  is  no  unfair  depreciation  of  the  price 
of  this  species  of  grain — for  these  reasons, 
I  say,  I  cannot  consent  to  the  reduction  of 
the  duty.  I  am  aware  that  this  doctrine 
will  not  be  popular ;  but  the  duties  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seldom  are 
popular ;  and  though  it  be  unpopular  to  say 
so,  I  must  say  that  the  Malt- tax,  looking  at  it 
under  the  several  points  of  view  I  have  men- 
tioned is  too  productive  and  too  little  inj  urious 
to  be  now  removed.  The  next  tax,  on  which 

tl  own  I  feel  great  doubts  as  to  the  decision 
to  which  I  have  come,  because  my  own 
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opinion  is  of  that  nature  concerning  the 
tax  a«  to  leave  me  with  a  tendency  to 
doubt  the  propriety  of  the  conclusion  to 
which>  after  the  best  consideration^  I  have 
been  obliged  to  come — the  next  tax  I  «ball 
advert  to,  is  one  which  some  of  the  hon» 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  very  eager  to  get 
removed — the  tax  I  mean  i^  the  Stamp 
duties  on  Newspapers.  With  respect  to 
the  Stamp-duties  on  Newspapers  I  have 
already  frequently  stated  my  opinion — I 
think  it  a  bad  tax.  I  think  it  a  tax  pro- 
ductive of  many  evils,  because  the  effect  of 
it  undoubtedly  is,  to  give  great  advantage 
to  persons  who  arc  l^ld  enough  to  evade 
the  law ;  and  thus  it  gives  a  monopoly  of 
cheap  publications  into  the  bands  of  disre* 
putable  persons.  On  this  ground,  I  most 
certainly  desire  to  see  the  tax  repealed ;  but 
if,  on  thb  principle,  a  part  of  the  tax  were 
reduced,  we  could  not  stop  till  we  repealed 
the  whole.  If  the  whole  tax  gives  a 
premium  to  evade  the  law,  whatever  part  of 
the  tax  maybe  left  will  be  a  premium  to 
take  advantage  of  the  law  to  that  extent. 
The  question,  then,  which  I  have  to  con- 
sider 18,  whether,  in  the  present  situation  of 
the  country — and  that  situation  I  admit  is 
one  in  which  there  is  great  distress — distress 
does  prevail  to  a  considerable  extent ;  but 
the  question  I  have  to  consider  is,  whether 
the  taking  off  this  tax,  which  amounts  to 
440,000/.,  is  a  measure  which  will  give  relief 
to  any  considerable  class  of  the  community. 
I  see  my  hon.  friend  opposite  the  member  for 
the  city  of  Lincoln  (Mr.  Bulwer)  is  taking 
notes ;  and  I  admit  that  the  tax  being  re- 
moved would  give  relief  to  a  certain  extent ; 
but  the  tax  on  newspapers  is  not  one  which 
presses  on  the  industry  of  the  country,  and 
which  would  by  its  removal  giveagreat  relief. 
I  know  that  it  is  argued  that  the  reduction 
of  this  tax  may  be  compensated  by  another 
mode  of  taxation,  and  that  it  is  not  fair^  in 
reducing  the  tax  on  newspapers,  to  calcu- 
late  the  loss  to  the  Revenue  at  440,000/. 
I  admit  that  it  would  not  amount  to  that, 
because  something  would  be  gained  by  the 
increased  consumption  of  paper,  and  that, 
in  fact,  the  loss  to  the  revenue  would  be 
considerably  les&  Some  Gentlemen  have 
proposed  that  a  postage  should  be  levied  on 
new^pers,  and  that  the  revenue  obtained 
from  that  source  would  more  than  counter- 
balance the  loss  by  reducing  the  Stamp 
Duties;  but,  from  the  inquiries  I  have 
made  (and  I  have  examined  the  subject),  I 
am  satisfied  that  this  is  a  fallacious  view  of 
the  question.  I  have  inquired,  and  1  men- 
tion it«  because  I  wish  to  diow  that  it  was 


not  without  consideration  that  |  c^me  to 
the  opinion,  that  these  gentlemen  had  pot 
made  apcurate  calculations.  They  thought 
that  by  layiqg,  instead  of  the  Stamp  Puty 
on  Newspapers,  one  penny  postage  on  each 
paper  the  revenue  would  npt  su^er.  ^iit 
I  believe  that  the  expectations  of  what  the 
Govpn^ment  would  gain  by  th^  postage  fu^ 
much  pver  rated.  In  carrying  Newfq;)^per8| 
the  Government  would  have  many  riyaU; 
the  stage  coaches  would  carry  Newspapers^ 
and  carry  them  fpr  a  for  less  sum  than  one 
penny  each  p^er.  The  consequence  I  be- 
lieve would  be,  that  no  Newspapers  would 
be  carried  by  the  mail-coaches,  or  that,  at 
least,  a  great  diminution  would  take  place 
in  the  number  now  carried  by  theip.  Tlie 
great  mass  of  Newspapers  are  sent  fnmi  th^ 
metropolis  in  large  bundles,  to  be  distrir 
buted  in  the  difiercnt  towns.  They  aje 
made  up  in  parcels  by  the  new^venders^ 
and  sent  to  different  places,  so  that  the  ex« 
pense  of  carrying  one  paper  hy  a  coach 
must  be  very  small.  The  question,  then, 
which  I  have  to  decide  is,  whether  I  shall 
take  off  the  (ax  upon  Newspapers  upon 
speculative  grounds,  believing,  as  I  do,  that 
those  who  recommend  th^t  will  not  find 
their  calculation  correct,  and  sacrifice  a  re 
venue  of  440,000/.  less  by  the  increased 
amount  of  the  duty  on  paper ,-  or  shall  I 
apply  that  440^000/.  to  reduce  taxes  which 
press  more  immediately  on  the  industry  of 
the  country?  It  is  with  regret,  I  must 
own,  particularly  as  regards  my  own  opin- 
ion ;  for  I  admit  that  on  a  former  occasion 
I  did  hold  out  an  expectation,  I  cannot  say 
I  pledged  myself;  but  I  did  bold  out  an 
expectation — I  implied,  and  such  was  then 
my  intention — that  I  would  reduce  this 
tax.  After  much  consideration,  however, 
I  have  altered  my  opinion,  and  I  have 
frankly  stated  to  the  House  my  r^asont 
for  the  alteration.  1  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary for  me  to  apply  myself  to  other  taxes 
which  G^itlemen  have  proposed  to  repeal, 
but  I  will  proceed  to  my  own  plans.  The 
first  tax  to  which  I  propose  to  call  the  at-* 
tention  of  the  Committee,  because  it  segu^ 
larly  comes  before  the  Committee  as  part  of 
the  Excise,  and  wiU  be  the  first  Besolutioa 
I  shall  move— ris  of  a  trifling  nature.  I 
allude  to  the  tax  on  tiles,  which  amounts  to 
57,000/,  When  on  a  former  occasion  I 
removed  the  duty  from  dates,  my  attention 
was  called  to  the  pressure  of  the  duty  on 
tiles.  I  felt,  at  the  time,  that  the  tile 
manufacturers  were  exposed  to  great  hard* 
ships;  but  I  could  not  then  take  off  more 
taxe^    I  {bit  that  it  if  a9  desir^ble^  thftt  U 
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wa«  QYex^just^  i]iat  w^en  th«  tai^  on  slater 
W9S  i:emoY<2cl>  (1)^  t$ix  on  tiles  should  not  he 
suffered  to  remain.  I  helieye  that  the  tax 
on  tiles  y/as  origii^Uy  imposed  only  to 
counterbalance  t^ic  duty  imposed  on  s^tes, 
and  therefore  I  was  convinced  that  I  ought 
to  tal^e  the.  first  opportunity  of  removing  it. 
Th^t  oppojftunity  has  no\y  arrived^  and  I 
proposo  to  take  that  duty  onl  The  next 
tax  to  which  )  shall  call  the  Committee's 
attention,  is  one^  tl^e  reduction  of  which 
will  not  cau^  mucl^  indeed  I  am  not  sure 
t,hat  x\  will  cause  any  great  loss^  and  that  i^ 
will  pot  he  immediately  replaced — it  is  a 
tax  respecting  news^iapers^  the  tax  on 
advertisements.  I  believe  that  the  reduc 
tion  of  the  tax  on  advertisements  will 

Sive  great  relief  to  the  trading  and  pro- 
uctivc  classes.  The  tax  now  is  3s,  6d. 
for  eyeiiy  advertisement^  and  however 
often  the  advertisement  is  ^peated  the 
duty  is  not  altered.  Tl^e  consequence 
is,  that  the  advantages  of  advertising, 
whicl^  are  general^,  only  obtained 
after  two  or  three  insertions^  arc  lost  or 
burthencd  with  a  heavy  duty,  and  to  re- 
duce this  tax  will  give  the  trading  part  of 
the  country  great  relief.  I  propose  then 
to  reduce  the  tax  on  advertisements.  At 
present  it  is  for  every  insertiop  3s.  6d»  I 
propose  to  reduce  the  duty  for  the  first  in- 
sertion to  2«. ;  for  the  second  to  Is,  6d.; 
aud  for  the  third  and  every  subsequent  in- 
sertion to  If*  The  effect  of  this  will  not 
be^  I  should  think,  to  caus^  a  loss  to  the* 
revenue  equal  to  thp  whole  an\ount  of  the 
reductiouj  because  the  consequence  of  the 
reduction  will  be  to  cause  die  advertise, 
ments  to  be  often  repeated  when  the  ad- 
vertisers have  not  to  pay  as  mijch  for 
every  insertion.  Certainly  it  will  enable 
the  proprietors  of  newspapers  to  insert  re. 
peated  advertisements  s\t  a  cheaper  rate 
than  they  can  insert  a  single  aavertise- 
ment;  for  by  keeping  the  type  standing 
they  will  be  saved  the  expense  of  composi- 
tion. Although,  therefore^  I  do  not  think 
we  need  apprehend  much  loss  of  revenue 
by  this  change,  I  calculate  it  will  be  about 
half. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  What  is  the  present 
amount  of  revenue  from  advertisements.^ 

Lord  Althorp :  The  whole  revenue  from 
advertisements  now  amounts  to  150,000/., 
and  I  think  I  am  Quite  safe  at  calculating 
the  reduction  at  only  75,OOOLy  or  one  hsdf. 
The  next  tax  in  which  I  propose  to  make 
an  alteration  is  one  in  which  it  is  most  de- 
sirable to  make  an  alteration — I  mean  the 


I  t^ink  I  shall  not  cause  any  large  sacrifice 
of  revenue  by  this  alteration,  and  the 
alteration  will  be  of  gvfsat  advantage  to  the 
shipping  interests  and  to  trade  generally. 
The  present  rate  of  duty  is  on  the  coasts 
ing  trade  Is.  3d.  per  cent,  when  the  pre- 
miupd  do^  not  exceed  2Qf.,  and  d|*  6d.  per 
c^i^t  when  it  does  exceed  SOj.  On  the 
foreign  trade  it  is  higher;  .being  2s.  6d. 
per  cent  when  the  premium  does  not  exceed 
20s.,  and  5s.  per  cent  when  it  does  exceed 
20s.  The  net  amount  of  revenue  yielded 
by  this  rate  of  duty  is  220,000/.  I  think  it 
right  to  state  the  amount  of  this  tax  at 
d^erent  periods,  that  the  Committee 
may  see  how  di&rent  it  is  from  the  tax 
on  malt.  In  1815  the  amount  of  this 
duty,  though  I  must  observe  that  it  was 
large  in  that  year,  but  in  1815  the  amount 
of  this  duty  was  452,000/.  and  last  year  it 
was  only  £20,000/.  That  shows  that  the 
efiect  of  the  tax  on  policies  of  marine  insur- 
ance has  been  to  drive  this  branch  of  trade 
out  of  the  country.  It  is,  therefore,  one  of 
the  taxes  which  I  think  ought  to  be  re- 
duced. The  proposition  1  have  to  submit 
to  the  Committee  on  this  subject  will,  I 
believe,  be  acceptable  to  the  dUiferent  in- 
terests concerned.  I  do  not  propose  to 
alter  the  tax  on  policies  in  the  coasting 
trade.  My  proposition  is,  that  on  all  poli- 
cies on  vessels  ei^gaged  in  foreign  trade,  in 
which  the  premium  is  under  15^.,  the  duty 
shall  be  reduced  from  2s.  6d»to  Is,  3d,, 
and  on  policies  where  the  premium  is  under 
30s.  and  above  15^.,  I  propose  to  reduce 
the  duty  to  2s.  6d<  When  the  premium 
exceeds  30s.  I  propose  that  the  present 
duty  shall  continue  to  be  levied.  From 
what  1  have  already  heard,  I  believe  that 
this  arrangement  will  be  satisfactory  to  the 
interests  concerned.  Of  course  they  would 
be^  better  satisfied  if  the  rcductitni  were 
greater,  but  the  reduction  that  is  made 
falls  on  those  policies,  in  which  relief  is 
most  required.  I  calculate  the  redoctiou 
of  the  revenue  which  may  take  place  from 
this  cause  at  about  one  half>  or  lOOfiOOL 
This  reduction  though  small  I  have  ereat 
pleasure  in  proposing,  because  it  will  re- 
lieve the  shipping  interest  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, and  bring  back  a  part  perhaps  of  the 
profitable  trade  which  the  high  tax  had 
hemished.  The  next  branch  of  taxes  to 
which  I  will  apply  myself  is  the  Assessed- 
taxes.  With  respect  to  these  taxe%  the 
pressure  on  the  House  and  on  the  Govern- 
ment has  been  for  the  total  repeal  of  the 
House  and  Window-tax.    The  total  repeal 
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%59^,000L  I  confess  that,  faowerer  I  may 
wish  to  accommodate  and  relieve  tbe  indus* 
trious  population  of  the  towns,  I  should 
not  he  justified  in  sacrificing  all  the  surplus 
revenue  for  that  object.  I  have  endea* 
voured  to  consider  if  some  mode  could  not 
be  adopted,  by  which  the  productive  indus- 
try of  the  town  population  may  be  relieved, 
while  this  tax  might  remain  upon  those 
who  arc  best  able  to  bear  it ;  I  mean,  whe- 
ther  an  arrangement  could  not  be  made, 
by  which  the  shopkeepers  may  be  relieved 
from  the  duty,  while  houses  that  are  not 
converted  into  shops  shall  remain  charge- 
able as  at  present*  The  Committee  may 
probably  be  aware,  that  according  to  the 
present  law  regarding  the  Window-tax, 
there  is  an  allowance  made,  by  which  three 
windows  are  struck  off  from  each  house  to 
which  a  shop  is  attached.  I  think  this  is 
a  principle  upon  which  we  may  proceed. 
I  do  not  intend  to  confine  the  windows  for 
shops  to  any  specific  number ;  but  I  pro- 
pose to  take  the  duty  off  windows  in  aU 
shops  employed  as  such,  or  as  ware-rooms. 
In  the  case  of  houses  which  include  shops, 
warehouses,  or  storehouses,  it  is  intended 
that  the  number  of  windows  appropriated 
to  the  shop,  warejbouse,  or  store-house, 
shall  be  deducted  from  the  number  of  win- 
dows in  the  house ;  for  instance,  in  a 
house  containing  altogether  fifteen  win- 
dows, five  of  which  are  appropriated  to  the 
shop  or  warehouse,  five  windows  shall  be 
deducted  from  the  total  number  reckoned 
for  the  house ;  so  that  the  house  will  be 
considered  as  one  having  only  ten  windows ; 
and,  that,  in  this  case  there  would  be  a  re-> 
duction  of  one- third  of  the  whole  window 
duty  for  that  house.  Now,  with  respect  to 
the  house-duty,  it  is  intended  to  proceed 
upon  the  same  principle ;  and  in  a  house 
containing  fifteen  windows,  of  which 
five  belongs  to  the  shop,  the  House-duty 
will  also  be  reduced  in  the  proportion  of 
one-third  of  the  whole  amount  hitherto 
payable  for  the  house.  I  hope  that  this 
will  be  considered  to  nve  a  considerable 
relief  to  shopkeepers  ana  others  eneaged  in 
trade ;  because,  with  respect  to  their  shops, 
they  will  be  relieved  entirely  both  from 
the  house  and  Window-tax ;  and  they  will 
only  be  liable  to  pay  these  taxes  for  such 
portion  of  their  houses  as  is  appropriated 
to  different  purposes  from  those  of  trade. 
This  reduction,  I  calculate,  will  produce  a 
diminution  of  the  revenue,  arising  from 
the  House  and  Window-taxes,  of  about 
100,000/.  With  regard  to  some  of  the 
other  classes  of  the  Assessed-taxes^   the 


house  has  been  made  fiilly  aware  that 
great  complaints  have  been  brought  by  the 
parties  interested.  This  is  the  case  parti- 
cularly with  respect  to  the  duty  on  taxed 
carts,  the  recetut  measore  respecting  which, 
though  in  some  cases  it  may  have  opemfted 
as  a  tax,  was  in  reality  a  redaction  of  tax- 
ation. But  as  it  has  not  as  yet  produced 
much  effect,  it  is  my  intention  to  propose 
that  this  tax  be  entirely  reduced,  and  that 
those  carts  which  have  been  subject  to  the 
duty  of  SOs.  shall  now  be  entirely  free 
from  that  impost.  The  remission  of  this 
tax  will  produce  a  diminution  of  the  revenue 
to  the  extent  ci  SOfiOOL  There  is  another 
tax  of  which  great  complaints  have  been 
made,  as  bearing  heavily  upon  the  trading 
interest — I  allude  to  the  duty  for  diopmen, 
warehousemen,  store^keepers,  and  porters. 
This,  also,  I  intend  to  take  away ;  and  I 
calculate  that  it  will  produce  a  duninudon 
a£  45,000^  There  is  another  class  who 
are  connected  with  the  mercantile  interest 
on  whose  emplo3rment  a  duty  is  leviedr-* 
commercial  travelers  and  hawkers.  This 
tax  I  also  propose  to  repeaL  The  amount 
arising  from  it  is  trifling  -only  4,500^ ; 
but  there  is  a  more  important  class  ci  men, 
who  subject  their  employers  to  taxation— 
I  mean  book-keepers  and  clerks,  whom  it 
is  likewise  my  intention  to  relieve  from 
this  burthen.  I  next  intend  to  propose  to 
take  off  the  duty  which  is  now  levied  on 
stewards,  bailifis,  managers,  and  overseers, 
the  amount  of  which  is  inconsiderable, 
being  only  9i500/.  a-year.  The  whole  of 
these  reductions  in  the  Assessed  Taxes 
amount  to  a  sum  of  244,000^  The  next 
point  to  which  I  am  aboutto  address  myself 
is  one  on  which  I  am,  in  a  certain  deme, 
pledged.  When  I  laid  the  additional  duty 
on  raw  cottons  in  1831,  I  said  that  it  was 
radically  wrong  in  principle,  and  that,  on 
the  first  opportunity  which  arrived,  it  ought 
to  be  reduced.  That  opportunity  has  now 
arrived,  and  it  is,  thereforo,  incumbent 
on  this  House  to  take  off  the  addi- 
tional duty  which  was  imposed  in  1831. 
The  Committee  are,  no  doubt  aware  of  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  was  laid  on. 
It  was  thought  both  by  me  and  by  this 
House,  that  it  was  more  desirable  that  the 
tax  on  printed  calicoes  should  be  taken  off 
entirely,  as  being  more  contrary  to  principle 
than  the  tax  upon  raw  cotton.  When  I 
propose  to  remit  this  tax,  it  is  not  because 
I  think  it  has  had  any  bad  efiect ;  on  the 
contrary,  the  manufactures  connected  with 
cotton  have  flourished  under  its  operation  ; 
but  we  must  recollect  >how  dangerous  it  it 
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to  lay  taxes  upon  tberaw  material,  in  cases 
in  whicli  we  have  to  compete  with  foreign 
manufacturers,  though  this  danger  does  not 
always  show  itself  at  the  moment.  It  may 
remain  dormant,  because  there  is  no  imme- 
diate competition  ;  but  foreign  manufactu- 
ren-  gradually  establish  themselves,  and 
make  their  way  in  different  markets ;  and 
by  the  time  that  peofde  begin  to  perceive 
the  mischief,  it  has  become  too  late  to 
remedy  it*  It  is,  therefore,  necessary  to  be 
exoeedinf^y  careful  in  imposing  any  addi. 
tiomd  burthen  on  the  raw  material.  At  the 
same  time  I  do  not  propose  to  put  raw 
cotton  on  a  better  footing  than  it  was  when 
the  addition  to  the  tax  m  1831  was  pro- 
posed. I  propose  only  to  take  off  that 
amount  of  the  tax  (as  nearly  as  I  can  cal- 
culate it)  which  was  imposed  on  that  occa- 
sion. Previous  to  that  period,  there  was 
an  ad  valorem  duty  upon  the  pound  of  raw 
cotton  to  an  amount  which  might  be 
equivalent  to  three-ei^ths  of  a  penny,  to 
which  were  then  added  two^'eighths  of  a 
penny,  making  the  whole  about  five-eighths 
of  a  penny  per  lb.,  the  result  of  that  being, 
that  the  whole  amount  of  the  duty  on  cotton 
for  the  last  year  had  been  G2{),000l  It 
has  been  estimated  that  the  portion  of  the 
duty  'imposed  in  1831  might  be  about 
326,000/. ;  but  I  do  not  think  its  reduction 
will  diminish  the  revenue  more  than 
300,000/.  In  most  cases  where  a  duty  is 
reduced,  we  may  calculate  on  the  deficiency 
being  partially  made  up  by  an  increased 
consumption:  but  in  this  case  I  cannot 
anticipate  such  a  result,  and  I  expect  that 
the  revenue  will  lose  to  the  full  amount  of 
the  sum  repealed.  I  am  now  to  speak  of 
a  tax  of  more  importance,  and  one  on  which 
1  consider  a  reduction  to  be  most  desirable, 
though  the  tax  produces  a  considerable 
amount  of  revenue— •!  mean  the  tax  on 
soap,  the  annual  amount  of  which  at 
present  is  1,186,000/.  I  propose  to  reduce 
that  duty  by  one  half,  which  may,  at  first 
sieht,  appear  a  ^reat  reduction ;  but  I 
brieve  that,  all  things  considered,  the  real 
diminution  will  not  amount  to  more  than 
half  of  the  apparent  amount,  because  on 
this  reduction  we  may  fairly  reckon  that 
we  may  save  the  drawbacks,  by  which 
100,000/.  are  paid  back  to  the  producers : 
9nd  I  think  we  may  also  calculate  that  a 
great  portion  of  the  remaining  diminution 
will  be  made  up  by  increased  consumption. 
The  consequence,  also,  of  putting  an  end 
to  the  illicit  manufacture,  is  deserving  of 
consideration.  The  duty  upon  the  cwt.  at 
present  is  S8^    Now  die  greater  expense 


to  the  illicit  manufacturer  than  to  the  fair 
trader  is  estimated  at  12^.  per  cwt,  as  I 
believe  has  been  proved  by  some  persons  at 
present  actually  ensaged  in  the  manufac- 
ture, which  leaves  we  illicit  manufacturer, 
under  the  present  system,  a  profit  of  no  less 
than  169.  per  cwt.  and  an  advantage  to  that 
extent  over  the  fair  trader ;  whereas,  when 
the  duty  is  reduced  to  half,  if  he  be  stiU 
subject  to  the  same  disadvantage  as  the 
manufacturer,  he  will  only  have  an  advant- 
age over  the  fair  trader  of  2^.  on  the  cwL 
I  really  hope  and  trust  that  the  effect  will 
be  to  destroy  nearly,  if  not  entirely,  the 
illicit  manufacture.  It  is  impossible  not  to 
say  that  the  illicit  trade  is  carried  on  at 
present  to  a  very  great  extent.  And  I, 
therefore,  do  not  exaggerate  when  I  say, 
that  the  reduction  per  cwt.  of  one-half  will 
not  produce  a  decrease  of  the  revenue  of 
more  than  300,000/.  I  have  now  stated 
the  taxes  which  I  wish  to  reduce ;  and  in 
making  my  selection,  I  have  endeavoured 
to  do  it  in  such  a  manner  as  shaU  apply 
the  greatest  practicable  relief  to  the  pro. 
ductive  classes.  I  have  abo  endeavoured 
to  relieve  the  country  of  taxes  on  some 
articles  of  very  general  consumption.  Some 
Gentlemen  may  wish  that  I  had  made  a 
different  selection,  but  altogether  I  hope 
the  House  will  be  satisfied  that  these  taxes 
ought  to  be  reduced.  I  do  not  think  that 
any  Gentleman  will  pretend  to  say  that  the 
removal  of  these  taxes  will  not  relieve  the 
country.  Greater  reductions  may  be  called 
for,  but  none  can  deny  that  these  will  pro- 
duce some  effect  at  least.  I  do  not 
think  that  any  hon.  Member  will  say  that 
every  one  of  these  taxes  ought  not  to  be 
repealed. 

Mr.  (/ConneU  inquired  whether  the 
taxes  on  advertisements  would  be  equalized 
in  England  and  Ireland,  and  whether  the 
drawlMcks  on  soap  exported  to  Ireland  were 
to  be  taken  away. 

Lord  AUhorp:  I  will  not  at  present 
answer  the  hon.  Member's  question ;  but  I 
do  think  that  there  ought  not  to  be  a  lower 
duty  in  Ireland  than  m  England.  I  will 
now  recapitulate  to  the  House  the  partL. 
culan  of  the  different  taxes  which  I  intend 
to  reduce :  they  are  these  :— 

1.  Tiles—whole  duty  d7j<)00 

S.  Marine  Insurance — estimated  dimi-  ^ 

nution        ...   *1 00,000 

3.  Advertisements— <litto      '     75,000 

4.  Assessed  Taxee— Reduction  of  House 

and  Window  Duty  on  Shops        ...    844,000 

5.  Cotton  —  Reduction  of  additional 

Duty  imposed  ia  1831     ...       •««    900,000 


^39  ^^PPJli — 

6.  Soap  (half  preeent  duty). 


|;«tiiD{(te4  return  on  Soap 
Probable  loss  to  the  revenue 
Surplus  for  year  ending  1834 
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1,349,000 
...  293,000 
...1,056,000 
...  1,572,000 


Gsttroated  surplus  after  the  above  re- 
ductions 


liia,000 


Tl^e  amo^Dt  of  surplus  is  sm^iUer  than  it 
bas  b^en  usual  to  calculate  upon ;  but  I 
do  think  that,  in  the  present  stat^  of  the 
country,  it  is  for  its  advantage  to  act  upon 
\\\e  principlq  which  hasgni^ed  me,  and  to 
carry  the  reductipn  to  the  greatest  practic- 
able extent.  I  have  detained  the  House 
in  explaining  aU  the  details  of  ray  reduc- 
tions at  considerable  length;  and  as  to 
any  general  arguments  upon  such  a  state- 
ment, I  do  not  think  that  they  are  very 
pecessary.  As  to  those  taxes  on  which  I 
have  not  thought  it  my  duty  to  propose 
any  reductions,  I  have  stated  my  grounds 
for  not  reducing  them ;  and  I  have  ako 
stated  the  grounds  on  which  I  proposed 
to  reduce  those  of  which  I  have  given  the 
particulars.  Some  hon.  Gentlemen,  I 
fear,  may  object  to  certain  taxes  being 
omitted,  and  some  to  others;  but  I  hope, 
as  I  before  said,  that  the  House  altogether 
will  be  satisfied.  I  will  only  detain  the 
House  with  one  observation  more.  I  hope 
the  House  wi\l  consider,  that  whatever 
they  do  further  for  the  relief  of  any  parti- 
cular classes  which  suffer  under  the 
l)urthens  of  taxation,  tbey  must  confine 
their  labours  to  the  substitution  of  other 
taxes,  and  to  make  further  reductions. 
I  hope  and  trust  that  they  will  not  be  in- 
duced to  do  anything  which  would  be 
detrimental  to  the  public  creditpr;  that 
tlrey  will  not  press  for  the  repeal  of  a 
greater  number  of  taxes,  without  substi- 
tutiug  others;  because  the  Committee  will 
see,  from  the  state  of  the  revenue  which 
I  have  laid  before  them,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  grant  it.  I  do  not  think  it 
necessarv  to  detain  the  Committee  any 
(onger,  but  have  now  merely  to  propose 
the  Resolution — "  That  it  is  the  opinion 
of  this  (!)ommittee  that  the  duty  payable 
on  tiles  shall  henceforth  cease  and 
determine." 

Mr.  Hume  could  not  deny  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as  far  as  he 
bad  gone,  had  done  well;  but  he  only 
regretted  that  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
gone  further.  The  noble  Lord  might  have 
proceeded  on  ^he  principle  which  had 
|;^id^  \(\fn  lA  red^cing  th^  duty  upon 


593,000 1  soap,  witli  r^rd  to  whicb  he  h^  tol4 

them  that  the  revenue  would  he  benefited 
by  the  reduction  of  the  duty  by  one  half 

Eer  cent.  He  cp^ld  tell  Uie  noble  Lord, 
owever,  that  the  country  would  not  be 
satisfied  if  he  could  not  bring  forward 
something  better  than  hja  coo^n^utatiou  of 
tithes  and  ta^ea.  Great  dissatisfactioQ 
would  arise,  as  sooi\  aa  thecQuntry  wa^  in- 
formed of  the  n\ethod  to  be.  pursued 
respecting  the  House  and  Window-tax. 
They  were  now  placfid  in  a  position  in 
which  it  was  necessary  to  incur  some  risk, 
id  order  to  grant  relief  in  those  taxes  which 
pressed  so  heavily  upon  the  poor  in  parti- 
cular. With  regard  to  hia  observations 
on  the  duty  upon  malt,  the  noble  Lord 
was  entirely  mistaken ;  for  he  had  shown 
by  a  statement  that,  forty  years  ago,  when 
the  population  of  the  country  was  only 
half  what  it  is  at  present,  the  consumption 
of  malt  was  greater;  so  that  the  noble 
Lord  might  fairly  reckon,  if  the  duty  were 
reduced  to  ten  shillings  a  quarter,  there 
would  be  double  the  quantity  consumed. 
Thus  the  people  would  gain  much,  and 
the  revenue  would  lose  but  little.  He 
hoped  that  the  noble  Lord,  or,  if  the  noble 
Lord  would  not,  that  the  House,  would 
reduce  the  duty  on  malt  to  ten  shillings, 
when  he  was  sure  the  revenue  would  not 
lose  by  it.  With  regard  to  the  Stamp-duty 
upon  newspapers,  the  noble  Lord  had 
looked  upon  it  merely  in  a  financial  point 
of  view ;  but  he  should  have  remembered 
that  ignorance  was  the  greatest  bane  of 
society.  It  was,  therefore,  the  duty  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  lessen  that  tax,  even  at  a 
sacriGce  of  revenue.  He  thought  that  the 
objections  against  the  loss  which  would 
arise  to  the  revenue  could  be  commuted 
for  postage;  and  he  trusted  that  the 
House  would  not  allow  the  subject  to 
sleep,  and  that  the  nobl^  Lord  would  take 
a  better  view  of  the  matter.  With  respect 
to  the  next  tax  on  which  a  reduction  was 
to  be  made,  he  candidly  concurred  as  to 
the  amount  of  the  reduction.  He  objected 
to  the  complexity  of  the  details*  m  the 
arrangements  about  the  duty  on  advertise- 
ments, which,  if  made  more  simple,  would 
bo  much  more  beneficial.  The  noble 
Lord  was  mistaken  as  to  the  number  of 
advertisements  which  required  to  be 
repeated ;  as  it  was,  the  reduction  would 
only  operate  in  favour  of  one  particular 
class;  and  if  the  duty  were  reduced  to 
ls»  6d.  on  all  advertisements,  the  reduc- 
tion  would  l^   mueh  better  received* 
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With  regard  to  marine  iosprances,  it 
would  have  been  much  better  to  reduce 
that  tax  altogether.  With  regard  to  the 
Assessed-taxes,  he  concurred  with  the 
noble  Lord,  as  far  aa  ho  went ;  but  he  wiis 
extrepiely  sorry  that  he  had  not  proposed 
to  grant  relief  from  the  House  and 
Window  taxes.  It  was  a  tax  which  gave 
extreme  annoyance,  and  pressed  very 
heavily  on  the  Metropolis  in  particular. 
The  noble  Lord  would  soon  nnd  that  a 
great  portion  of  the  houses  would  ))e  left 
empty;  and  such  a  diminution  of  the 
value  of  houses  would  take  place,  that  he 
would  be  at  last  compelled  to  grant  a  re- 
duction of  the  duty.  Ife  approved  of  the 
reduction  of  the  Soap  puty,  and  he 
concurred  in  the  propriety  of  reducing 
duties,  inorder  to  prevent  smuggling;  but 
ivby  not  carry  the  principle  to  its  full 
extent?  Why  leave  a  premium  to  the 
smuggler,  even  of  two  shillings?  Why 
not  abolish  the  duty  and  not  leave  a  single 
shilling  as  a  premium  to  the  smuggler? 
He,  therefore,  hoped,  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  yet  reconsider  that  part  of  the  sub- 
ject. The  noble  Lord  must  not  suppose 
that  the  country  would  be  satisfied  unless 
some  method  was  discovered  for  introdu- 
cing a  commutation  of  taxes,  so  as  to 
throw  the  burthen  off  industry,  and  put  it 
upon  property.  Unless  the  noble  Lord  did 
this,  Uie  people  would  be  entitled  to  press 
for  a  much  larger  reduction  than  had  yet 
been  announced.  He  had  thus  stated 
what  he  approved  of  in  the  noble  {^ord's 
statements,  and  what  he  did  not  approve 
of;  and  he  would  conclude,  by  expressing 
his  hope,  that  a  reduction  would  be  made 
at  least  to  the  full  extent  of  the  surplus  of 
616,000/. 

Colonel  Davies  would  only  trouble  the 
Committee  with  a  few  observations.  He 
wished,  in  the  first  instance,  to  notice 
what  appeared  to  him  to  be  an  apparent 
and  not  a  real  saving  in  the  military 
establishment  of  the  country;  120,000/. 
Lad  been  applied  last  year  in  the  purchase 
of  half-pay  annuities,  whilst  this  year  only 
20,000l.  was  applied  to  the  same  purpose. 
The  difference  of  100,000/.,  however,  was 
only  an  apparent  saving.  With  respect 
to  the  proposed  reduction  of  taxation,  he 
agreed  with  his  hon.  friend,  the  member 
for  Middlesex,  that  a  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  malt  would  have  been  most 
desirable.  Such  a  reduction  would  have 
been  a  great  advantage  to  the  morals  as 

well  as  an  iucreaae  of  comfort  to  tb^  Ipwer 


orders.  The  reduction  of  the  ^s^essed- 
taxes  \vas  good  as  far  as  it  went,  but  it 
would  afford  rio  relief  whatever  to  many 
classes  that  now  severely  feU  the  pressure 
of  the  Assessed-taxes.  At  present,  th^f^ 
was  no  duty  playable  on  warehouses,  an4 
therefore  the  relief  to  the  mercaptile 
classes  would  be  very  smalt.  Nor  would 
the  relief  to  the  shopkeeper  be  so  great  as 
it  might  at. first  appear.  The  shopkeeper 
had  only  to  compete  with  bis  neighbour 
who  paid  the  saipe  taxes  as  himself. 
The  amount  of  those  taxes,  it  was  true, 
was  very  large,  but  the  shopkeeper  did  not 
pay  them  ultimately — they  fell  on  the  con- 
sumer. But  why  not  reduce  the  Assessed- 
taxes,  so  as  to  give  relief  to  other  classes 
besides  the  shopkeepers?  Those  who 
kept  no  shops,  and  those  who  lived  in 
lodgings,  and  paid  an  increased  rent  in 
consequence  of  the  high  duty  on  their 
houses,  were  as  well  entitled  to  relief  as 
the  shopkeepers.  If  the  House-duty  had 
been  repealed  altogether,  it  would  have 
afforded  substantial  relief,  which  it  would 
not  do  if  the  present  proposal  was  adhered 
to.  The  reduction  of  the  duty  on  raw 
cotton,  no  doubt,  would  be  hailed  with 
great  satisfaction  by  the  IV^anchester  peo-, 
pie,  who  were  fortanate  in  Qndingso  good 
a  friend  in  the  noble  Lord.  The  proposed 
reductions,  however,  he  predicted,  would 
not  satisfy  the  country.  The  only  mode 
in  which  reductions  could  be  effected  to 
any  extent  was  by  reducing  the  public 
establishments.  If  a  Committee  was 
granted  to  him,  to  consider  what  reduc- 
tions could  be  made  iii  the  colonial  and 
military  establishments,  he  would  forfeit 
his  existence  if  he  did  not  show  that 
reductions  might  be  made  to  the  full 
amount  of  the  Assessed-taxes.  lie  hoped, 
when  he  tpovcd  for  such  a  Committee, 
that  he  should  find  the  noble  lord  and  his 
colleagues  disposed  to  listen  to  a  proposal 
which  might  lead  to  so  important  and 
beneficial  a  reduction. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  agreed  in  the  remark 
of  the  noble  Lord  that  the  duties  of  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  were  very, 
unpopular,  and  that  it  was  impossible  to 
satisfy  the  hopes  of  all  parties  who  claimed 
a  reduction  of  taxation.  The  observation 
of  the  noble  Lord  was  perfectly  just,  and, 
those  who  filled  the  situation  which  the 
noble  Lord  now  filled  bad  heretofore  gene- 
rally found  their  opponents  more  disposed 
to  aggravate  the  unpopularity  by  clamour; 

against  taxation  tbasi  tg  lessen  it  by  a(> 
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auiescing  in  the  opinion,  that  greater  re- 
notions  were  impossible.  Fop  his  own 
party  he  was  not  disposed  to  take 
that  course,  for  he  should  have  to  avow 
opinions  quite  as  unpopular  as  those 
avowed  by  the  noble  Lord.  He  would 
not  say,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  not  gone 
far  enough  in  the  reduction  of  taxation ; 
he  was  rather  disposed  to  complain  of  the 
noble  Lord  having  carried  reduction  too 
far.  It  was  dangerous  to  proceed  with  re- 
duction to  an  extent  which  might  affect 
our  ability  to  keep  faith  with  the  public 
creditor.  He  thought  it  bad  economy  to 
reduce  the  surplus  so  far  as  to  cut  off 
all  hope  of  that  honest  and  legitimate 
diminution  of  the  public  burthens  which 
we  might  effect  by  maintaining  public 
credit,  and  enabling  ourselves  to  reduce 
the  interest  of  the  public  funds.  The 
noble  Lord  proposed  a  reduction  of 
1,056,000/.;  and  this,  be  it  observed, 
was,  on  his  own  showing,  not  on  an 
increasing,  but  on  a  falling  revenue.  The 
noble  Lord  had  shown  that  the  reve- 
nue of  1832  was  46,618,016/.;  in  1833, 
it  was  46,852,650/.;  but  the  estimate  of 
1834  was  46,494,128/.;  making  a  falling 
off  of  not  less  than  356,000/.  as  compared 
with  that  of  1833,  The  reduction  then 
was  of  1,056,000/.  on  a  falling  revenue. 
Suppose  the  noble  Lord  should  be  disap- 
pomted  as  to  the  amount  of  expenditure, 
and  circumstances,  which  it  was  impossible 
to  euard  against,  should  arise  (which 
Ooa  forbid)  to  render  it  necessary  to  in- 
crease the  ex^nditure— the  danger  of  ex- 
treme reduction  would  be  proportionally 
increased.  He,  therefore,  thought  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  carried  his  reductions 
to  the  fullest  possible  extent ;  and  though 
he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  that  it  was 
difficult  at  the  present  time  to  maintain 
a  large  surplus  for  the  purpose  of  redeem- 
ing debt,  yet  he  thought  it  most  unwise 
not  to  have  a  surplus,  of  a  moderate 
amount,  available  to  meet  an  unfore- 
seen increase  of  expenditure;  and  thus 
enable  the  Government  to  avoid  the  great 
evil  of  creating  fresh  debt.  A  surplus 
of  516,000/.  was  the  very  least  that  should 
be  ^  maintained.  In  the  general  view 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  taken  of  the 
subject  he  also  entirely  concurred.  He 
thought  llie  noble  Lord  had  acted  wisely  in 
maintaining  the  system  of  taxation  as  it 
stood  at  present.  All  attempts  to  effect  an 
extensive  commutation  of  taxes,  causing,  as 

Uneoessarilymust,  in  the  present  artificial 


state  of  society,  the  unsettlement  of  capi- 
tal, must  be  productive  of  great  injury. 
Another  system  of  taxation  might  be 
proved  by  reason  a  priori  to  be  better 
than  the  present ;  but  the  present  being 
established,  and  the  habits  and  occu- 
pations of  the  people  having  accommo- 
dated themselves  to  it,  it  might,  though 
abstractedly  less  perfect,  be,  on  the 
whole,  preferable  to  any  substitute.  He 
thought  likewise  that  the  noble  I/>rd  had 
done  well  in  not  proposing  an  Income 
or  a  Property-tax.  Nothing  but  a  case 
of  extreme  necessity  could  justify  Par- 
liament in  subjecting  the  people  of  this 
country,  in  a  time  of  peace,  to  the 
inquisitorial  process  which  must  be  resort- 
ed to  in  order  to  render  that  impost  pro- 
ductive ;  and  to  have  recourse  to  sudi  a 
machinery  for  the  purpose  of  raising  two 
or  three  per  cent  would  be  most  unwise. 
Such  a  tax  was  a  great  resource  in  time 
of  necessity,  and  therefore  he  was  unwill- 
ing, by  establishing  the  offensive  inquisi- 
tion with  which  it  must  be  accompanied, 
to  create  such  an  odium  against  it  as 
might  render  it  almost  impracticable  to 
resort  to  it  in  time  of  extreme  neces- 
sity. The  application  of  the  tax  to 
Ireland  would  be  attended  wiUi  extreme 
difficulty.  He  really  believed  that  this 
circumstance  formed  the  main  obstacle 
to  the  establishment  of  the  tax.  It 
hardly  could  be  contended,  that  if  a 
Property-tax  were  established,  Ireland 
should  be  exempted  from  its  operation. 
He  wished  to  see  Ireland  as  much  favour- 
ed as  possible  consistently  with  justice; 
but  to  impose  a  Property-tax  upon  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  and  to  exempt  Ire- 
land from  its  operation,  would,  in  his 
opinion,  however  unpopular  that  opinion 
might  be,  be  exceedingly  unjust.  In 
England  a  Property-tax  would  be  applied 
in  the  way  of  commutation  of  other  ex- 
isting taxes,  and  might  thus  afford  material 
relief,  but  Ireland  did  not  afford  the 
materials  of  a  commutation,  and  the 
Property-tax  in  Ireland  would  operate 
as  a  new  and  additional  impost.  The 
noble  Lord  had  therefore  wisely  abstained 
from  agitating  a  question  which  could 
not  be  satisfactorily  settled.  With  re- 
spect to  a  tax  upon  property,  as  dis- 
tinguished from  a  tax  upon  income  he  very 
much  doubted  whether  it  would  promote 
the  interests  of  the  labouring  classes, 
because  it  would  diminish  the  funds  at 
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of  industry  and  the  promotion  of  labour, 
and  it  would  ultimately  be  found  that  the 
tax  did  not  affect  the  person  who  paid  it 
so  much  as  the  labourer,  by  diminishing 
his  means  of  employment    He  approved 
of  the  repeal  of  the  tax  upon  raw  cotton, 
which  was  imposed  in  1831,  for,  though 
it    might  not   hitherto  have   injuriously 
affected  the  cotton-manufacture  of   this 
country,  though  there  was  no  evidence 
of  incipient  decay,  yet  irreparable  injury 
might  be  done  by  improvident  taxes  on  the 
raw  materials  of  our  great  manufactures 
Y^ithout  our  having  any  previous  warning. 
A  very  slight  premium  given  to  a  foreign 
rival  might  turn  the  current  in  his  favour. 
At  the  time  the  additional  tax  was  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord,  he  had  expressed 
his  hope  that  it  would  speedily  be  repeal- 
ed.   On  a  former  occasion  he  had  ob- 
served, that  after  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  upon  slates,  the  tax  upon  tiles  should 
be  one  of   the  first  taxes  repealed  by 
the  House,  because  the  former  were  used 
principally  in  the  houses  of  the  richer 
classes,  and  the  latter  in  cottages  and 
farm  -  houses.      However   unpopular    it 
might  be  to  say  so,  he  must  confess  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord  had  done  right  in 
not  taking  off  the  duty  upon  newspapers. 
The  reduction  of  the  taxes  which  haid  been 
selected  would  afford  greater  relief  to  the 
community  than  the  remission  of  the  duty 
upon  newspapers.    He  saw  no  proof  that 
newspapers  were  labouring  and  panting 
under  the  duty.     Free  discussion  was  not 
checked  by  it.  Useful  and  amusing  informa- 
tion was  at  present  supj)lied  to  the  people 
by  several  societies,  without,  as  far  as  he 
knew,  any  violation  of  the  existing  law. 
Besides,  the  remission  of  the  duty,  and 
the  subjection  of  newspapers  to  postage, 
would  operate  as  a  bonus  to  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  metropolis,  who,  from  the  cir- 
cumstance of  their  residing  at  the  fountain 
head  of  knowledge,  and  being  congregated 
in  great  masses,  were  already  in  advance 
of  the  rest  of  the  community,  whilst  per- 
sons who  lived  in  the  country,  and  were 
further  removed  from  the  sources  of  in- 
formation, would  have  to  pay  a  heavy  tax 
upon  its  conveyance,  increasing  in  pro- 
portion to  the  distance  of  that  conveyance, 
and^  therefore,  in  proportion  probably  to 
the  disadvantages  under  which   they  at 
present  laboured.    If  he  understood  the 
noble  Lord's  proposition  with  respect  to 
the  House  and  Window-duty,  it  was  this, 
that  no  duty  should  be  paid  upon  windows 


which  were  used  for  the  purposes  of  trade, 
and  that  the  abatement  of  the  House* 
duty  should  follow  the  scale  of  the  re- 
duction of  the  duty  on  windows -—r  that 
was  to  say,  the  greater  the  number  of 
windows  employed  for  shop  purposes,  the 
greater  would  be  the  remission,  not  only 
of  window,  but  of  house  duty.     He  feared 
that  this  would  operate  as  a  great  encour- 
agement to  fraud.    If  the  noble  Lord  could 
deal  with  shops  as  they  now  stood,  and  re- 
mit the  tax  upon  windows  hon&Jide  appro- 
priated to  shop  purposes,  he  would  have 
no  objection  to  such  a  proposition  ;  but  he 
apprehended    that   advantage  would   bie 
taken  of  the  proffered  indulgence  to  bring 
windows  not  bond  fide  required  for  shop 
purposes  within  the    terms  of  the  ex- 
emption,   and  by  that  means  obtain  a 
double  remission.      He  had  no  doubt  that 
if  the  noble  Lord's  proposition  should  be 
adopted  as  he  had  stated  it  to  the  House, 
it  would  give  rise    to  much    expensive 
litigation.     For  instance  it  was  proposed 
to  exempt  the  windows  in  show-rooms. 
But  what    constituted  a   show  -  room  ? 
He    knew  what  it  was  at  present,  but 
he  feared    that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  define  it   accurately  when  a  double 
pecuniary  advantage   would  result  from 
appropriating    rooms   to    the    purposes 
of  exhibition.      That,    however,  was  a 
matter  of  detail,  and  he  would  not  longer 
dwell  upon  it  at  that  moment.    On  the 
whole  he  was  well  pleased  with  the  noble 
Lord's  statement.  The  doubt  which  chiefly 
pressed  upon  his  mind  was  as  to  whether 
the  noble  Lord  had  not  gone  too  far  in  the 
way  of  reduction.    It  was  better  to  avow 
that  opinion  at  once ;  he  cared  little  whe- 
ther it  was  popular  or  not,  but  he  believed  ' 
that  the  interests  of  the  country  peculiarly 
required  a  frank  expression  of  opinion  on 
subjects  which  were  not  popular.    If  re- 
mission were  to  take  place,  he  was  glad 
that  tlie  noble  Lord  had  applied  himself 
to  the  reduction  of  the  taxes  which  pressed 
upon  productive  industry  generally,  rather 
than  to  those  which  affected  a  particular 
class.     From  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
soap  he  anticipated  very  beneficial  efiects, 
for  nothing  conduced  more  to  sobriety  and 
to  the  encouragement  of  domestic  habits 
among  the  lower  classes  than  a  pride  in 
cleanliness,  and  the  means  of  command- 
ing it.    On  the  whole  the  reduction  of 
taxation  had  been  carried,  if  not  too  far, 
at  least  as  far  as  was  possible,  consistently 
with  the  maintenance  of  public  credit. 
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Sir  Samuel  Whalley  suggedted,  tliat  a 
tflt  i^hould  be  imposed  on  the  public  funds, 
and  futther  reductions  made  in  the  taxes 
which  pressed  upon  industry.  The  reduc- 
tions, proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  country,  or  afford 
that  relief  to  the  trading  portion  of  the 
community  which  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
right  hon.  member  for  Tamworth  anti- 
cipated; and  he  earnestly  entreated  the 
noble  Lord,  if  he  wished  to  give  satisfaction 
to  the  people,  to  review  that  part  of  his 
plan  which  related  to  the  House  and 
Window-duty.  He  concurred  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  in  thinking  that  the 
noble  Lord's  arrangement  upon  that  point 
would  open  the  door  to  fraud  ;  but  he  had 
another  objection  to  it,  which  was,  that  it 
would  afford  no  relief  to  the  poor  suffering 
shopkeepers,  but  would  benefit  exclusively 
what  he  might  call  the  aristocracy  of 
trade.  The  humble  shopkeeper,  who  had 
tio  range  of  show-rooms,  would  derive  no 
relief  from  the  proposed  remission.  If 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  totally  repeal 
these  duties,  it  would  be  much  better, 
rather  than  adopt  the  plan  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  propdbed,  to  exempt  totally 
from  the  Window-tax  all  houses  rated 
below  a  certain  amount — say  20f.,  30/., 
or  40/. — and  to  reduce  the  house-duty  in 
proportion.  The  noble  Lord  appeared  to 
be  ignorant  of  the  extreme  pressure  upon 
the  lower  class  of  shop-keepers  in  the  me- 
tropolis—it was  so  great  that  it  was  utterly 
impossible  the  great  majority  of  them  could 
much  longer  continue  to  carry  on  business. 
He  Would  not  deny  his  approbation  of  the 
selection  of  taxes  for  reduction  as  far  as  it 
went,  but  he  thought  that  the  reduction 
ought  to  have  been  carried  much  further. 

Mr.  0*Connell  was  not  surprised  that 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Tamworth  relative  to  the  property 
of  Ireland  should  have  excited  the  merri- 
ment of  the  House— [iVb,  no !]  He  main- 
tained that  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Robert  Peel),  allnded  to  Irish  pro- 
perty, and  a  Property^tax  in  Ireland,  the 
merriment  of  the  Hous^  was  excited — 
[Ho,  no].  It  was  so,  and  he  was  glad  to 
see  the  House  in  so  merry  a  humour  when 
his  country  was  mentioned  ;  and,  so  long 
as  they  were  proposing  no  further  harsh 
measures  for  Ireland,  he  supposed  he  ought 
to  be  satisfied.  At  least,  ne  would  endeu- 
vour  to  make  himself  contented,  though 
they  taunted  Ireland,  if  they  did  not 
further  ill  treat  her.     Now,  with  respect 


to  the  reduction  of  taxation  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Chance\lor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, he  would  observe  that,  of  the 
forty-seven  or  forty-eight  million  of  taxes 
which  existed,  about  42,000,000/.  of  them 
were  shared  by  both  countries  alike; 
whereas  the  5,000,000/.  of  taxes  on  which 
the  proposed  reductions  were  to  be  made 
affected  England  alone.  Now,  when  he 
complained  of  this  on  the  part  of  Ireland, 
how  was  he  met?  He  was  anxioai  to 
fling  off  more  in  melancholy  than  in  anger 
the  laugh  by  which  he  had  been  assailed. 
Did  the  right  hon.  member  for  Tamworth 
opposite  not  know  that  there  was  already 
a  Property-tax  in  Ireland?  There  was  a 
probate  tax — there  was  a  legacy  duty — 
all  of  which  fell  upon  property.  He  might 
be  mistaken  in  his  opinion,  but  be  would 
prefer  a  real  Property-tax  to  any  tax  which 
cramped  the  springs  of  industry.  If  a 
Property-tax  were  to  be  imposed  in  Ire- 
land, it  would  reach  the  pockets  of 
absentees,  who  cdntributed  so  ihuch  in 
this  country  towards  paying  the  Assessed* 
taxes,  for  which  Ireland  got  no  credit  to 
the  calculation  of  whbt  she  t!ontribkited 
towards  the  support  of  the  State.  If  her 
share  of  the  taxes  which  was  paid  in  Eng- 
land Were  estimated,  it  would  be  found 
that  Ireland  was  an  overtaxed  instead  of 
an  undertaxed  country,  as  had  been 
erroneously  asserted.  Since  the  peace, 
little  or  no  reduction  of  taxation  had  taken 
place  in  Ireland ;  it  did  not  in  the  whole 
amount  to  half  a  million ;  while  in  Eng- 
land the  reduction  amounted  to  more 
than  26,000,000/.  This  was  the  relative 
situation  of  the  two  countries  since  the 
peace.  It  had  been  said  that,  during  the 
war,  Ireland  had  not  been  equally  taxed 
with  England;  but  subsequent  to  the 
union,  and  during  the  war,  taxes  to  the 
amount  of  5,000,000/.  had  been  imposed 
on  Ireland;  but  what  was  the  conse- 
quence? Why,  a  deficiency  of  two 
millions  and  a  half  in  the  revenue.  That 
showed  that  Ireland  had  been  taxed  too 
much.  The  only  part  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  propolied  redaction, 
which  directly  affected  Ireland,  was  the 
.reduction  of  the  Advertisement  doty. 
Now,  up  to  1814,  the  duty  on  advertise- 
ments  in  Ireland  was  Is.;  and  at  that  rate 
the  whole  duty  amounted  (in  1813)  to 
21,253/.  In  1814,  a  duty  of  2s.  6d.  waa 
imposed  oti  each  advertisement ;  and  ihft 
consequence  was  a  decrease  in  the  amount 
of  duty  to  14^000/.  In  1829^  the  amoitlil  of 
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duty  on  advertisements  wa3l4,9S52. 0s.6(f ; 
80  that  the  2s.  6d.  duty  caused  a 
fall  to  the  dmount  of  one-third  in  the 
whole  duty ;  and  soit  had  since  remained. 
And  now,  what  was  proposed?  The 
advertisement  duty  in  England  was  3s.  6d. 
of  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposed  to  take  off  Is.  6d.;  whereas,  in 
Ireland,  the  duty  was  2s.  6(/.,  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  take  off 
6df.,  so  that  England  was  to  have  three 
times  as  much  benefit  as  Ireland  by  this 
reduction.  Why  not  act  upon  the  prin- 
ciple, pro  re  rata?  and  give  the  poor 
country  equal  relief  to  the  rich  country  ? 
Why  not  take  off  Is.  6^.  from  the  Irish  as 
well  as  the  English  advertisement?  If 
this  were  done,  he  firmly  believed  it  would 
increase  the  amount  of  revenue.  The 
arrangement  of  the  right  hon.  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  favour  the 
interests  of  those  great  monopolists  of  the 
fourth  estate  in  this  country,  who  some- 
times condescended  to  throw  the  shield  of 
their  protection  around  Ministers,  and 
sometimes  held  up  the  rod.  The  persons 
by  whom  this  great  engine  was  conducted 
were  unknown — they  shrunk  from  dis- 
covery, and  were  sorry  when  they  were 
discovered;  and  yet  tney  assumed  the 
mighty  we.  This  mighty  we  of  the 
Press  commanded  the  country  to  a  con- 
siderable extent,  few  having  the  moral 
desperation  to  meet  them  and  set  them  at 
defiance.  He  should  be  glad  to  see  the 
period  arrive  when  this  great  monopoly 
was  put  an  end  to,  and  the  public  Press 
set  entirely  free.  At  present,  the  conse- 
quence of  the  Stamp-duties  on  Papers  was, 
that  the  gaols  were  filled  with  men  who 
drove  the  illicit  trade  of  smuggling  know- 
ledge, for  the  people,  and  like  all  smuggled 
goods,  it  was  not  oflen  of  the  best  quality. 
He  thought  it  would  be  advisable  to  remove 
the  duly  on  Papers  altogether,  if  it  were 
only  to  prevent  the  gaols  of  this  country 
being  crowded  by  persons  who  were 
tempted  to  violate  the  law.  In  the  only 
part  of  the  reductions  which  affected  Ire- 
land, she!  was  not  placed  on  an  equality 
with  this  country.  The  question  of 
equality  was  not  one  of  pounds,  shillings, 
and  pence.  If  a  man  possessing  100/. 
a-year  were  to  be  taxed  99/.  and  a  man 
possessing  10,000/.  a-year  were  to  be 
taxed  no  more  than  99/.  the  one  man 
would  be  beggared,  while  the  other  would 
not  feel  the  tax.  The  only  reduction  of 
t^x&tion     which    would     effect    Ireland 


equally  with  this  country  was  that  on  soap. 
But  how  came  it  to  be  mtroduced  ?  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wished  to 
check  the  progress  of  smuggling  in  this 
article  in  England,  and  could  only  do  so 
by  reducing  tne  duty ;  and  Ireland  in  con- 
sequence^  came  in  for  the  collateral  ad- 
vantage. He  did  not  expect  that  any 
thing  that  could  fall  fVom  him  would 
prove  advantageous  to  his  country,  and 
therefore  he  would  say  no  more  upon  this 
subject. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  protested  against  the 
unfairness  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber representing  those  persons  who  had 
occasion  to  speak  of  Ireland,  as  speaking 
of  that  country  in  a  tone  of  derision  and 
insult.  It  was  quite  clear  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  not  speakihg^ 
for  the  audience  he  was  addressing,  but 
was  directing  his  observations  elsewhere. 
When  he  spoke  of  the  introduction  bf  ^ 
Property-tax  into  England,  and  of  the 
difficulty  of  enforcing  it  in  Ireland,  he 
appealed  to  the  House  whiethei*  he  had 
used  or  insinuated  one  disrespectful  ex- 
pression towards  that  country?  lie  ought 
to  be,  and  certainly  would  be,  the  last  man 
in  that  House  to  do  so.  It  woiild  be  bad 
taste  in  any  man  to  taunt  Ireland  with  her 
poverty  or  her  sufferings;  but  it  was 
worse  taste  still  to  attribute  to  any  hon. 
Member,  because  Gentlemen  happened  to 
smile  in  the  progress  of  debate,  a  desire 
to  taunt  or  insult  Ireland  or  Irish  feelings. 
He  was  glad  he  had  this  opportunity  of 
setting  himself  right  on  the  subject ;  and 
he  would  venture  to  assure  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  that  such  a  course  of 
proceeding  was  altogether  unworthy  df 
his  talents  and  acquirements,  and  ought 
not  to  be  persevered  in.  Besides,  it  was 
likely  he  was  afraid  to  be  most  mischievous 
to  represent  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  that 
Englishmen  were  anxious  to  ridicule  and 
insult  them,  when  nothingcoUld  be  further 
from  the  fact. 

Mr.  0*Connell  said,  alt  he  had  stated 
was,  thai  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
spoken  of  Ireland  facetiously.  Why,  did 
the  House  forget  the  merriment  that  was 
created  the  moment  the  right  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Tamworth  mentioned  the  PropertV- 
tax  and  Ireland  [no,  no].  There  cettainiy 
was  a  general  laugh  in  the  House  when 
Ireland  and  the  Property-tai  was  rtien- 
tioned  [no  no],  Hon.  Members  might  cry 
*'  no,no,'*  if  they  pleased,  buthe  mainlalfied 
that  iSiuch  was  the  f^ct.    He  bSLd  felt  it  bis 
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duty  to  allude  to  that  merriment^  par- 
ticularly when  he  found  that  they  were 
80  ready  to  coerce  Ireland  upon  every 
occasion.  He  would  asic,  whether  the 
<'  smile/'  as  it  was  called,  was  not  a  smile 
of  derision?  Well,  then,  if  it  was  only  a 
joke,  still  it  was  a  joke  at  Ireland's 
poverty.  Some  allusion  had  been  made 
to  his  addressing  himself  to  other  audi- 
tories; it  sometimes  became  his  duty,  his 
painful  duty,  to  do  so  ;  but  it  was  a  duty 
from  which  he  would  not  shrink ;  and  if 
hon.  Members  laughed  at  his  country — 
he  would  repeat,  if  they  were  ready  to 
raise  the  laugh  or  the  shout  when  his 
country  was  mentioned,  while  they  were 
equally  ready  to  deal  harshly  towards  that 
country,  and  particularly  in  the  inequality 
of  reduction  of  taxation,  he  should  always 
be  ready  to  resist  it. 

Mr.  Robert  Palmer  said,  that,  in  com- 
mon, he  had  no  doubt  with  many  Gentle- 
men who  had  heard  him,  he  felt  thankful 
to  the  noble  Lord  for  the  reduction  which 
he  proposed  in  the  different  taxes  of  the 
country;  but  there  was  one  tax  with  regard 
to  which  he  felt  a  good  deal  of  anxiety, 
as  he  had  presented  several  Petitions  re- 
specting it,  and  he  was  in  hopes  that  some 
reduction  might  have  been  made  in  its 
amount;  he  meant  the  Malt-duty.  The 
noble  Lord  said  very  truly,  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  take  off  a  tax  amounting 
to  upwards  of  4,000,0002.,  without  sub- 
stituting some  other.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  iXrd  on  that  point;  but  at  the  same 
time  he  was  disposed  to  concur  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  and  others  in 
thinking,  that  by  reducing  a  portion  of 
the  duty,  the  revenue  would  perhaps  not 
be  so  much  diminished  as  the  country 
would  be  relieved.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  take  the  subject  intohis serious 
consideration,  and  would,  on  a  future  op- 
portunity, give  the  public  the  benefit  of 
some  rtduction.  With  regard  to  the  re- 
duction of  the  duty  on  tiles,  he  thought 
that  a  very  proper  measure,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  manufacturers  of  that  article 
would  feel  grateful  for  the  relief.  With 
r^^rd  to  the  duty  of  9,000/.  which  was 
to  be  taken  off  from  bailiffs  and  overseers, 
he  thought  there  might  be  other  duties 
the  removal  of  which  would  give  greater 
relief.  However,  on  the  whole,  he  felt 
grateful  to  the  noble  Lord  for  what  he 
proposed. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  that  when  the  annual 
expositioo  of  the  financial  condition  of 
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the  country  was  made,  the  House  was 
generally  satisfied    with    the    statement 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  thp  Exchequer, 
and  was  indisposed  to  pay  attention  to 
any  further  discussion  of  the  subject;  yet, 
as  this  was  the  only  occasion  upon  which 
he  should  have  an  opportunity  of  making 
any  observations  upon  the  general  system 
of  finance  of  the  country,  he  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  trespass  for  a  short  time  upon  the 
notice  of  the  House,  while  he  made  a  few 
observations  on  that  system,  and  added  a 
few  remarks  upon  some  of  the  articles  of 
taxation  in  which  the  noble  Lord  proposed 
to  make  a  reduction.    It  had  been  his  mis- 
fortune to  differ  in  opinion  from  almost 
every  Government  since  the  restoration  of 
peace  in  this  country.    On  the  return  of 
peace  there  were  amongst  Statesmen  two 
different  views  as  to  the  course  of  finan- 
cial policy  which  the  Grovemment  ought 
to  adopt.    The  one  was  that  which  was 
the  most  popular,  and  consequently  the 
most  attractive,  to  every  Government,  or 
rather,  indeed,  he  might  say,  the  most 
irresistible — ^namely,  that  of  reducing  the 
taxation  of  the  country  to  the  very  ut- 
most, reserving  little  or  no  surplus  of 
income  over  expenditure ;  the  other,  the 
creating  such  a  band  Jide  sinking  fund  as 
would  enable  the  Government  to  effect, 
within  a  comparatively  short  period,  such 
a  diminution  of  the  amount  of  the  nation- 
al debt  as  would  permanently  reliev%  the 
country.    The  former  being  by  far  the 
most  popular,  and  indeed  irresistible  as  a 
means  to  obtain  a  seat  in  Parliament, 
was,    unfortunately,    that    followed    by 
every  administration,  including  the  pre- 
sent, since  the  peace ;  the  other  he  had 
ever  held  to  be  recommended  by  a  wise 
policy — he  meant  the  generating  such 
habits  of  manly  fortitude  in  the  public 
mind — by  pointing  out  to  them  the  extent 
of  the  resources  of  the  country,  and  the 
certainty  of  a  permanent  good  being  the 
result  of  a  temporary  inconvenience^— as 
would  induce  the  people  to  bear  such  ad- 
ditional pressure  of  taxation  as,  n^ithout 
impairing  the  national  energies,  would 
hold  out  the  by  no  means  distant  pros- 
pect of  an  effective  reduction  in,    and 
mastery  over,  the  national  debL     If  this 
manly  and  wise  policy  had  been  acted  oq 
since  the  peace,  they  would  now  be  in  a 
situation  Uiat  would  enable  them  to  re- 
duce what  taxes  they  pleased,  whik  the 
pressure  of  the  national  debt  would  be  as 
nothing  relative  to  the  national  resources. 


353 


Supply-^ 


{April  19} 


The  Budget. 


354 


But,  anfoTtttnately,  each  adminUtration 
had  continued  in  the  same  unwise  career, 
commenced  in  the  peace ;  and  at  length 
the  noble  Lord  following  in  the  steps  of 
his  predecessors,  had  not  only  left  little 
or  no  surplus  as  a  sinking  fund,  but  ac* 
tually  last  year  was  in  a  deficit  quoad  the 
year's  revenue.     He,   however,  did  not 
blame  the   noble  Lord  for  pursuing   a 
vicious  course,  so  much  in  favour  with 
Parliament  and  the  public,  though   he 
could    not   help   lamenting   its  baneful 
consequences.     He  would  admit,  more- 
over, to  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  surplus 
which  the  present  system  afforded,  of  a 
million,  or  a  million  and  a  half,  would  be 
of  no  practical  use  towards  effecting  that 
amount  of  reduction  of  the  debt  which 
he  contended  might  have  been  made  had 
the  Legislature  acted  on  a  different  sys- 
tem.   He  would  also  admit  that -every 
administration  would  have  experienced 
great  and  all  but  insurmountable  obsta- 
cles in  enforcing  a  policy  so  opposed  to 
popular  prejudices.    Indeed,  he  was  con- 
fident that  had  he  put  forward  his  plan 
as  a  means  to  obtain  a  seat  in  Parliament, 
he  should  have  got  no  constituency  from 
the  Land's-end  to  John  o*Groat*s  that 
would  have  chosen  him  for  their  Repre- 
sentative.     It  was  still,  however,  to  be 
lamented  that  Ministers  at  the  return  of 
peace  had  not  the  wisdom  and   moral 
courage  to  oppose  themselves  to  the  popu- 
lar prepossessions  when  doing  so  would 
have  conduced  to  the  public  welfare.  Had 
they  acted  upon  his  principles  it  was,  and 
long  had  been,  his  firm  conviction,  that  by 
inducing  a  manly  fortitude  in  the  public 
mind  which  would  encourage  the  people 
to  bear  an  additional  amount  of  taxation, 
care    being,  of  course,  taken  to  regard 
economy  in  the  public  expenditure,  they 
would   by  this  time  have  mastered  the 
debt,  and  have  been  able  to  look  forward 
to  a  period  not  very  distant  of  its  com- 
plete extinction  by  terminable  annuities. 
How  different  was   their  situation  now, 
he  need  not  say;  if  a  mastery  of  the  debt 
were  pointed  at,  it  was  only  by  a  violation 
of  the  public  faith — a  robbery  of  the  na- 
tional creditor ;   so  that  it  should  seem 
that  there  was  no  means,  save  a  dishonest 
one,   left  them  of  effecting  that  beneficial 
reduction,  which  might  easily  have  been 
made  within  the  last  fifteen  or  sixteen 
years  by  honesty  and  fortitude.     He  be- 
lieved that  much  of  the  impolicy  of  the 
I^etslatnre  of  whidi  he  was  complaining 
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arose  from  its  undue  appreciati6ns  of  the 
resources  of  the  country,  and  of  the  moral 
patriotism  of  its  people.  He  was  cou« 
vinced  that  both  might  be  safely  relied 
upon  for  those  additional  burthens,  which 
such  an  effective  sinking  fund  as  he  con- 
templated would  necessarily  occasion. 
The  war,  long  and  expensive  as  it  was, 
had  not  exhausted  either  our  resources 
or  our  patriotism,  and  a  wise  statesman 
would  have  done  his  duty  at  the  risk  of 
the  passing  unpopularity.  How  different 
was  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Pitt  at  the  term- 
ination of  the  American  war  from  that 
of  Ministers  at  the  peace  of  1815 1  Never 
was  there  a  war  which  ended  more  disas- 
trously, as  it  was  thought,  to  the  nation- 
al honour  and  interests.  The  spirit  of 
the  nation  was  prostrated ;  our  colonies 
were  severed  from  us ;  and  it  was  thought 
universal  ruin  must  ensue.  Never  was 
the  country  in  a  situation  in  which  it  had 
less  to  hope  from  the  future ;  never  were 
the  energies  of  a  great  statesman  more 
tasked  to  point  out  the  remedy  for  the 
grievances  of  which  the  public  complain- 
ed, and  to  discharge  it  of  its  gloomy  fore- 
bodings. Fortunately,  Mr.  Pitt  was  a 
great  statesman;  unlike  his  successors, 
he  did  not  make  popular  prejudice  his 
counsel ;  he  consulted  only  his  own  con- 
science and  the  public  welfare.  For  ten 
years,  accordingly,  after  the  termination 
of  the  American  war,  Mr.  Pitt  persisted 
in  levying  such  additional  taxes  as  would 
furnish  him  with  a  sinking  fund  sufficient 
to  enable  him  to  master  the  debt.  Would 
that  his  wise  example  had  been  imitated 
by  Ministers  since  the  peace  of  1815; 
how  different  would  now  be  the  condition 
of  our  national  resources!  Did  hon. 
Members  think  his  plan  impracticable? 
Let  them  look  at  that  barometer  of  the 
national  resources — the  money-market — 
at  this  moment,  and  then  let  them  judge 
whether  a  wise  Minister  might  not  easily 
have  applied  those  resources  towards 
getting  rid  of  the  national  debt.  They 
were  aware  that,  even  as  it  was,  a  very 
considerable  reduction  had  been  made 
in  the  amount  of  the  debt*— that  the 
five  per  cents  had  been  reduced  to  four, 
and  the  four  per  cents  to  three  and  a-half. 
The  noble  Lord  had  not  intimated  any  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  Ministers  to  further 
reduce  these  reduced  four  and  three  and  a- 
half  per  cents,  to  three  and  a-half  and  three 
per  cents,  or  to  reduce  the  three  per  cents 
reduced  to  two  and  a-half  per  cent.  And 
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vfhy  had  he  not?  Simply  beeauM  he  knew 
in  the  present  state  of  the  public  credit^-^all 
owing  to  the  want  of  an  efficient  sinking- 
fund  'system — that  it  would  not  be  safe 
and  hardly  practicable  to  make  such  a  re- 
duction.    He  said,  that  this  was  owing  to 
the  non-sinking  fund  policy  of  late  Admi- 
nistrations in  not  keepii^  up  an  effective 
sinking  fund.  He  was  prepared  to  prove  it, 
and  to  show,  that  if  a  different  system 
had  been   acted  upon,  there  would   be 
nothing  to  prevent  the  noble  Lord  from 
reducing  the  three  per  cents  to  two  and 
a  half,  and  to  effect  such  reduction  of 
taxes  as  he  might  think  would  be  nation- 
ally advantageous.     Hon.  Members  igno- 
rant of  the  working  of  the  money  market 
might  doubt  the  facility  of  reducing  the 
three  per  cents.     Facts  would  undeceive 
them.     Money,  as  he  was  told,  for  he  was 
not  acquainted  with  the  fact  himself,  was 
at  present  to  be  got  at  two  per  cent,  and 
Exchequer  Bills,  the  floating  debt  of  the 
country,  which  paid  an  interest  of  two  and 
a  quarter  per  cent,  bore  a  premium  of 
three  per  cent;  in  other  words,  people 
were  giving  three  per  cent  for  that  which 
paid  an  interest  of  two  and  a  quarter  per 
cent;  while,  at  the  same  time,  the  three 
per  cents,  the  permanent  stock,  were  at  a 
discount  of  thirteen  per  cent.    Would  any 
man  tell  him,  that  there  was  any  other 
reason  for  this  than  the  want  of  confidence 
in  the  public  as  to  the  power  and  the  dispo- 
sition of  Parliament  to  master  the  debt  ? 
The  value  of  the  permanent  stock  was, 
undoubtedly,  affected  by  the  apprehension 
of  war,  but  the  apprehension  of  war  acted 
upon  it,  because  there  was  no  sinking  fund 
to  meet  the  exigency,  and  to  show,  that 
the  resources  of  the  country  were  sufficient. 
Of  course  his  arguments  on  the  advantages 
of  a  sinking  fund  were  based  on  the  sup- 
position that   it  would  be   a  bond  Jide 
sinking  fund,  not  leas  than  5,000,000/. 
per  annum.     Had  such  a  fund  been  pro- 
perlv  acted  upon. since  the  peaoe,  they 
would  now  have  reduced  the  debt  one- 
sixth  of  its  nominal  amount,  and  still  more 
the  pressure  of  it,  by  being  able  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  stale  of  the  money- 
market  in  the  reduction  of  the  interest  of 
stocks.     With  an  efficient  sinking  fund, 
and  money  to  be  had  in  Lombard-street  at 
two  percent,  they  might  make  every  whole- 
some improvement  in  the  public  burthens. 
He  did  not,  he  repeated,  impute  the  blame 
of  the  bad  policy  on  which  he  had  been 
commenting  tp  the  nojale  Lord  or  bis  col- 


leagues ;  they  merely  tailed  with  the  cnr- 
rent  which  had  borne  their  several  prede- 
cessors before  them.    He  gave  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  colleagues  full  credit  for  the 
very  efficient  reductions  which  they  had 
made  in  the  several  branches  of  the  public 
expenditure.    No  man  could  hear  with 
greater  satisfaction    than   he  did  of  the 
reductions  in  the  expenditure  which  the 
Government  had  made  and  contemplated, 
and  particularly  those  in  the  naval  de- 
partment under  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
which  were  so  conspicuous  and  import- 
ant.    Leaving  the  general   view  of  the 
finances,  he   was  ready    to    state,    that 
he  thought  the  noble  Lord  had  disposed 
of    his    surplus    as    judiciously    as    he 
well  could.     He  applied  it  to  those  pur- 
poses which   wete  most  essential  to  the 
interests  of  the  country,  and  in  the  distr^ 
bution  of  it  showed  as  much  impartiality 
as  was  possible.      For  the  agriealtural 
interests,  the  only  real  provision  that  be 
found  in  the  noble  Lord's  statement  was 
the  removal  of  a  small  sum  levied  opoa 
taxed  carts ;  but  he  really  thought  it  was 
impossible  that  30,000/.  eould  l»e  laid  cnK 
more  advantageously  than  in   removing 
this  very  vexatious  tax.    Undoubtedly  he 
should  have  been  glad,  had  cirenmstances 
admitted  of  it,  to  have  seen  some  alter- 
ation of  the  Malt-tax.     It  was    clear, 
however,  that  without  a  great  change  in 
something  else,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
effect  that  object,  but  he  thought  that  a 
considerable  reduction  might  be  made  in 
the   Malt-tax,  which  would  both  relieve 
the  manufacturer  of  the  article,  and  give  a 
great  facility  of  enjoyment  to  those  dassei 
who  did  not  go  to  the  ale-hoose  to  drink 
their  beer.  He  thought  this  might  be  done, 
and  he  wished  the  experiment  had  been 
tried ,  because  he  believed,  th  at  of  all  aottrees 
of  revenue  this  was  the  one  which  was  most 
likely  to  spring  fbrth  under  any  diminntton 
of  the  tax.     Indeed,  the  noble  Lord  had 
a  proof  of  this,  for  he  had  said  himself, 
that  after  the  repeal  of  the  Beer-duty,  the 
produce  of  malt  rose  about  1,400,000/. 
If  the  noble  Lord  had  risked  some  sacri- 
fice in  Malt-duty,  and  if  he  made  inqui- 
ries whether  the  reduction  might  not  have 
been  better  partitioned  between  beer  and 
malt,  he  thought  some  plan  of  thst  kind 
might  have  had  a  good   effect  for  the 
country.    While  he  approved  of  the  pro- 
posed reduction  of  the  duty  on  soap,  as 
calculated    to  promote    the  morals  and 
comforts  of  the  people,  as  well  as  the 
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iiit6ri9iii  of  tbe  maou&eiunft  in  ivbieh 
the  article  was  usedy  he  still  thought,  that 
the  aobie  LonI  might  have  adyantageously 
reduced  the  whole  duty  on  soap  (by  which 
means  that  mass  of  fraud  in  the  trade 
in  sotp  between  this  country-  and  Ireland 
would  be  extinguished),  and  make  up  the 
loss  by  a  duty  on  foreign  tallow  imported. 
With  respect  to  Ireland  he  would  only 
say,  that  in  common  with  every  English 
gentleman,  he  felt  towards  it  as  he  did 
towards  any  particular  Bnglish  county  or 
district,  and  in  this  feeling  of  a  common 
interest«^-one  empire,  one  great  united 
people,  he  would  assimilate  altogether  the 
revenue  laws  of  the  two  countries,  so  as 
to  put  an  end  to  even  fiscal  distinctions. 
No  part  of  the  noble  Lord's  plan  had 
given  him  more  unmixed  satisfaction  than 
his  proposed  reduction  of  the  duty  on  raw 
cotton.  With  the  reasoning  of  the  noble 
Lord  In  defence  of  that  reductionhe  entirely 
concurred.  The  noble  Lord  was  periectly 
correct  in  saying,  that  we  should  antici* 
pate. the  possibility  of  foreign  competition 
in  the  manufactured  article,  and  not  defer 
the  repealing  the  duty  on  the  raw  article 
till  the  foreigner  had  insinuated  himself 
mto  the  general  maiket.  He  had  taken  the 
liberty  of  addressing  the  House  upon  that 
subject  year  after  year,  as  he  considered 
it  the  most  dangerous  tax  we  could  have 
imposed;  and,  as  the  noble  Lord  said  we 
were  never  aware  of  the  danger  until  it 
was  past,  he  would  therefore  advise  the 
nobie  Lord  to  watch  carefully  the  remain* 
ing  duty,  He  would  beg  to  sugg e&t  to  the 
noble  Lord,  whether  it  might  not  be  possi^ 
ble  to  give  a  drawback  by  weight  upon 
cotton  yarns  exported,  equal  to  the  tax. 
He  was  aware,  that  it  would  be  attended 
with  some  difficulty;  but  if  a  tax  were 
imposed  upon  cotton  ffoods  consumed  in 
this  kingdom,  he  conceived,  that  it  would 
be  one  of  the  most  just  taxes  that  could 
be  imposed,  and  would  be  the  means  of 
removing  the  remainder  of  the  duty  that 
existed  on  the  raw  material.  As  the 
noble  Lord  proposed  that  the  duty  should 
be  a  fixed  duty  on  weight,  he  would  sug« 
geet  the  propriety  of  a  drawback  on  cot* 
ton-yarns  on  the  same  principle  of  weight. 
These  reductions,  however,  he  admitted, 
should  be  made  with  great  caution.  In 
the  present  unsettled  state  of  the  Bank 
Charter,  and  in  the  face  of  two  great 
experiments  which  Ministers  contemplated 
in  the  Ohina  trade,  and  in  the  West- Indian 
colonies,  tbe  nobie  Lord  could  not  too 


cautionsly  guard  against  impairing  the' 
public  credit  by  rash  curtailments  of  the 
public  revenue.  With  respect  to  the 
suggestion  of  a  tax  upon  the  public 
creditor,  he  begged  leave  to  offer  one 
or  two  observations.  He  was  convinc- 
ed that  it  was  conceived  that  a  tax 
upon  the  fundholder  was  just  and  honest 
in  principle,  and  he  took  it  for  granted, 
that  it  was  proposed  with  a  view  to  taxing 
the  rich  instead  of  tbe  poor.  That  was 
the  avowed  object  of  the  tax.  The 
question  was,  would  it  be  a  tax  upon  the 
rich  to  the  exemption  of  the  poor  ?  He 
was  prepared  to  show,  that  it  would  not, 
and  that  it  would  be  ^o  all  intents  and 
purposes  a  tax  on  the  middle  classes,  by 
whicluthe  rich,  as  a  body,  would  not  be 
in  the  least  affected.  A  paper  had  been 
laid  on  the  table,  which  furnished  him  with 
the  means  of  proving  this  proposition ;  it 
was  a  list  of  the  number  of  claimants  on 
the  Bank  books  for  dividends  on  the  pub- 
lic stock.  He  had  taken  the  trouble  of 
making  such  a  division  of  the  list  of  those 
claimants  as  would  greatly  facilitate  their 
arriving  at  a  proper  conclusion ;  he  divid- 
ed those  dividenas  which  were  received  by 
corporations  or  trustees  from  those  which 
were  received  by  individuals,  the  former 
evidently  not  coming  under  the  head  of 
private  or  individual  |»roperty ;  and  he 
further  divided  the  fbndholders  according 
to  the  amounts  of  dividends  received  by 
them.  The  House  could  hardly  antici- 
pate the  result.  There  were  279,500 
accounts  on  the  Bank  public-fund-book. 
Of  these  the  House  would  be  surprised  to 
hear  that  not  more  than  seventy-one  per- 
sons received  dividends  (half-yearly)  of 
and  above  2,0002.  There  were  in  addi- 
tion 113  corporate  bodies  who  received 
dividends  also  of  2,000/.,  and  upwards — 
but  only  seventy-one  individuals.  What, 
on  the  other  hand,  would  the  House  say, 
when  he  told  them  that  npt  less  than 
263,000  out  of  the  total  of  279,500  per- 
sons interested  in  the  National  Debt  re- 
ceived dividends  of  which  200/.  was  the 
maximum  I  and  if  to  this  number  they 
added  the  250,000  holders  of  property  in 
savings'  banks,  they  would  have  a  total 
of  540,000  individuals  interested  in  the 
maintenance  of  public  credit,  and  depen- 
dent upon  public  faith.  A  tax  on  tbe 
fundholder,  then,  would  not  be  a  tax  on 
large  fortuiies,  but  a  plundering  of  the 
middle  and  poorer  classes  of  society.  Now, 
although  be  did  not  9ayi  that  there  were 
N2 
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mmj  Geotknen  in  that  Houe  wbo  would 
migoe  tln^  bectue  pertoss  poae«ed 
U%e  pfoperty  they  might  be  plondered, 
yet  if  aoy  penons  were  actamted  bj  such 
a  feeliofT,  it  was  proper  they  sboold  know 
bow  few  tbere  were  poiac wring  property  in 
tbe  public  fonds  who  were  so  situated.  He 
had  only  to  say,  in  coodtttion,  that  he  never 
Nsteoed  to  an  English  budget  without 
leelings  of  mdancholy  and  disgust  at  the 
erroneooB  principle  on  which  they  seemed 
to  him  to  be  founded.  He  nnist  again 
repeat,  that  he  meant  no  imputation  upon 
the  present  Government.  He  only  wished 
that  the 


and  porteis,  and  aim  vsniiy^i 
reduced-  themoeso,  ttkbwte 
uses  bad  fteqaeadibeeniinieOawMi 
of  making  most  improfw  MW*^  ^ 

the  whole,  he  ot»g»»»^,^,^?;i 
npon  the  reduction  which  )ai^t^J^ 
thragh  he  should  hftfebeeniiittiedtDsee 
it  extended  to  other  ohjccU. 

Mr.   Robkum  laid.  it  ««l  ^J^^ 
ceedingly  consoUtory  to  the  cowtry  ^ 

Sfw  Si  the  income  of  thejtl^^ 
exceeded  the  expectaUons  oC  ^J^ 


Lofd  oDDoeite.   BatoiieobfiemtK»«« 

i?--^t^-^^^^«*^^^^^ 

t  country  had  b^ter  feelmgs  on  the  I  The  noble  lord  said,  he  ua^      r^ 

mibject,  and  he  had  no  doubt,  that  would  |  of  aboFC  500,000/.  which  ou^^  ^  ^ 

be  the  case  if  former  Governments  had 

made  it  their  study  to  rouse  them  and 

encourage  those  exertions,  which  though 

of  temporary  inconvenience  would    ulti- 
mately promote  the  public  welfare. 

Mr.   Alderman   TAoa^soa   was   much 

pleased  that  a  reduction  in  marine  in- 
surances was  proposed — a  measure  the 

propriety  of  which  he  had  long  pressed  on 

the  notice  of  the  noble  Lord.    At  the 

-same  time  he  hoped  the  principle  would 

be  carried  much    further,    whidi  could 

safely  be  done  without  any  injury  what- 
ever to  ihe  revenue.    He  should  take  the 

liberty  of  forwarding  some  documents  to 

the  noble  Lord,  which  he  was  sure  would 

satisfy   his  mind   of  the   truth  of  what 

he  stated.     He   thought,  too,  that  the 

noble  Lord   should  have    equalised    the 

Soap  duty,  and  had  he  done  so,  he  would 

•have  prevented  a  great  deal  of  smuggling, 

'and  by  the  consequent  saving  he  mighthave 

altogether  removed  the  taxes  upon  houses. 

He  wished  such  a  course  had  been  pur- 
sued, because  he  must  say,  that  he  was 

'no  admirer  of  partial   reductions.    The 

continuance  of  the  House-duty  was  made 

the  means  of  much  abuse.     Only  the  very 

day  before  the  election  for  tbe  borough  of 

Sunderland,  there  were  surcharges  made 

upon  all  the  householders  there,  who  were 

so  much  alarmed,  that  there  was  great 

difficulty  in  getting  them   to    excercise 

their  elective  franchise.     He  should  have 

been  glad  to  see  the  whole  of  the  House 

duty  repealed,  especially  with  regard  to 

the  lower  class  of  householders.    There 

was  another  tax  which  he  should  have 

been  glad  to'see  reduced — he  meant  the 

duty  upon  fire  insurances.    If  that  had 

been  reduced  by  one  half,  it  would  be 

a  most  extensive  advantage  to  the  public. 

He  was  glad  that. the  duty  upon  shopmen 


applied  in  reductiou^Ct^^ 
the  pnncple  b%«^^^Ji^^  tie 
the   attention   <>f  J^,Swriu»l0Be 
was  sorry  to  see,  ^^^J!ieral^ 

instance  of  a  ^.^^^S  U 
ished.     The  machmery,  Ihe^for^^ 

lecu-ng  all  the  taxes,  ^<^^^^ 
the  t!xes  were  anly^u^^^ 
opposite  course  had  »^"P  peate 
reductions  might  even  have^  ^^ 
than  they  were.  With  'f^^^^ 
House  and  Window  tax,  on  wijj^ 
pubUc  entertained  a  very  strong  op^^ 
he  agreed  with  several  hon.  "  ^ 
that  his  Majesty's  Gorern^^^^^^ 
have  to  contend  with  extrop  . 
and  diflSculty  in  making  the  ai^  ^ 
with  respect  to  shops.  '^  .\^Jci» 
certainly,  concur  in  the  P^V^^V^ 
tinning  that  unequal  •7*^'"  ,y,:^o(^ 
houses,  which  had  been  the  subp^^ 
much  just  complaint.  The  ^^^[^^^\^ 
nobility  and  gentry  were,  ^^^^^^^ 
speaking,  not  taxed  at  all.  ^"J  j^ 
the  noble  Lord  equalize  the  sjstea^  ^^ 
gether,  and  impose  this  tax  moi«  ^ 
according  to  the  value  of  property  i  ^^ 
hon.  member  for  Essex  would  etc^^ 
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if  he  referred  for  one  moment  -  , 
observation  of  his — for  he  was  cons':\^ 
go  great  an  authority  on  aub/ectsOl^ 
[find,  that  be  was  unwiUing  that  the"^ 
gervatfon  to  which  he  was  about  tosH^ 
should  pass  unnoticed.  Instead  of  co^ 
gratulating  the  noble  Lord,  as  he  vr^ 
willing  to  do,  on  the  reductions  be  b^ 
already  effected,  the  hon.  m^ber  b 
Essex  rather  called  upon  him  to  foref' 
any  further  exertions  in  this  regpect.  Tki 
hon.  Member  said,  that,  **at  the  clos^ 
of  the  American  war,  instead  of  the  Gc- 
vemmen^  of  the  day  reducing  the  taxation 
of  the -country }  for  ten  years  auccecdiuj 
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th^t  j>eriody  Mr:  Pitt  coatifiued  to  impose 
new  taxes  upon  the  people/'    Yes ;  but 
the  hon.  member  for  Essex  would  allow 
him  to  say,  that,  at  the  dose  of  the 
American  war  the  whole  amount  of  the 
public  debt  was  238,000,000/. ;  whereas, 
at  the  close  of  the  last  French  war,  it 
amounted  to  930,000.000/.     He  could 
tell  the  hbn.  ndembcx  for  Essex,  who  seemed 
to  think  so  sangumely  of  the  resources  of 
this  country,  that  if  ever  he  should  be 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  it  would  not 
be  in  his  power,  nor  in  the  power  of  any 
Administration  with  whom  he  might  con- 
nect himself,  to  act  upon  the  principle  of 
levying  taxes  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
tainhig  a  sinking  fund.    It  was  absolutely 
impracticable.  Thehon .  Gentleman  taunted 
all  former  Governments  with  having  weakly 
acceded  and  listened  to  the  complaints 
of  the  people  on  the  subject  of  taxation. 
But  the  fact  was,  that  no  former  Govem- 
ment  ever  gave  up  any  tax,  until  it  was 
found  to  be  so  oppressive  upon  the  pro- 
ductive industry  of  the  working  classes, 
that  it  could  be  no  longer  maintained. 
The  hon.  member  for  Essex,  and  every 
other  hon.  Gentleman  must  know  that 
such  were  the  diminished  resources  of  the 
people--- whether    connected  with  trade, 
agriculture,  commerce,  Or  manufacture — 
that  it  was  quite  out  of  the  power  of  any 
Grovemment  to  maintain  a  sinking  fund  ; 
and,  if  any  Government  could  succeed  in 
maintaining  the  present  system  of  taxation, 
be   believed  it  could  only  be  done  by 
an  improved  and  more  equal  distribution. 
The  nght  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for 
Tamworth  asked,  *' Would  you  impose  an  in- 
quisitorial income-tax  upon  the  country  ?" 
God  forbid !  that  any  man  should  impose 
an  Income-tax,  or  a  Property-tax,  on  this 
country — except,  inde^,  m  a  case  of 
absolute  necessity.    But   that   necessity 
actually  existed ;  and  he  told  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  when  he  olgected  to  the 
ftiqutsitoriat  character  of  an*  Income-tax, 
that  when  it  was  put  in  comparison  with 
the   misery  of  the  working-  classes,  oc- 
casioned by  indirect  oppressive  taxation, 
the  latter  was  by  far  the  greater  evil,  and 
might  be  ultimately  ihueh  greater  to  those 
who  had  property,  than  an  Income-tax. 
He  gave  credit  to  the  Government  for  the 
reductions  which  they  had   made,    and 
which  amounted  altogether  to   between 
3,000,000/.  and  4,000,000/.  a-year.    He 
thought  the  reductions  might  have  been 

tetter  bad  they  been  more  directed  to  the 


relief  of  the  productive  industry  of  the 
country ;  and  he  was  afraid  that  if  nothing 
was  done  to  mend  the  condition. of  the 
labouring  classes,  from  whom  all  the  wealth 
of  the.  country  flowed,  there  would  not 
result  all  the  advantage  that  every  one 
must  desire  to  see  from  the  reductions 
that  had  been  made. 

Mr.  Slaney  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  continue  to  pursue  the  same  course 
as  that  which  they  had  now  adopted.  If 
they  did  this,  and  if  the  people  saw  that 
there  really  was  a  sincere  wish  to  improve 
their  condition,  they  would  wait  with 
patience,  and  enable  the  Government, 
consistently  with  good  faith  to  the  public 
creditor,  to  reduce  the  burthens  of  the 
country.  There  was  one  subject,  with 
respect  to  which  he  wished  to  make  one 
observation — it  was  that  of  the  complaints 
about  the  inequality  of  the  assessments 
upon  large  houses.  The  statements  made 
on  this  subject  were,  he  believed,  founded 
in  a  great  mistake.  The  statement  was 
founded  on  the  amount  expended  in  the 
building  and  ornamenting  of  these  houses, 
and  not  upon  their  real  value,  or  the  sum 
for  which  they  could  be  let.  A  house  in 
Fleet-street,  one  fourth  of  the  size  of  one 
of  these  large  houses  in  a  distant  part 
of  the  country,  was,  in  fact,  worth  much 
more  than  such  a  house,  and  would  prob- 
ably let  for  four  times  as  much,  although 
it  had  not  cost  near  so  much  in  building 
and  ornamenting  it.  The  hon.  member 
for  Worcester,  whose  observations  had 
induced  him  to  make  this  remark,  seemed 
to  assent  to  the  principle  he  had  thus 
stated,  and  of  its  truth  he  was  perfectly 
convinced.  There  was  one  point  to  which 
he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  of  the  House.  The  noble 
Lord  had  reduced  the  tax  upon  porters 
and  shopmen,  but  he  feared  that,  in  the 
words  in  which  that  reduction  was  effected, 
working  maltsters,  or  those  who  super- 
intended the  buildings  where  malt  was 
made,  would  not  be  deemed  to  be  included. 
He  thought  that,  the  reduction  ought  to 
be  dbUnctly  extended  to  them,  since  not 
only  did  the  state  of  the  trade  demand 
some  relief,  but  the  fact  ought  to  be 
remembered  that  they  were  persons  working 
upon  an  article  that  was  itself  afterwards 
made  the  subject  of  heavy  taxation.  If  this 
was  done,  he  could  assure  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  reduction  would  be  received  with 
great  gratitude  by  the  maltsters  throughout 
the  country.    He  was  happy  to  be  able  to 
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any  Gentlemen  in  that  Honse  who  would 
argue  that,  becanse  persons  possessed 
large  property  they  might  be  plundered, 
yet  if  any  persons  were  actuated  by  such 
a  feeling,  it  was  proper  they  should  know 
how  few  there  were  possessing  property  in 
the  public  funds  who  were  so  situated.  Be 
had  only  to  say,  in  conclusion,  that  he  never 
listened  to  an  English  budget  without 
feelings  of  melancholy  and  disgust  at  the 
erroneous  principle  on  which  they  seemed 
to  him  to  be  founded.  He  must  again 
repeat,  that  he  meant  no  imputation  upon 
the  present  Government.  He  only  wished 
that  the  country  had  better  feelings  on  the 
subject,  and  he  had  no  doubt,  that  would 
be  the  case  if  former  Governments  had 
made  it  their  study  to  rouse  them  and 
encourage  those  exertions,  which  though 
of  temporary  inconvenience  would  ulti- 
mately promote  the  public  welfare. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  was  much 
pleased  that  a  reduction  in  marine  in- 
surances was  proposed — a  measure  the 
propriety  of  which  he  had  long  pressed  on 
the  notice  of  the  noble  Lord.  At  the 
same  time  he  hoped  the  principle  would 
be  carried  much  further,  which  could 
safely  be  done  without  any  injury  what- 
ever to  ihe  revenue.  He  should  take  the 
liberty  of  forwarding  some  documents  to 
the  noble  Lord,  which  he  was  sure  would 
satisfy  his  mind  of  the  truth  of  what 
he  stated.  He  thought,  too,  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  have  equalised  the 
Soap  duty,  and  had  he  done  so,  he  would 
-have  prevented  a  great  deal  of  smuggling, 
'and  by  the  consequent  saving  he  mighthave 
altogether  removed  the  taxes  upon  houses. 
He  wished  such  a  course  had  been  pur- 
sued, because  he  must  say,  that  he  was 
'no  admirer  of  partial  reductions.  The 
continuance  of  the  House-duty  was  made 
•the  means  of  much  abuse.  Only  the  very 
day  before  the  election  for  the  borough  of 
Sunderland,  there  were  surcharges  made 
upon  all  the  householders  there,  who  were 
80  much  alarmed,  that  there  was  great 
difBcnlty  in  getting  them  to  excercise 
their  elective  franchise.  He  should  have 
been  glad  to  see  the  whole  of  the  House 
duty  repealed,  especially  with  regard  to 
the  lower  class  of  householders.  There 
was  another  tax  which  he  should  have 
been  glad  to  see  reduced — ^he  meant  the 
duty  upon  fire  insurances.  If  that  had 
been  reduced  by  one  half,  it  would  be 
a  most  extensive  advantage  to  the  public. 
He  was  glad  Uiat.the  duty  upon  shopmen 


and  porters,  and  inferior  servantl,  was 
reduced—  the  more  so,  as  he  knew  those 
taxes  bad  frequently  been  made  the  means 
of  making  most  improper  surcharges.  On 
the  whole,  he  congratulated  the  conntry 
upon  the  reduction  which  .had  taken  plfce, 
though  he  should  have  been  pleased  to  see 
it  extended  to  other  objects. 

Mr.  Rolrinson  said,  it  must  be  ex- 
ceedingly consolatory. to  the  country  to 
know  that  the  income,  of  the  last  year  had 
exceeded  the  expectations  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite.  But  one  observation  arose 
upon  it  which  he  should  like  to  see  adopted. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  he  had  a  surplus 
of  above  500,000/.  which  ought  also  to  be 
applied  in  reduction  of  tax^.  That  was 
the  principle  he  should  wish. to  press  on 
the  attention  of  the  Government.  He 
was  sorry  to  see,  that  there  was  not  one 
instance  of  a  tax  being  altogether  abol- 
ished. The  machinery,  therefore,  for  col- 
lecting all  the  taxes,  would  still  remain  as 
the  taxes  were  only  .  reduced.  If  an 
opposite  course  had  been  pursued,  the 
reductk>ns  might  even  have  been  greater 
than  they  were.  With  regard  to  the 
Hoiise  and  Window  tax,  on  whidi  the 
public  entertained  a  very  strong  opinion, 
he  agreed  with  several  hon.  Gentlemen 
that  his  Miyesty's  Government  would 
have  to  contend  with  extreme  vexation 
and  difficulty  in  making  the  alteration 
with  respect  to  shops.  He  could  not, 
certainly,  concur  in  tne  propriety  of  con- 
tinuing that  unequal  system  of  taxing 
houses,  which  had  been  the  subject  of  so 
much  just  complaint.  The  houses  of  the 
nobility  and  gentry  were,  comparatively 
speaking,  not  taxed  at  all.  Why  did  not 
the  noble  Lord  equalize  the  system  alto- 
gether, and  impose  this  tax  more  &irly 
according  to  the  value  of  property  ?  The 
hon.  member  for  Essex  would  excuse  bim 
if  he  referred  for  one  moment  to  an 
observation  of  his — for  he  was  considered 
so  great  an  authority  on  subjects  of  this 
kind,  that  he  was  unwilling  that  the  ob- 
servation to  which  he  was  about  to  allnde 
should  pass  unnoticed.  Instead  of  con- 
gratulating the  noble  Lord,  as  he  was 
willing  to  do,  on  the  redttctiona  he  had 
already  effected,  the  hon.  member  for 
Essex  rather  called  upon  him  to  for^;o 
any  further  exerUons  in  this  respect.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  that,  "at  the  close 
of  the  American  war,  instead  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  reducing  the  taxation 
of  the  •country;  for  ten  years  succeediiig 
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th^t  j>eriody  Mr:  Pitt  coatiDued  to  impose 
new  taxes  upon  the  people/'  Yes ;  but 
the  hon.  member  for  Essex  would  allow 
him  to  say,  that,  at  the  close  of  the 
American  war  the  whole  amount  of  the 
public  debt  wad  238,000,000/. ;  whereas, 
at  the  close  of  the  last  French  war,  it 
amounted  to  930,000,000/.  He  could 
tell  the  hon.  ndember  for  Essex,  who  seemed 
to  think  so  sanguinely  of  the  resources  of 
this  country,  that  if  ever  he  should  be 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  it  would  not 
be  in  his  power,  nor  in  the  power  of  any 
Administration  with  whom  he  might  con- 
nect himself,  to  act  upon  the  principle  of 
levying  taxes  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
tainhig  a  sinking  fund.  It  was  absolutely 
impracticable.  The  hon .  Gentleman  taunted 
all  former  Governments  with  having  weakly 
acceded  and  listened  to  the  complaints 
of  the  people  on  the  subject  of  taxation. 
But  the  fact  was,  that  no  former  Govern- 
ment ever  gave  up  any  tax,  until  it  was 
found  to  be  so  oppressive  upon  the  pro- 
ductive industry  of  the  working  classes, 
that  it  could  be  no  longer  maintained. 
The  hon.  member  for  Essex,  and  every 
other  hon.  Gentleman  must  know  that 
such  were  the  diminished  resources  of  the 
people-— whether  connected  with  trade, 
agriculture,  commerce,  or  manufacture — 
that  it  was  quite  out  of  the  power  of  any 
Government  to  maintain  a  sinking  fund  ; 
and,  if  any  Gbvernment  could  succeed  in 
maintaining  the  present  system  of  taxation, 
he  believed  it  could  only  be  done  by 
an  improved  and  more  equal  distribution. 
The  nght  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for 
Tamwortb  asked,  **  Would  you  impose  an  in- 
quisitorial income-tax  upon  the  country  ?" 
God  forbid !  that  any  man  should  impose 
an  Income-tax,  or  a  Property-tax,  on  this 
country —except,  indeed,  in  a  case  of 
absolute  necessity.  But  that  necessity 
actually  existed ;  and  he  told  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  when  he  objected  to  the 
fnquisitorial  character  of  an'  Income-tax, 
that  when  it  was  put  in  comparison  with 
the  misery  of  the  working-  classes,  oc* 
casioned  by  indirect  oppressive  taxation, 
the  latter  was  by  far  the  greater  evil,  and 
might  be  ultimately  ibueh  greater  to  those 
who  had  property,  than  an  Income-tax. 
He  gave  credit  to  the  Government  for  the 
reductions  which  they  had  made,  and 
which  amounted  altogether  to  between 
3,000,000/.  and  4,000,000/.  a-year.  He 
thought  the  reductions  might  have  been 
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relief  of  the  productive  industry  of  the 
country ;  and  he  was  afraid  that  if  nothing 
was  done  to  mend  the  condition. of  the 
labouring  classes,  from  whom  all  the  wealth 
of  the- country- flowed,  there  would  not 
result  all  the  advantage  that  every  one 
must  desire  to  see  from  the  reductions 
that  had  been  made. 

Mr.  Slaney  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  continue  to  pursue  the  same  couise 
as  that  which  they  had  now  adopted.  If 
they  did  this,  and  if  the  people  saw  that 
there  really  was  a  sincere  wish  to  improve 
their  condition,  they  would  wait  with 
patience,  and  enable  the  Government, 
consistently  with  good  faith  to  the  public 
creditor,  to  reduce  the  burthens  of  the 
country.  There  was  one  subject,  with 
respect  to  which  he  wished  to  make  one 
observation — it  was  that  of.  the  complaints 
about  the  inequality  of  the  assessments 
upon  large  houses.  The  statements  made 
on  this  subject  were,  he  believed,  founded 
in  a  great  mistake.  The  statement  was 
founded  on  the  amount  expended  in  the 
building  and  ornamenting  of  these  houses, 
and  not  upon  their  real  value,  or  the  sum 
for  which  they  could  be  let.  A  house  in 
Fleet-street,  one  fourth  of  the  size  of  one 
of  these  large  houses  in  a  distant  part 
of  the  country,  was,  in  fact,  worth  much 
more  than  such  a  house,  and  would  prob- 
ably let  for  four  times  as  much,  although 
it  had  not  cost  near  so  much  in  building 
and  ornamenting  it.  The  hon.  member 
for  Worcester,  whose  observations  had 
induced  him  to  make  this  remark,  seemed 
to  assent  to  the  principle  he  had  thus 
stated,  and  of  its  truth  he  was  perfectly 
convinced.  There  was  one  point  to  which 
he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  of  the  House.  The  noble 
Lord  had  reduced  the  tax  upon  porters 
and  shopmen,  but  he  feared  that,  in  the 
words  in  which  that  reduction  was  effected, 
working  maltsters,  or  those  who  super- 
intended the  buildings  where  malt  was 
made,  would  not  be  deemed  to  be  included. 
He  thought  that  the  reduction  ought  to 
be  distinctly  extended  to  them,  since  not 
only  did  the  state  of  the  trade  demand 
some  relief,  but  the  fact  ought  to  be 
remembered  thatthey  werepersons  working 
upon  an  article  that  was  itself  afterwards 
made  the  subject  of  heavy  taxation.  If  this 
was  done,  he  could  assure  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  reduction  would  be  received  with 
great  gratitude  by  the  maltsters  throughout 
the  country.    He  was  happy  to  be  able  to 
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say,  that  the  reductions  now  made  met 
with  his  approhation,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  i)e  received  in  the  same  manner  by 
the  people  at  large. 

Sir  Thomas  FreemantU  could  not  for* 
bear  expressing  his  wish,  that  when  the 
noble  Lord  reduced  the  duty  on  marine  in* 
surances,  he  had  reduced  the  duty  on  fire 
insurances,  especially  with  respect  to  agri- 
cultural   produce.     The    duty   on    fire 
insurances  amounted  to  twice  the  sum 
paid  for  the  insurance.    The  agricultural 
interest  deserved  some  relief,   and   this 
would  have  been  particularly  useful,  as 
anybody  must  be  convinced,  when  it  was 
recollected  that  agricultural  produce,  often 
lying  at  some  distance  from  the  house, 
was  peculiarly  open  to  depredation,  and,  as 
the  unhappy  instances  of  past  years  had 
proved,  was  often  made  the  subject  of 
depredation.  This  reduction  was  the  more 
desirable,  since  that  which  had  been  said 
to  take  place  with  regard  to  marine  in- 
surances equally  happened  with  regard  to 
fire  insurances ;  many  policies  were  now, 
in  consequence  of  the  high  rate  of  the  duty 
here,  effected  in  Paris  upon  houses  in  this 
country,  all  of  which  would  be  effected  in 
this  country,  but  for  that  circnmstance. 
He  should  have  been  glad,  too,  to  see  the 
malt  duty  reduced,  but  as  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  always  fully  made  up  his 
mind  before  he  came  down  to  the  House 
with  the  Budget,  and  as  an  humble  in- 
dividual like   himself  was  not  likely  to 
he  able  to  change  the  decision  of  the 
Government,  he  supposed  he  must  look  at 
the  reduction  as  hopeless  in  this  Session 
of  Parliament.    He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Berkshire,  in  expressing  his 
regret,  that  while  above  a  million  of  taxes 
had  been  reduced,  the  agricultural  interest 
had  only  been  allowed  the  benefit  of  a 
paltry  30,000£.,  for  that  was,  he  believed, 
the  amount  of  the  duty  on  taxed  carts. 
He  thought  that  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  afforded  the  most  gratifying  pro- 
spects, the  more  especially,  as  the  present 
improved  state  of  the  revenue  did  not 
arise  from  the  increase  of  taxation,  but 
from  a  reduction  of  expenditure.  He  gave 
every  credit  to  the  Government  for  this 
reduction.    He  believed  that  the  people 
were  now  satisfied  of  the  wish  of  that 
House  to  relieve  them  from  the  burthen  of 
taxation  which  pressed  so  heavily  upon 
them.    But  there  was  one  other  matter  to 
which  they  now  wished  the  House  to 
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subject  of  local  taxation.  They  comphined 
most  bitterly  of  local  taxes,  the  ammmt  of 
which  was  so  considerable.  A  ttttn  of 
45,000,0002.  was  taken  ftom  them  most 
unavoidably  by  the  nobia  Lord,  and  aenoi 
equal  to  one*fiflh  of  that  anKmnt^  or 
9,000,000^  a-ycar,  waa  taken  lirom  Ibeu 
by  local  taxes.  The  House  ought  lo  taka 
this  subject  into  their  oonatdtiation ;  and 
he  thought  they  could  not  do  anythiag 
better  than  begin  as  speedilv  as  possible, 
to  see  how  the  amount  of  this  loeal  lax* 
ation  might  be  reduced,  and  the  abnasa 
connected  with  it  remedied% 

Mr.  Halcomb  was  sorry  that  the  Win^ 
dow*tax  had  not  been  repealed,  beoaiisa 
it  operated  to  produce  a  bad  system  of 
building,  and  injured  the  health  and  the 
comfort  of  all  classes  of  people.  A  dfe- 
Unction  was  now  made  between  the  House 
and  Window  duty,  but  in  effect  they  weiB 
the  same.  He  thotigfat  there  ought  to  be 
a  new  calculation  of  the  duty,  and  tbat 
whatever  was  taken  ought  to  be  taken  sb 
a  duty  on  houses,  and  should  be  caica«- 
lated  on  their  rental. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  he  shmdd  not 
detain  the  House  for  any  length  of  time ; 
but  he  wished  to  vnkit  a  few  observatioiMi 
ii^  answer  to  the  remarks  which  had  beao 
made  by  different  Gentlemen.  The  mode 
in  which  the  atatement  he  had  made  had 
been  received  by  the  House  was  noat 
gratifying  to  him.  He  was  quite  awate 
from  the  first,  that  Gentlemen  wooM 
differ  from  him  on  some  of  the  topics 
which  he  had  introduced  ;  but  the  general 
mode  in  which  his  statement  had  been 
received,  was,  he  repeated,  most  gratify- 
ing. He  should  begin  his  observaiioos 
with  an  answer  to  a  question  put  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  near  htm,  as  to  the  mal^ 
sters,  or  persons  employed  in  saperin* 
tending  the  making  of  malt«  It  seemed 
to  him  that  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
such  persons  would  come  within  the  de- 
scription of  shopmen  or  other  peraons, 
who  were  now  no  longer  to  be  made  the 
subject  of  taxation.  The  hon»  member 
for  Middlesex  seemed  to  thhsk  that  tbe 
arrangement  with  respect  to  advertise* 
ments  was  not  what  it  ahodd  be  $  he  bad 
said,  that  the  duty  ought  to  have  been  ne« 
dttced  hi  the  first  instance  to  a  fixed  8ani« 
He  did  not  think  that  the  difference  be- 
tween them  was  considerable,  and  lie  bo- 
lieved  that  the  arrangement,  as  it  now 
stood,  would  be  a  great  relief  to  advev- 
tmn.    It  iiad  bean  aaid|  tbat  tba  itdno* 
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tiims  hi  had  m«de  were  fer;  gtnull.  Hd 
■doilUed  thii  the  redutiltoii  was  stnall  fof 
ihia year}  htii  in  mftktfi|^  that  observation, 
ihe^  ought  10  mooUcct  to  what  a  short 
pettod  of  time  he  had  been  called  on  to 
make  this  redaction^  and  on  what  a  small 
amoant  of  disposable  revenue  he  had  to 
opemte.  Hon.  Gentlemen  must  recollect 
how  large  a  portion  of  the  publio  taxes  was 
required  for  the  payment  of  the  debt  i  and 
how  email  a  portion »  therefore^  was  left 
for  rednctioni  His  right  hon.  prede- 
oessor  had  redueed  four  millions^  and 
when  he  oame  into  office  he  reduced,  in 
the  first  year,  taxes  to  the  amount  of 
l,800,000/»  He  now  proposed  to  reduce 
ISOQfiOOL^  so  that  he  thought  he  dcserv* 
ed  the  credit  of  endeavouring  to  apply  the 
principle  of  reduotion  as  far  as  it  was  pos* 
sible  to  be  applied  at  the  present  moment. 
He  was  quite  sure,  from  the  effect  of  the 
reductions  that  had  already  been  car^- 
fied  into  operation ,  that  the  reductions 
which  he  now  proposed  would  produce  a 
conaidecable  effect  in  relieving  the  coun- 
Iry4  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  oompared  this  reduction  with  others, 
and  seemed  to  consider  that  it  was  not  of  a 
satisfactory  kind,  beoauaei  as  he  supposed, 
it  was  a  teduotion  iDaade  upon  a  fhlling 
feveniie.  He  most  deny  that  it  was 
made  upon  a  falling  revenue*  The  appa^ 
tent  difiarenc6|  on  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  founded  his  statement*  was 
oeeasioned  by  the  Candle  duty^  which  had 
not  been  wholly  taken  off  last  year,  and 
which  now  being  altogether  repealed,  made 
the  revenue  seem  less  in  comparison ;  but 
the  fact  was,  that  the  revenue,  so  far 
from  being  a  falling,  was  an  improving 
revaaue.  Of  all  the  observations  which  had 
been  made  upon  his  statement,  that  which 
most  surprised  him  was  one  made  by  the 
hon.  Alderman  opposite,  with  regard  to  the 
duty  on  insurance ;  for  the  plan  which 
be  had  proposed  was  actually  found- 
ed upon  a  memorial  from  Lloyd's,  in 
which  the  name  of  the  hon.  Alderman 
was  put}  and  when  be  stated,  that  he 
believed  it  would  be  satisfactory,  he  al- 
luded to  that  very  memorial  The  hon/ 
and  learned  member  for  Dublin  had  com-! 
plained  that,  in  what  he  had  proposed,  he 
naddone  nothing  to  reduce  taxes  in  Ireland. 
He  did  not  admit  that  statement.  Some 
of  the  taxes  he  had  reduced  did  affect 
Ireland.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle-. 
man  himself  had  admitted  that  the  duty 
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this,  he  intended  to  do  what  he  could  to 
remedy  the  defects  relating  to  the  draw- 
backs.    Then,  again,  he  had  removed 
a  part  of  the  duty  on  raw  cotton ;  and  the 
hon.  and    learned  Member   knew  that 
there  was  a  cotton  trade  in  Ireland  which 
must  receive  a  benefit  from  the  change. 
Then   there  was  the  duty  on  insurances, 
which,  be  admitted,  did  not  affect  Ireland 
much,  but  still  it  was  an  item  in  the 
amount  of  benefit.    It  was  true,  that  the 
tax  on  ^lasB  and  on  paper  might  have 
been  reduced,  but  it  did  appear  to  him, 
though    the    House  was    perfectly  well 
aware  of  his  desire  to  reduce  the  duty  on 
glass,   yet,    on    this   occasion,  he    had 
thought  the  relief  he  should  give  by  other 
reductions,  would  be  more  sensibly  and 
immediately   felt.     The  tax  on  printed 
calicoes,  which  he  had  taken  off  in  the 
vear  1831,  had  been  a  great  relief  to  Ire-* 
land.    He  was  sorry  he  could  not  do  more 
for  Ireland,  for  he  was  convinced  that  this 
country  could  not  lay  out  its  money  to 
greater  advantage  than  in  relieving  and 
improving  the  industry  of  that  country. 
He  had,  however,  no  great  opportunity  of 
making  further  reductions  in  the  present 
state  of  the  taxation  of  the  country.     A 
regret  had  been  expressed  that  he  had 
not  reduced  the  duty  on  fire  insurances, 
especially  with  respect  to  agricultural  pro- 
perty.     It  certainly  was  a  subject  well 
worthy  of  consideration.     But  he  did  not 
see  how  it  was  possible  to  reduce  the 
taxes  on  agricultural  property  generally ; 
and  he  had  not  thought  it  advisable  to 
make  that  the  object  of  his  particular 
selection.     It  was  now  stated,  that  the 
duty  on  fire  insurances  amounted  to  200 
per  cent.     It  would  have  been  useless  to 
make  any  but  a  large  reduction  in  a  duty 
of  that  kind   [several  Members^  *' reduce 
it  one  half!  "J    Well,  one  half.    What 
would  be  the  consequence  of  that?  Why, 
that  persons  would  be  paying  100  per  cent 
more  than  the  risk  was  worth  [**  they  now 
pay   200  per  cent!"]      T^ue;    but  he 
mentioned  this  to  show  that  he  should 
not|  even  by  that  reduction,  be  conferring 
a  great  benefit  on  the  people.    But,  let 
the  House  look  at  it  in  another  point  of 
view.    The  loss  to  the  revenue  would  be 
nearly  400,000/.  a-year.    Did  they  think 
that  that  sum  could  be  taken  from  the 
revenue,  in  the  shape  of  a  reduced  duty 
on  fire  insurances,  with  more  advantage 
than  in  the  shape  of  the  reductions  he 
bad  already  effeete4«    With  regard  to  th^ 
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daty  on  shop  windows,-  it  had  been  said 
that  the  reduction  would  l>e  open,  to  some 
dispute  as  to  the  mode  q(  ascertaining 
it.  He  admitted  that  there  might  he 
some  difficulty  in  the  matter,  but  he  hoped 
that  it  would  not  give  rise  to  all  the  in- 
convenience that  was  expected.  The 
hon.  Member  opposite,  the  member  for 
Essex,  had  charged  him  with  being 
adverse  to  keeping  up  the  amount  of  the 
revenue  with  a  view  to  an  annual  surplus 
for  the  purpose  of  reducing  the  national 
debt.  To  such  a  charge  he  was  per- 
fectly ready  to  plead  guilty,  for,  whe- 
ther in  office  or  in  opposition,  he  had 
always  been  an  enemy  to  keeping  the 
taxes  at  a  high  point  for  the  sake  of  a 
surplus  revenue.  He  could  by  no  means 
agree  with  those  who  thought  the  non- 
redemption  of  the  public  debt  was  any 
evidence  of  the  exhaustion  of  the  re- 
sources of  the  country.  In  the  affairs  of 
private  life,  men  entitled  and. enabled  to 
redeem  an  annuity  seldom  did  so  while  they 
had  any  possible  mode  of  employing 
their  capital  otherwise  ;  and,  speaking 
generally,  that  which  was  true  of  the  in- 
dividual held  good  with  regard  to  the  na- 
tion. The  hon.  member  for  Essex  had 
also  endeavoured  to  show,  that  the  public 
debt  must  have  been  grossly  mismanaged, 
because  the  public  was  now  under  the 
necessity  of  paying  three  per  cent  for 
money,  while  it  was  to  be  had  in  Lom- 
bard-street for  two  per  cent;  but  the 
House  should  remember  that  money  was 
only  to  be  had  at  that  low  rate  upon  short 
dates ;  and  the  fact  that  the  debt  of 
the  State  bore  the  higher  rate  of  interest 
was  no  proof  of  any  lack  of  public  credit 
or  confidence.  On  the  subject  of  surplus 
revenue,  he  should  only  make  this  remark, 
that  its  abuse  had  not  by  any  means  the 
effect  of  lowering  the  funds.  .  He  frankly 
acknowledged  he  was  one  of  those 
who  did  Took  forward  to  a  very  con- 
siderable reduction  of  the  public  debt  by 
its  conversion  in  to  terminable  ann  uities ;  but 
he  could  not  bring  himself  to  believe  that 
the  work  of  reduction  could  be  advantage- 
ously effected  by  any  sacrifice  of  income  in 
the  present  condition  of  the  country. 

Lord  Sandon  regretted  that  some  of  the 
present  Stamp  duties  which  were  found 
to  be  highly  inconvenient  in  their  opera- 
tion, and  towards  certain  classes  of  trades- 
people most  unjust  and  oppressive,  had  not 
been  removed.  He  therefore  desired  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord  Uie  Chaacel* 


lor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  the  snbject,  in  the 
hope  that  some  useful  modification  oiigfatbe 
adopted.  While  he  complaiDed  on  this 
score  he  must  express  his  satisfaction  at 
the  reduction  which  the  noUe  Lord  pio- 
posed  in  the  duU  on  cotton. 

Mr.  Sinclair  Mi  persuaded,  that  if  the 
present  system  was  to  be.  persevered  in, 
his  noble  friend  had  carried  redoctioQi  as 
far  as  was    practicable,    and    had  also 
evinced  a  sound   discrimination    in    the 
selection  of  the  taxes  which  he  proposed 
to  modify.     But  he   was,    nevertheless, 
persuaded,  that  the  statement  of  that  even- 
ing would  be  received    throughout   the 
country  with  feelings  of  disappointment 
and  regret.     The  people  expected,  and 
were  entitled  to  a  far  larger  measure  of 
relief  than  it  was  now  intended  to  bestow. 
What  would  they  say  if  this  were  to  be 
the  only  result  of  that  reform  which  they 
mainly  owed  to  their  own  firmness  ?    Of 
what  consequence  was  it  to  the  working 
or  middling  classes  whether  Gatton  and 
Old  Sarum,  or  Leeds  and  Manchester* 
were  represented,  or  whether  any  places 
were  represented  at  all,  if  their  sufferings 
were  not  alleviated,  and  their  grievances 
redressed  ?     The  feelings  of  the  people 
could  not  be  trifled  with.    It   was  the 
general  opinion  throughout  the  country 
that  the  National  Debt  was  the  root  of  all 
the  national  sufferings-— and  it  could  not 
be  maintained  much  longer  at  its  present 
amount.  The  hon.  member  for  Essex,  bad 
pointed  out  how  the  interest  might  have 
been  reduced  if  a  different  system  had 
been  adopted  thirty  years  ago ;  but  the 
question  was,  what  could  be  done  now  ? 
He  was  persuaded  that  the  only  practicable 
course  would  be,  to  impose  a  tax  on  every 
species  of  property  for  reducing,  in  whole 
or  in  part,  the  principal  of  the  Debt,  and 
enabling  the  Government  to  take  off  the 
taxes,  by  which  the  interest  of  that  Debt 
was    defrayed.      Unless    the  rich    were 
prepared  to  make  great  sacrifices  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor,  he  anticipated  that  the 
general  discontent  would  reach  its  height, 
and  be  productive  of  convulsion — ^if  not 
of  revolution. 

Lord  Altkorp  said,  it  was  perhaps  not 
impossible  that  some  alteration  could  be 
effected  which  would  meet  the  views 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  at  least 
so  far  as  the  smaller  Stamp  duties  were 
concerned. 

Mr.  Slaney  said,  that  in  this  country  the 
humbler  classes  laboured  under  the  dis* 
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advantage  of  meeting  an  almost  insur- 
mountable obstacle  whenever  they  sought 
to  acquire  property  in  land,  owing  to  the 
difficulty  of  making  out  titles ;  and  in  a 
variety  of  instances,  where  great  public 
improvements  might  otherwise  be  effected 
they  were  stopped  short  from  the  diffi- 
culties which  presented  themselves  in  the 
way  of  making  out  titles.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  subject  would  receive 
the  immediate  and  attentive  consideration 
of  his  Majesty's  Government 

Mr.  Ewart  complained  of  the  duty  on 
Almanacks.  The  whole  produce  of  that 
duty  did  not  amount  to  more  than 
27,000/.  per  annum ;  and  for  the  sake  of 
that  comparatively  small  sum  the  country 
was  suUected  to  a  most  mischievous  tax. 
The  CTOCt  of  the  tax  was,  to  create  a 
monopoly  in  favour  of  a  few  great  capi- 
talists, and  thus,  in  the  absence  of  proper 
and  beneficial  competition,  the  grossest 
errors  crept  into  publications,  which,  to  be 
at  all  useful,  ought  to  be  scrupulously 
correct.  At  present  one  effect  of  the  tax 
was,  the  publication  of  Almanacks  in  the 
Isle  of  Man,  where  there  was  no  duty 
chargeable,  and  their  importation  into 
England  full  of  the  errors  which  they 
might  naturally  be  expected  to  contain 
when  published  under  such  circumstances. 

Mr.  Charles  Kemyss  Tynte  was  bound, 
in  duty  to  his  constituents  and  to  the 
public,  to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
to  a  tax  which  was  felt  as  most  oppressive 
to  the  county  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
tepresent.  He  alluded  to  the  Personal 
Estate  Tax.  He  merely  had  to  state  that 
the  county  of  Somerset  paid  4452.  15s. 
annually  to  that  tax;  Devonshire  paid 
686/.;  whilst  Essex  only  paid  1/. — to  show 
the  partiality  and  injustice  of  this  tax. 
He  called  upon  the  hon.  member  for 
Norfolk  to  support  him,  for  that  county 
paid  alone  841/.  to  this  tax.  He  trusted 
the  noble  Lord  would  take  the  partiality 
of  this  tax  into  consideration,  and  totally 
repeal  it. 

Resolution  agreed  to;  and  the  House 
resumed. 

Payment  of  Drbts.]]  Mr.  /oAn 
RomiUy  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Payment  of  Debts'  Bill.  As  the  law  at 
present  stood,  a  man  possessed  of  10^000/. 
a-year  landed  property  might  die  in  debt — 
say  a  year's  income  ;  but  u  he  \fXi  no  per- 
muH  property^  his  creditors  would  be  de- 


prived of  their  just  rights;  or,  at  any  rate, 
he  dependent  upon  the  precarious  sense  of 
justice  of  the  successor.  A  man  left  trustee 
of  personal  property,  and  investing  this  in 
land,  if  he  died,  that  property  then  came  to 
the  heir-at-law,  and  the  real  owners  might 
be  made  beggars.  This  was  not  a  case,  per- 
haps, of  common  occurrence,  any  more  than 
parricide ;  but  there  ought  to  be  provisions 
against  every  sort  of  offence  and  fraud. 
For  this  end,  it  would  not  he  necessary  to 
make  any  very  great  alterations  in  the  ex- 
isting laws ;  and  before  giving  his  plan,  he 
would  cite  Uie  authority  of  a  learned  Judse, 
who,  whatever  fault  had  been  found  with 
him,  was  indisputably  one  of  the  greatest 
and  most  enlightened  Judges  that  had  ever 
sat  on  the  Bench — he  meant  Lord  Mans, 
field.  That  great  man  said,  '^  that  every 
honest  man  should  make  a  charge  on  his 
estate  in  his  will,  to  provide  for  the  pay« 
ment  of  his  debts;  and  he  who  did  not  so, 
might  be  said  to  sin  in  his  grave."  The 
object  of  the  present  alteration  in  the  law 
was,  to  make  it  imperative  on  all  persons 
to  make  this  provision  for  the  payment  of 
their  debts.  He  was  sorry  to  say,  that  a 
bill,  similar  to  this,  had  already  been  five 
times  introduced  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Legislature ;  but  hitherto  without  success. 
Four  times  it  had  passed  that  House ;  but 
as  many  times  it  had  been  rejected  l^  the 
Lords.  The  first  was  introduced  hf  an 
eminent  lawyer  in  179S*  It  passed  this 
House,  but  was  rejected  in  the  other.  The 
second  was  introduced  in  1806,  and  was  re» 
jected  in  this  House  by  a  majority  of  two  to 
one :  the  three  other  InUs  were  introduced  in 
theyearsl814, 1815,  andl8l6,  were  allpass- 
ed  by  this  House,  and  all  rejected  by  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  great  objection  to 
all  these  previous  hills  was,  that  they  drew 
a  distinction  between  freehold  and  copyhold 
property.  That  objection  was  removed  in 
the  present,  and,  therefore,  he  owned,  he 
entertained  a  very  confident  expectation 
that  it  would  meet  with  the  approbation  of 
both  Houses.  When  the  Bill  was  last 
r^ected  in  the  House  of  Lords,  a  noble 
Lord  entered  his  protest  against  its  rejec- 
tion in  terms  which  expresKd  so  clearly  the 
grounds  upon  which  he  thought  such  a 
measure  should  be  passed,  that  he  did  not 
know  that  he  could  conclude  better  than 
by  stating  to  the  House  the  substance  of 
that  protest:— «"  It  is  highly  inexpedient 
and  unjust,  that  persons  who  have  oon- 
tvacted  debts,  and  have  the  means  of  paying 
them,  should  be  allowed  at  their  deaths  to 
transmit  to  their  heirs  or  their  devisees  the 
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for  by  an  address,  or  by  an  order  of  tbat 
House.  The  noble  Lord  might  obtain  it 
by  on  understanding  among  their  Lord- 
ships, but  it  was  clearly  impossible 
that  it  could  be  asked  by  an  address  from 
the  Crown. 

Lord  EUenbarough  contended  that  the 
Motion  would  establish  a  dangerous  and 
very  xnconyenient  precedent. 

The  Motion  negatived. 

Stafford  Bbibbrt  Bill.^  The  Earl 
of  Radnor,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill,  said  that  he  scarcely  expected 
any  opposition  to  it,  because  it  was  founded 
on  the  same  principle  as  several  Bills  which 
had  of  late  years  been  introduced  without 
any  objection  into  their  Lordships'  House 
for  the  purpose  of  indemnifying  witnesses 
who  might  give  evidence  of  the  existence 
of  gross  bribery  and  corrupdon  in  certain 
boroughs.  He  admitted,  that  the  present 
measure  was  not  accompanied,  like  Uiose  to 
which  he  had  just  referred,  by  a  proposition 
of  disfranchisement;  but  their  Lordships 
ought  not  on  that  account  to  reject  it.  The 
BiU  was  founded  on  the  notoriety  of  gross 
and  abominable  bribery  existing  in  Stafford. 
He  understood  that  at  the  last  election 
there  were  three  candidates  for  the  repre- 
sentation of  that  borough,  and  that  the 
return  of  one  of  the  successful  candidates 
was  petitioned  against  on  the  allegation  of 
briboy.  He  bed,  however,  good  reason 
for  believine  that  this  proceeding  was  a 
mere  ruse  de  guerre,  for  the  puipose  of 
getting  some  portion  of  the  defeated  candi. 
dates  expenses  paid.  He  knew  that,  on  a 
former  occasion,  a  gentleman  who  started 
for  the  representation  of  Stafibrd  with  every 
prospect  of  success  up  to  the  day  before 
the  election  commenced,*-having  received 
prtymises  of  support  from  more  than  two. 
thirds  of  the  voters, — was,  notwithstanding 
defeated  by  an  individual  not  at  all  con- 
nected with  the  place.  The  reason  of  this 
was,  that  this  last  gentleman  had  14,000/. 
to  spend  in  the  election,  while  the  other 
candidate  could  only  spare  6,500L ;  and  it 
was  actually  a  fact  that  the  voters  in  the 
interest  of  the  more  wealthy  candidate 
went  to  the  poU  with  bank  notes  in  their 
bats;  and  taunted  their  opponents  with 
receiving  only  Birmingham  counterfeits, 
while  they  got  real  bank  notes.  A  petition 
was  presented  against  the  successful  candi- 
date, but  upon  his  agreeing  to  pay  down 
S,0(XM.  all  further  investigation  was  stifled. 
This  having  occurred  on  a  former  occasion 
)ie  oould  not  but  think  that  somethiDg  of 


the  same  sort  was  intended  on  the  present 
occasion.  Be  that  as  it  might,  after  the 
presentation  of  the  petition  now  before  the 
other  House,  two  gentlemen,  who  had  been 
engaged  in  the  election,  oBJled  oh  Mr. 
ElUoe,  with  whom  the  present  Bill  ori^n- 
ated,  and  stated  that  out  of  5^6  electors 
who  voted  for  one  of  the  successful  candid- 
ates, 524  received  bribes  of  money.  Those 
gentlemen,  in  corroboration  of  their  state- 
ments, produced  several  money  tickets 
which  had  been  presented  to  the  voters, 
and  he  held  in  his  hand  a  further  proof  of 
the  truth  of  their  representation ;  which 
was  nothing  else  than  the  poll-book  of  the 
voters  in  favour  of  the  successful  candidate, 
and  he  found  only  two  names  out  of  526  to 
which  the  letters  "  p— 4"  were  not  attached. 
He  conceived  at  first  that  these  letters  were 
put  down  to  signify  '^  polled,"  but  on  turn- 
ing to  the  beginning  of  the  book  he  found 
the  word  ''paid"  written  in  full,  and  in 
some  parts  of  it  the  sums  actuially  paid — 
sometimes  10/.,  at  others  ISf.— *were 
entered.  This  was  such  an  abominabU 
case  of  bribery  and  corruption,  that  it  be* 
hoved  their  Lordships  not  to  refuse  dealing 
with  it ;  and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  they  would  not  be  acting  wisely  or 
with  graciousness  towards  the  House  of 
Commons  if  they  did  not  assist  in  eradicating 
this  evil.  He  had  documents  in  his  pos- 
session, which  showed  that  ifll  parties 
agreed  as  to  the  necessity  of  rooting  out 
this  system  of  corruption,  and  disfranchising 
the  borough.  The  noble  Earl  read  certain 
resolutions,  agreed  to  by  a  number  of  gen« 
tlemen  in  Stafford,  admitting  the  prevalence 
of  the  grossest  S3rstem  of  bribery  in  that 
borough:  and  an  extract  from  a  letter 
written  by  the  mayor,  who  was  returning 
officer  of  the  borough,  in  which  it  vras 
stated  that  bribery  had  been  so  long 
practised  in  the  place  that  it  had  almost 
assumed  the  character  of  a  prescriptive 
right  The  letter  concluded  by  stating 
that  the  borough  exhibited  manifeit 
symptoms  of  its  political  death,  and  that 
the  sooner  it  was  dead  and '  buried  the 
better,  provided  the  cost  was  not  great  to 
the  chief  mourners.  He  stated  these  feicts 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  the  comipb 
tion  and  bribery  of  Stafiwd  was  nolxirioaa, 
and  of  such  a  gross  nature  as  required  some 
remedy  to  be  applied  to  it.  He  understood 
several  of  their  Lordships  felt  objections  to 
the  wording  of  particular  parts  of  the  Bill; 
but  that  was  matter  for  consideration  in 
Committee,  and  ought  not  to  be  any 
obstacle  to  the  Seoood  Reading*   As&raa 
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all  Bjih  tor  Cotttfawim  or  Anmdlng  any  AfiU  onwenilQg 
Tiunptke  Roads,  ftxnn  S7th  Fdmiary,  18S9,  to  the  preKnt 
tUn«.-''-On  the  1Cr)tfoD  of  the  Marqueai  of  Clam fttcAROs, 
an-  ABOMat  of  aU  Eiielirtf  leal  Proiierty  v«tad  in  the 
CRKiB^  in  Piarmanoe  «Ctiit  Iziih  Statutt,  Otb  Aiiii^ 
cap.  6. 
Pcdtioda  pxeacoted.  Bif  dft  Duke  «f  Gotooif ,  frfMn  the 
VfUmitfu/t  AkMdM^  fkir  a  ftevSikin  of  the  Apolhe- 
eaiiat  Act.-*<y  Lord  »u  DmtvtuiytLiM,  ftom  RoMtUiid* 
to  make  Truro  the  Aatiw  town  instead  of  Launoekton*— 
By  tfie  Bol  of  RADifott,  traax  9t  Oeotfie'B^  ICiddleKX,^ 
IbtaRepHdortheSeiilBiiiilAfi^  VotabyBallot,  ami  a 
Repeal  of  the  Aawwed  Taseii^-^  Lord  Graxthajc, 
ttota  St.  Jamei^s,  WestmiBster,  against  the  Asseaed 
Tasn.— by  the  Ettl  of  Ret>BN,  from  Bewdley; 
and  by  ft  Nobls  Loftn.  ftom  two  ^iaoes,— 4«aiut 
the  Sale  of  Beet  Act— By  the  Earl  of  RoanBaav, 
fhxn  Haddington^  agidnst  the  presttut  System  of  Church 
PatXDnage  in  Soothmd,  and  ftom  the  laaie  Place,  for 
an  AlttMlioii  hi  ttM  Fonna  and  PiaciSee  of  the  Sootoh 
htm  Cottlia.-*By  the  Sari  of  HAnDuceroir,  ftom  the 
Synod  of  Kene  and  Teviotdale,  against  the  Xew  System 
of  Bdoeattatt  In  b^teid.'-By  the  Bishope  of  Baxooa. 
hatOLm,  IS&oocMtBR,  Lort  Rbobmbalk,  aid  the  Barl 
of  RoDur,  ftom  A  Numbor  of  Plaoas,— Ihr  the  Better 
Ofaoervance  of  the  SaUbath.— By  the  Duke  of  Richmond, 
flie  Marqoeit  of  LAirasowifB,  the  Earls  of  RAmron, 
Usttusec,  CLAaBiftooM,  OaiT,  RoDkir*  and  Albs> 
xaiiLB,  ViaaDuat  ll>i.B0UBifB»  Lords  Rolls,  Dacrb, 

POLTIMOBB,    SUVTIBLO,     GrABTHAM,     and    DlWORBBN, 

and  by  ttie  Bbhop  of  Likcolk,  ftom  a  gfcat  Number  of 
Plaiws,  "  ngninat  Slavaty.~-By  Earl  Gbbt,  from  Devon- 
port  and  Stonehouse,  for  EmaneipatJBg  the  Jewa.~By  the 
An^biahop  of  Dublin,  ftom  the  Clergy  of  Kildare  and 
CoKk,  against  the  ptopoaed  Measure  of  Church  Reform 
IbriKiaDd. 

CotONIAt  Sx«AV£RY— 'RkTURNB.]   Lotd 

SuffiM  said,  he  was  about  to  move  for  a 
certain  paper  whaeh  he  thought  would  be 
yeiy  interesting  and  important  to  their 
Lordi^ps.  It  had  been  announced  in  the 
other  House  of  Piffliament  by  a  member  of 
the  Gov«mment|  that  the  Government  were 
about  to  introduce  such  a  measure  regarding 
the  state  of  Slarery  in  the  Colonies  as 
would  permanently  settle  that  Question. 
That  announcement  had  given  great  aatift- 
faotaon  throughout  the  oountry^  and  meet- 
ings -had,  in  oonsequence>  been  held  in 
various  places  on  the  subject.  Not  only 
that,  but  a  deputation^  consisting  of  S5d 
gentlemen  had  been  sent  up  from  aU  parts 
of  the  oountzy  to  wait  upon  Earl  Grey  and 
the  Govemmenty  who  presented  a  memorial 
on  the  subject  to  Earl  Grey  on  Friday  last. 
That  menunial  had  much  in  it  which  he 
thought  might  be  valuable  to  their  Lord- 
ahipsy  and  he  should  therefore  beg  leave  to 
more  that  ''An  humble  address  be  pre- 
sented to  his  Majesty,  that  he  midht  be 
gracioUBly  pleased  to  lay  before  the  House 
a  copy  of  ^  resolution  and  memorial  pre- 
aented  to  Earl  Grey  on  Friday  last,  the 
19th  instant,  by  a  deputation  of  gentlemen 
from  various  parts  of  the  kingdom."  He 
(Lord  Suffield)  bdieved  it  to  he  an  unpre-. 
oedented  dreumstanoe,  that  so  many  gen- 
ibmiai  should  come  up  to  London  at  great 


expense  aifd  trouble  to  themselves  for  the 
purpose  of  memorialising  Government,  and 
the  drcumstaace  showed  the  strong  feeling 
entertained  in  the  country  as  to  the  neoes* 
sity  of  settling  the  question.  He  wouM 
take  the  opportunity  of  saying,  that  the 
memorial  in  question  had  not  emanated 
from  the  London  Anti-Slavery  Society,  and 
that  not  one  member  of  that  society  was  on 
the  Deputation,  with  the  excq^tkm  of  the 
gentleman  who  introduced  it  to  the  noble 
Lord. 

Earl  Grey  said,  that  as  far  as  he  was 
concerned  he  had  no  objection  to  the  pro- 
duction of  the  document*  His  only  doubt 
was  as  to  the  form  in  which  it  could  he 
called  for.  It  was  a  memorial  addressed 
to  him,  in  common  with  others  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers,  nod  he  doubted 
whether  it  could  be  considered  such  a 
public  document  as  their  Lordships  could 
move  for  by  address  to  the  Crown.  He 
would  admit,  that  the  deputation  was  a  most 
respectable  one,  and  ^at  the  mem<Mial  was 
veiy  ably  drawn  up.  That,  however,  did 
not  alter  the  question,  whether  they  could 
call  by  address  for  a  document  which  might 
be  considered  in  the  light  of  a  private  and 
not  a  public  document.  The  calling  for  it 
in  this  way  might  establish  a  very  inoofir 
venient  precedent.  However,  he  had  no 
objection  to  lay  it  before  the  House  as  a 
private  document  if  it  could  be  consistently 
produced. 

Lord  BoiU  had  no  oljection  to  the  piOh. 
duction  of  any  document  on  the  subject 
His  great  wish,  as  an  ownw  of  West 
India  property,  was,  that  the  slaves  should 
be  placed  in  a  situation  of  comfort  and 
happiness.  He  could  say  of  his  own  slaves 
that  they  had  always  cost  him  a  consid^w 
able  sum,  and  thdr  hi4>pineBS  was  shown 
by  the  circumstance  that  they  had  increased 
from  130,  to  near  400. 

Lord  RouUfn  considered  thedocumeot 
to  be  a  private  one.  They  might  as  well 
call  for  the  production  of  a  private  letter 
addressed  to  any  of  dieir  Lordships.  It 
was  quite  impossiUe  it  could  be  asked 
for  by  means  of  an  address  to  the 
Crown* 

Lord  St^U  contended,  that  if  any 
doGunfent  could  be  called  a  public  one»  it 
was  that  for  which  he  moved*  It  was  a 
memorial  presented  by  B$9  persons  in 
an  official  meeting  to  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown. 

The  Marquess  of  Ltm^dotifne  had  no 
objection  to  the  production  of  the  memorial 
but  he  doubted  whether  it  could  be  called 
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lor  by  an  address^  or  by  an  order  of  tbat 
House.  The  noble  Lord  might  obtain  it 
by  on  understanding  among  their  Lord* 
ships,  but  it  was  deany  impossible 
that  it  could  be  asked  by  an  address  from 
the  Crown* 

Lord  EUenbarough  contended  that  the 
Motion  would  establish  a  dangerous  and 
very  inconvenient  precedent. 

The  Motion  negatived. 

Stafford  Bbibbrt  Bill.^  The  Earl 
of  Radnor,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill,  said  that  he  scarcely  expected 
any  opposition  to  it,  because  it  was  founded 
on  the  same  principle  as  several  Bills  which 
had  of  late  years  been  introduced  without 
any  objection  into  their  Lordships'  House 
for  the  purpose  of  indemnifying  witnesses 
who  might  give  evidence  of  the  existence 
of  gross  bribery  and  corruption  in  certain 
boroughs.  He  admitted,  that  the  present 
measure  was  not  accompanied,  like  Uiose  to 
which  he  had  just  referred,  by  a  proposition 
of  disfranchisement ;  but  their  Lordships 
ought  not  on  that  account  to  reject  it.  The 
Bifi  was  founded  on  the  notoriety  of  gross 
and  abominable  bribery  existing  in  Stamntl. 
He  understood  that  at  the  last  election 
there  were  three  candidates  for  the  repre- 
sentation of  that  borough,  and  that  the 
return  of  one  of  the  succ^sful  candidates 
was  petitioned  against  on  the  allegation  of 
briboy.  He  had,  however,  good  reason 
for  bdlevine  that  this  proceeding  was  a 
mere  nue  ae  guerre,  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  some  portion  of  the  defeated  candi- 
dates expenses  paid.  He  knew  that,  on  a 
former  occasion,  a  gentleman  who  started 
for  the  representation  of  Stafibrd  with  every 
prospect  of  success  up  to  the  day  before 
the  election  commenced,— 'having  received 
prtnnises  of  support  from  more  than  two. 
thirds  of  the  voters, — was,  notwithstanding 
defeated  by  an  individual  not  at  all  con- 
nected with  the  place.  The  reason  of  this 
vns,  that  this  last  gentleman  had  14,000/. 
to  spend  in  the  election,  while  the  other 
candidate  could  only  spare  6,500^ ;  tmd  it 
was  actually  a  fact  that  the  voters  in  the 
interest  of  the  more  wealthy  candidate 
went  to  the  poll  with  bank  notes  in  their 
hats;  and  taunted  their  opponents  with 
reodving  only  Birmingham  counterfeits, 
while  they  got  real  bank  notes.  A  petition 
was  presented  against  the  successful  candi- 
date, but  upon  his  agreeing  to  pay  down 
3,0001.  all  further  investigation  was  stifled. 
This  having  occurred  on  a  former  occasion 
)ie  oould  not  but  think  that  something  of 


the  same  sort  was  intended  on  the  present 
occasion.  Be  that  as  it  might,  after  the 
presentation  of  the  petition  now  before  the 
other  House,  two  gentlemen,  who  bad  been 
engaged  in  the  election,  called  on  Mr. 
Effice,  with  whom  the  present  Bill  origin- 
ated, and  stated  that  out  of  526  electors 
who  voted  for  one  of  the  successful  candid, 
ates,  524  received  bribes  of  money.  Those 
gentlemen,  in  corroboration  of  their  state- 
ments, produced  several  money  tickets 
which  had  been  presented  to  the  voters, 
and  he  held  in  his  hand  a  further  proof  ci 
the  truth  of  their  representation;  which 
was  nothing  else  than  the  poll-book  of  the 
voters  in  favour  of  the  successful  candidate^ 
and  he  found  only  two  names  out  of  526  to 
which  the  letters  "  p — d"  were  not  attadied. 
He  conceived  at  first  that  these  letters  were 
put  down  to  signify  "poUed,"  but  on  turn, 
ing  to  the  beginning  of  the  book  he  found 
the  word  ''pud*'  written  in  full,  and  in 
some  parts  of  it  the  sums  actuieJly  paid — 
sometimes  lOL,  at  others  ISf. — were 
entered.  This  was  such  an  abominable 
case  of  bribery  and  corruption,  that  it  be- 
hoved their  Lordships  not  to  refuse  dealing 
with  it ;  and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  they  would  not  be  acting  wisely  or 
with  gradousness  towards  the  House  of 
Commons  if  they  did  not  assist  in  eradicating 
this  evil.  He  had  documents  in  his  poa- 
session,  which  showed  that  ^  parties 
agreed  as  to  the  necessity  of  rooting  out 
this  system  of  corruption,  and  disfisnchising 
the  borough.  The  noble  Eaxl  read  oertaxn 
resolutions,  agreed  to  by  a  number  of  gen* 
tlemen  in  Stam>rd,  admitting  the  prevalenoe 
of  the  grossest  system  of  bribery  in  that 
borough:  and  an  extract  from  a  letter 
written  by  the  mayor,  who  was  returning 
officer  of  the  borough,  in  which  it  was 
stated  that  bribery  had  been  so  long 
practised  in  the  place  that  it  had  almost 
assumed  the  chuacter  of  a  prescriptive 
right.  The  letter  concluded  by  stating 
that  the  borou^  exhibited  manifest 
symptoms  of  its  political  death,  and  Uiat 
die  sooner  it  was  dead  and' buried  the 
better,  provided  the  cost  was  not  great  to 
the  chief  mourners.  He  stated  these  facts 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  the  cQiTup>- 
tion  and  bnbery  of  Stafibrd  was  notoikNis, 
and  of  such  a  gross  nature  as  required  some 
remedy  to  be  amplied  to  it.  He  understood 
several  of  their  Lordships  felt  objectioDs  to 
the  wording  of  particular  parts  of  the  fiiU; 
but  that  was  matter  for  consideration  in 
Committee,    and    ought   not  to  be  any 
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lie  was  oonoemed^  he  should  offer  no 
exposition  to  any  amendment  which  did 
not  interfere  with  the  principle  and  effici- 
ency  of  the  measure.  The  noble  Earl 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  Wynford  said  that^  whenever  cor- 
ruption was  clearly  proved  against  a  consi. 
derable  portion  of  the  inhabitants  of  any 
place^  he  should  be  ready  to  concur  in  the 
proposition  to  disfranchise  them  and  transfer 
the  elective  franchise  to  other  persons  more 
likely  to  exercise  it  properly.  But  the 
noble  Earl's  speech  from  the  beginning  to 
the  end  had  convinced  him  that  it  was 
impossible  for  their  Lordships  to  pass  the 
present  measure.  He  objected  to  this  Bill^ 
because  it  was  not  like  former  Bills  of  a 
similar  nature  founded,  on  an  inquiry  pre- 
viously instituted  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. They  were  asked  by  the  Bill  to 
declare  that  the  borough  of  Stafford  was 
grossly  corrupt.  In  his  opinion  the  same 
character  mi^t  justly  be  given  to  nine- 
tenths  of  the  boroughs  in  England;  and 
he  had  always  expected  that  this  would  be 
the  case  when  the  elective  franchise  was 
given  to  that  dass  of  persons  to  whom  votes 
wero  of  no  value,  unless  they  wero  per- 
mitted to  sell  them.  He  always  thought 
that  the  effect  of  the  Reform  Bill  would 
be  to  put  up  to  sale  the  representation  of 
the  country,  and  that  expectation  had  been 
confirmed  by  what  had  passed  at  the  late 
election ;  but,  while  he  was  ready  to  admit 
that  nine  boroughs  out  of  ten  throughout 
England  were  corrupt,  he  was  not  sure 
that  Stafford  was  not  the  virtuous  excep- 
tion, and  he  was,  therefore,  not  prepared 
to  fi;ive  his  assent  to  the  preamble  of  this 
Bil^  without  having  its  allegations  proved 
by  evidence.  Assuming  the  ract  that  there 
had  been  bribery  at  Stafford  there  was  one 
part  of  the  Bill  which  he  considered  ob- 
noxious to  very  serious  objections ;  it  ofier- 
ed  indemnity  not  only  to  those  who  gave 
evidence,  but  also  to  every  person  who  was 
implicated  in  the  corrupt  transactions  of 
the  borough.  It  indemnified  the  great 
criminal  who  had  bribed,  as  well  as  the 
pauper  who  had  been  bribed.  In  all  former 
cases  their  Lordships  had  had  a  Report  of 
a  Committee  to  act  upon,  which  pointed 
out  that  bribery  had  been  practised,  and 
also  pointed  out  the  proper  persons  to  admit 
as  witnesses,  and*  consequently  to  include 
in  the  Bill  of  Indemnity.  If  they  proceeded 
without  such  an  inquiry  they  would  shake 
one  of  the  most  useful  principles  which 
guided  their  Lordships  proceedings.  Under 
.these  circumstances  he  would  suggest  the 


propriety  of  appoititing  a  seciet  Committee 
up.stairs  to  inquire  whether  any  bribery 
had  prevailed  at  the  last  and  two  preceding 
elections  for  Stafford,  and  in  case  any 
bribery  did  exist,  to  Report  to  the  House 
what  persons  it  might  be  fit  to  indemnify 
for  the  purpose  of  proving  it.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  concluded  by  moving 
that,  ^'  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  be 
postponed,  and  the  matter  referred  to  a 
Secret  Committee  to  inquire  as  to  the 
bribery  said  to  be  practised  at  the  last  and 
the  two  preceding  elections,  and  to  Report 
to  the  House  what  persons  it  might  be 
proper  to  indemnify." 

Lord  Elletiborough  thought  that  the 
House,  though  it  had  precedents  of  indem- 
nifying witnesses,  was  placed  at  present  in 
a  very  difficult  situation,  for  the  other 
House  had  not  adopted  any  means  of 
getting  exact  information  as  to  the  necessity 
of  the  present  Bill.  The  Commons  had 
not  examined  evidence  pv  adopted  any 
method  of  clearing  away  the  doubts  that 
might  rest  upon  their  Lordships'  minds  as 
to  the  case  before  them,  and  even  if  they 
had,  it  would  be  still  somewhat  difficult 
for  their  Lordship  to  decide  upon  it.  As 
the  matter  stood  it  was  most  difficult,  since 
it  turned  upon  the  circumstance  of  two 
persons  having  informed  the  right  hon. 
Secretary-at-war  (Mr.  Ellice\  that,  at 
the  last  election,  524  out  of  52o  voters  had 
been  bribed,  and,  perhaps,  that  was  all  the 
other  House  knew  of  the  business.  As 
their  Lordships'  House  was  the  highest 
judicial  body  in  the  realm,  they  should  be 
very  cautious  how  they  established  any 
precedents  affecting  the  rights  of  the 
people,  and  the  due  investigation  of  all 
judici^  matters  which  came  before  them. 
He  saw  great  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
case,  but,  on  the  whole,  he  thoumt  that  it 
would  be  better  to  postpone  ue  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  until  to-morrow  or  the 
next  day,  that  their  Lordships  might  have 
time  to  satisfy  themselves  with  reelect  to 
the  statements  made  in  the  preamble  of 
the  Bill.  It  was  not  safe  to  proceed  to  the 
second  reading,  merely  on  what  had  been 
stated  by  the  noble  Earl.  - 

The  Lord  Chancellor  was  perfectly 
ready  to  admit,  that  the  proceeding  upon  the 
present  Bill  was  novel  and  unprecedented, 
at  least  to  the  extent  of  not  hearing  evi« 
dence  at  the  bar  of  their  Lordships'  House: 
Though  no  inquiry  .had  been  instituted, 
such  as  he  believed  had  always  been  re- 
sorted to  on  such  occasions,  yet  he  was 
cleai:  in  the  opinion  that  they  ought  not  to 
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latefpoie  any  obttade  in  tbe  way  d  the 
Ana  axeoiition  oi  justiee,  bot  thai,  on  the 
fiORtvaryy  thej  should  give  it  every  possible 
fiusility  in  its  ooiuse.  The  qaestion  for 
^leir  Lordships  was,  how  they  could  best 
efiect  that  object  conformably  with  the 
practice  of  Parliament  ?  In  the  first  place, 
be  would  be^  to  observe,  that  he  could  not 
agree  with  his  noble  and  learned  friend  in 
thinking  that  persons  giving  evidence  before 
a  Secret  Committee  of  their  Lordships 
would  be  exempt  from  penal  consequences, 
if  they  had  been  guilty  of  any  offence  con- 
nected with  the  circumstances  which  that 
evidence  might  bring  to  light,  though  no 
doubt  means  might  be  devised  for  insuring 
to  them  that  protection  which  the  necessity 
of  the  case  might  demand ;  but,  without 
aome  special  arrangement,  witnesses  might 
be  subjected  to  senous  consequences  arising 
{fom  the  evidence  given  before  a  Com- 
mittee. There  would,  indeed,  be  a  difficulty 
about  finding  against  them,  for  if  an  applL 
cation  were  made  to  the  House  to  permit 
any  noble  Lord  of  the  Committee  to  be 
examined  as  a  witness  against  them  ;  that 
would  scarcely  be  granted,  yet  if  it  were 
the  witnesses  might  be  convicted  in  the 
Courts  of  Law  by  their  own  testimony,  or 
at  least  by  a  circumstance,  which  that 
testimony  might  bring  to  Ught.  That, 
however,  was  so  very  unusual  a  proceed- 
ing ;  and  the  chance  of  its  being  resorted 
to  so  remote,  that  it  need  not  for  a  moment 
be  taken  into  account  j  and  he,  therefore, 
thought  that  his  noble  and  learned  friend 
had  a  right  to  say,  that  witnesses  would  be 
nerfectly  safe  in  giving  their  testimony. 
Notwithstanding  that,  however,  he  begged 
to  remind  their  Lordships,  that  the  appoints 
roentof  a  Secret  Committee  would  be  itself 
a  novelty  in  the  proceedings  of  that  House, 
and  he,  therefore,  should  wish  for  time  to 
consider  a  proposition  of  that  nature,  and 
time  to  look  fot  precedents.  He  would 
leoommend  his  noble  friend,  the  Earl  of 
Hadnor>  to  agree  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  for  a  fbw  days.  He  must  add,  that 
thew  were  some  things  in  the  Bill  which 
he  did  not  approve  of,  but  as  his  noble 
friend  professed  his  readiness  to  admit  of 
alfeeratians,  he  would  not  then  enter 
into  the  subject.  Before  he  sat  down, 
he  begged  to  observe,  that  whatever  bribery 
miffht  have  been  committed  in  Staffi»d,  it 
had  no  connection  whatever  with  the  great 
measura  of  Reform;  for  he  took  it  for 
firanted,  that  there  was  not  a  noble  Lord 
in  that  House  who  did  not  wtU  knbw  that 
the  bribery  took  place  in  that  borough  long 


before  Ae  Beibnn  KU  was  intradneediiito 
the  other  House.  It  was  well  known 
that,  during  an  eloction  in  Stafibid,  it  was 
no  uucommon  practice  for  eleotofB  to  walk 
about  the  town  with  bank  notes  stuck  ia 
their  hats  by  way  of  cockades;  and  that 
practice  prevaOed,  and  open  and  notinioiis 
bribery  prevailed,  long  before  the  late  maa. 
sure  of  Reform  had  been  heard  of.  He 
believed  his  noble  and  learned  fiiend  (Loid 
Wynford)  did  not  mean  to  depreciate  the 
value  of  that  important  measure ;  bat  he 
must  be  allowed  to  say,  that  his  noble  and 
learned  friend  had  stqjped  a  little  out  of 
his  way  to  make  a  remark  in  refereaoe  to 
it,  which  was  anything  but  favoiinibl& 
The  Bill  then  before  their  Lordshipe  was 
one  which  required  their  attentive  consi* 
deration  without  any  referenee  to  party 
feelings;  and  he  hoped  that  they  would 
come  down,  on  the  next  occasion,  prepared 
to  discharge  their  duty  to  the  eoiintiy«-4e 
the  borou^  of  Staffiird,  and  to  the  other 
House  of  Farliamentj  by  devising  the  most 
effectual  means  for  investigating  thooe 
scandalous  practices  with  which  the  bo* 
rough  stood  chaiged. 
Pebate  adjourned. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Monday y  April  22,  1833. 

MiirinrM.]  Fftiwoi  oi4«red.  Ob  the  Motioa  of  Mr.  Sini» 
80if  TiNXAHT.  m  Account  of  aU  Monioi  dsfMHUeii  wHk 
Sheriilk,  or  other  Returning  Oflloeii  throu^iout  Inlml. 
during  die  late  general  EieAm,  and  the  muam  hi  irtddi 
that  Money  waa  diipoMd  ot 

New  Writ*  issued.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Csaalis  Woqv, 
fi>r  Woroestexshire  (Wetf),  In  the  room  oT  tha  Bon. 
Tbomab  Folsy,  (now  Lord  Folbt)  i  and  ftur  Oie  Imraw 
MM  Bw«bf»  In  tht  room  of  Jom  ajouoi.  Mi^  ^ 


Petidona  preMnted.  By  the  Marquess  of  CnAivnoaa  Laid 
W.  Lawifosc,  Sir  Joint  Tyrsll,  Mr.  W.  BAjnna.  Mr. 
nuosAbn.  Mr.  W.  SrAiia*  Mr.  C.  M4njofen4»K%  oA 
Mr*  Locxi^  ttom  a  Numhei  oC  Pbrni^— ^  n  ficttai 
Observance  of  the  Sabbath.— BNf  Mr.  Watsox,  fran 
CXmfaraok,  apdnat  Lagtslatlw  snactoMnta  Itar  Hie  Ob> 
aamwoe  of  ttw  Loid^i  DSf^-^By  Mr»  SosiacK,  ft«M 
London  and  Westminster,  Cbr  FaeUitatipg  th«  fivl^  i€ 
Instructive  and  Sdentific  Lectures  on  Sundaya.'->B| 
Lord  DvnLBT  SroABTt  Sir  FnaNaa  Biakb«  Sir  Joaii 
Tymu.,  Sir  Gt  9uwutn,  Mr,  0enK»  Hu  Si4v«%  Hb 
R.  WiLUAMa,  Mr.  Bboom,  Mr.  N>  Cai,ts«t.  Mr. 
PsTSR.  Mr.  CoLUBR,  Mr.  C.  BRRiuu.nY,  Mr.  Poo«.Txn. 
Mr.  A.  WiLLiAin.  Mr.  OAMtnu.*  Miw  M.  A.  Tjkrtjom, 
Mr*  W.  EYAiia,  Mr.  Dvspals,  BIa  W,  F«  Hatouit, 
Mr.  Watvon.  Mr.  MfunvHAu,  Mr.  H*  VUxvtmy,  Miw 
Hall,  Mr.  R.  Sbawv,  Mr.  SriucKLAMa,  Mr.  C.  MAft> 
joMBAJffKa.  Mr.  BwflwveoSt  Mr.  WAtwna.  M&  T«Brn«» 
Mr.  LocK«»  Mr,  Robsht  YfiuuM^  mA  M^ler  Baji» 
LBY,  ttom  a  Number  of  PlarMti- .ifBinrt  81«v«r|v*-B| 
Mr.  W.  BAWKsa,  and  Mr.  H.  HAivDUtY,— Ibr  RawvizM 
Oie  CivU  DisrtflitiaBofth»Dtoentew>  By  Mr.  Unmrr^ 
ftom  Exeters  by  Mr.  W.  KYAira.  Aram  Urioartar^ aaa  bf 
Mr.  WATiciNa,  ttom  Bredcnodt,  fbr  eorrsctim  Cor- 
fKvatfon  Abuses.-'By  Mr.  Watsov,  flnm  CantMtacyt 
Mr.  WwaMAM,  tnm  NaiwiAi  Mr.  Tummai,  tem 
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OMfllMnitD  I  Sir  Bauvbii  Wuaumy,  ttam  ManrMxMMi 
and,  by  Mr,  Qyosis,  Mr.  Seij«tiitSPAMKi9*  tad  Sir/oni 
TriiliLiit  ttom  tevenil  Places, — ^against  the  Awessed 
Taxei,-!-By  Mr.  Wikdbaw,  Arom  the  HundrBd  of  Dlis) 
and  Sir  John  Tybsll,  frmn  T«ndriiig,*-«8ai]Htthe  Duty 
cm  TaMd  Ctfta.K«By  the  E^l  of  KasRV,  Mr.  Duooalb, 
Mr.  W.  Bankss,  the  Marquess  of  Chanix>8,  Mr.  Pau 
HAV,  Bfr.  PyacHB  Pauisr,  and  Sir  E.  KxianaoH,  ftom 
loany  PlanWjo  ftir  AltaiatiQiia  in  the  Sale  o^  B«er  Aet.-~ 
By  Sir  Jonv  Tvaaix,  firom  the  Innkeepers  of  the  County 
of  Essex,  complaining  of  the  Inequality  of  Taxation. — 
By  Mr.  SiiANST,  aod  Mr.  Nbwton  PBLLOwaa,  ftom 
two  Plaeei,  >  jgaiwf  TitlMS.-»By  UT*9TWf»Ltfio,  ttom 
Hebden  Bri<lge»  in  favour  of  the  Factories*  Regulation 
Bill. — By  Colonel  liiiTR  Hay*  and  Mr.  M'Lbod,  ftom 
Kintoie  and  Naini,*-lbr  an  AHemtiatt  in  the  Royal 
Buigb  (^ootiaad)  B}]].<*^y  Mr,  D.  aA«KaM«  and  Sir  R« 
Simeon,  fhnn  Wakefield  and  the  Isle  of  Wight,— for 
Relief  from  Taxatlon.~By  Mr.  W.  Roen,  ftom  Separ- 
atists of  Limeilekt  and  Ennis,  to  substitute  a  Solemn 
AffinnaUon  fbr  an  Oa^^^'By  Mr.  H.  Hamdut,  ftrom 
Peterborough,  against  Altering  the  Winchester  to  the  Im* 
perial  Measure. 

LiNDiKO  Newspapers— 'Richard 
Cablile.]  Mr,  Boehuok  presented  a 
Petition  from  a  boy  seventeen  years  old 
who  had  been  confined  for  selling  un* 
stamped  papers.  The  petitioner  acknow- 
ledged that  he  had  broken  the  law,  but 
asserted  that  thisre  were  daily  violations 
of  the  law  wHh  reference  to  the  Stamp 
Duties,  committed  by  pnblioans  and  others 
with  the  most  perfect  impnnity,  though 
the  latter  offences  were  such  as  did  much 
greater  harm  to  the  revenue  than  what  he 
had  done.  The  petitioner  alluded  to  the 
29th  George  3rd,  by  which  any  person 
lending  a  newspaper  is  liable  to  the  penalty 
of  6L  for  eaeh  offence,  yet  violations  of 
this  law  were  daily  and  hourly  committed 
with  perfect  impunity.  The  hon.  Member 
had  also  to  present  a  Petition  from  one 
who  seemed  to  have  the  mark  of  Cain 
upon  him,  so  universally  was  this  man 
avoided,  though  suffering  under  the  perse- 
cution of  tyrannical  fanaticism.  The 
present  petition  was  from  Richard  Carlile, 
praying  to  be  released  from  imprisonment. 
The  petitioner  had  entreated  almost  every 
Member  to  present  it,  including  his  own 
Representatives,  but  he  had  almost  uni- 
versally met  with  a  flat  refusal,  though 
there  appeared  to  be  nothing  offensive  in 
it.  He  (Mr.  Roebuck)  hoi^ever,  con- 
sidered it  his  duty  to  present  the  petition 
of  anv  forlorn  or  persecuted  individual. 
And  though  he  might  differ  in  many  points 
in  opinion  with  the  present  petitioner,  yet 
he  hoped  his  prayer  would  receive  due 
attention.  The  petitioner  stated,  that  he 
waa  now  in  the  third  year  of  an  imprison- 
ment, to  which  he  had  been  sentenced  for 
certain  paragraphs  with  reference  to  the 
miserably  country  people,  at  the  period 


when  fires  were  very  rife  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts, and  which  were  unjustly  alleged  to 
have  been  intended  as  incitations.  to  in- 
cendiarism. For  this  he  had  been  sen- 
tenced to  two  years'  imprisonment  (already 
expired,  though  he  was  still  kept  confined) 
to  pay  a  fine  of  500/.  and  to  find  securities 
for  1 ,000/.  more.  This  certainly  seemed 
a  heavy  punishment  for  a  few  unguarded 
expressions,  as  the  writer  dedared  them 
to  be.  The  petitioner  detailed  various 
former  persecutions  suffered  by  him  and 
his  family.  The  petitioner  had  been  most 
harshly  treated  by  the  present  Recorder 
of  London — than  whom  he  really  never 
knew  or  heard  of  a  more  captious,  and 
less  careful,  calm,  and  c6nsiderate  Judge, 
nor  one  more  wholly  unworthy,  and  in- 
capable of  performing  the  great  duties  of 
the  office  he  now  held ;  and  he  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck) hoped  that  the  day  would  shortly 
arrive  when  such  a  Judge  would  no  longer 
encumber  the  Bench..  This  Judge,  when 
asked  by  the  Jury  to  explain  the  law, 
refused  to  do  to.  The  Jury  retired,  and 
returned  again,  and  wished  to  know 
whether  the  work  of  which  they  were  to 
Judge  was  libellous  in  the  eyes  of  the  lawt 
— a  very  proper  question  for  men  to  put  who 
did  not  understand  the  law,  and  a  question 
that  it  wa^  peculiarly  the  duty  and  pro- 
vince of  a  Judge  to  answer  and  explain. 
But  what  did  the  Recorder  say  ?  Instead 
of  telling  them  that,  by  Mr.  Fox*8  Act,  it 
was  wholly  their  province  to  determine 
whether  it  was  a  libel  or  not,  he  shortly 
said,  "  I  have  already  told  you  my  opinion 
whether  it  is  libellous  or  not,  and  all  you 
have  to  do  is  to  find  a  verdict  upon  the 
whole  case."  Thus,  the  J6ry  were  not 
supplied  with  that  information  which  they 
required ;  and  he  must  say,  that  the  iEle- 
eorder  was  more  culpable  than  the  peti- 
tioner. The  petitioner  proceeded  to  state 
that  he  was  now  in  the  third  year  of  his 
imprisonment,  having  been  sentenced  to 
two  years  only,  but  was  detained,  because 
he  was  unable  to  pay  a  finaand  find  sure- 
ties ;  and,  if  the  Government  refused  to 
release  him  on  other  terms,  it  would'  be 
tantamount  to  a  sentence  of  imprisonment 
for  life.  For  himself  he  would  say,  that 
certainly,  if  he  were  in  the  prisoner'^  situa- 
tion, and  was  in  the  habit  of  writing 
daily  upon  popular  questions  he  would  not 
find  sureties.  He  asked  whether  it  was 
possible  that  a  Government  acting  upon 
such  principles  could  ever  hope  to  have 
the  confidence  of  the  people  ? 
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country  expected  to  give  up  the  testimony 
of  their  own  judgmentB  and  feelings.    He 
never  had  known  such  documents  fairly 
used,  and  he  (Mr.  Attwood)  would  under- 
take out  of  such  materials  to  prove  any 
proposition  whatever.     In   illustration  of 
bis  argument  he  would  refer  to  the  case 
of  an  hon.  friend  of  his  who  had  on  one 
occasion  quoted  the  number  of  persons 
who  had  taken  out  wine  licences  as  a 
proof  of  prosperity ;    but  at  the  very  time 
there  was  lying  on  the  Table   a  return 
showing  that  the  quantity  of  wine  sold 
had  decreased.     What  was  this,  then,  but 
a  proof  of  decay,  of  the  slackness  of  busi- 
ness, which  drove  the  decaying  dealers  to 
struggle  against  each  other  P  Such  modes 
of  demonstrating  the  prosperity  of  the 
people,  however    satisfactory  to    former 
Houses  of  Commons,  had  excited  the  dis- 
content and  the  indignation  of  the  people. 
They  had  first  forfeited  for  the  Parliament 
the  confidence  of  the  nation,  and,  compel- 
ling the  House  of  Commons  to  withdraw  its 
confidence  from  the  administration,  had 
precipitated  its  fall.    If  that  line  of  argu- 
.  ment  were  again  adopted,  it  would  lead 
to  a  corresponding  result ;  but  he  hoped 
better   things  of  the  present  House  of 
Commons.    Tlie  noble  Lord  had  admitted, 
in  the  course  of  his  financial  statement  on 
the  19th,  that  the  country  was  labouring 
under  great  distress ;  and,  when  he  joined 
to  that  admission,  the  description  of  the 
course  which  Parliament  ought  to  pursue 
under  such  circumstances,  he  owned  he  had 
better  hopes  than  formerly  that  his  propo- 
sition for  inquiry  would  not  be  rejected. 
•  The  noble  Lord,  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's 
Government,  in  language  too  forcible  ever 
to  be  forgotten,  said,  that "  if  during  a  state 
of  peace  there  existed  distress,  if  thecoun^ 
try  was  not  in  a  state  of  decent  prosperity, 
Parliament  had  one  paramount  duty  to 
perform,  and  that  was,  to  institute  an 
examination,  of  the  most  searching  and 
extensive  nature,   and  to   probe  to  the 
bottom  the  whole  of  those  causes  which, 
in  a  period  of  profound  peace,  permitted 
the  country  to  remain  in  a  state  of  dis- 
tress.'* Tiiese  were  the  words  of  the  noble 
Earl,  and  he  now  claimed  the  performance 
of  the  pledge  they  implied.  On  the  financial 
statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
.  Althorp),  only  a  day  or  two  ago,  he  (Mr. 
Attwood)  was  willing  to  rest  his  demand 
.  for  an  inquiry.     The  noble  Lord  thought 
if   he   introduced    his  Budget  it  might 
possibly  prevent  this  Motion.     He  asked 


the  House,  whether  they  saw  any  gromids 
in  the  financial  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  for  withdrawing  the  present  Motion, 
at  a  time  when  it  appeared  that  taxes 
were  no  longer  paid  out  of  profits  but  out 
of  capital  ?  The  noble  Lord  also  desired, 
that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
London  (Sir  John  Key)  on  the  Assessed*- 
taxes  should  be  postponed  till  after  the 
Budget,  doubtless  in  the  hope  that  the 
shopkeepers  of  the  metropolis  should  be 
satisfied  with  his  proposition  of  Friday 
night.  But  a  few  months  back  a  body  oif 
tradesmen  waited  upon  the  noble  u>rd 
opposite  to  demand  relief  from  the 
pressure  of  the  Assessed -taxes.  He  told 
them  to  wait  till  after  he  had  opened 
his  Budget,  as  no  doubt  they  would  find 
some  relief  from  that  source*  What  relief 
had  the  Budget  given  them  ?  The  re- 
presentation made  by  the  tradesmen  to 
tJie  noble  Lord  was^  that  they  could  not 
go  on  paying  the  present  taxes  without 
bankruptcy  as  the  consequence.  The 
noble  Lord's  answer  in  his  Budget  speech 
was,  that  if  he  took  off  any  of  the  taxes, 
the  Exchequer  would  not  be  in  a  better 
condition,  nor  far  removed  from  a  state  of 
ban  kruptcy.  Taking  the  fact  to  be,  on  the 
one  hand,  as  the  noble  Lord  stated  it,  and. 
on  the  other  hand»  as  the  trading  deputa- 
tion represented  to  be  their  condition,  was 
there  not,  he  asked,  abundant  reason  for 
instituting  an  inquiry  into  so  strange  and 
alarming  a  state  of  things  after  eighteen 
years  of  profound  peace  ?  The  noble 
Lord  had  told  them,  that,  with  a  revenue 
of  50,000,000/.  a-year,  he  could  not  com- 
mand a  surplus  of  more  than  500,000/. 
Now,  he  called  upon  the  House,  aa  the 
guardians  of  the  public  faith,  to  say, 
whether  a  miserable  surplus  of  500,000l. 
afforded  a  reasonable  security  for  the  due 
maintenance  of  the  public  faith?  He 
would  ask  the  hon.  member  for  Essex, 
he  would  ask  all  those  who  were  such 
staunch  advocates  for  preserving  the 
national  faith,  whether  that  could.be 
accomplished  by  a  surplus  of  500,000/.? 
What  a  multitude  of  causes  might  there 
not  happen  to  produce  a  fall  in  the 
revenue  ?  A  failure  in  the  next  harvest, 
occurrences  abroad  impeding  trade,  miglit 
cause  the  falling-ofTto  the  amount  of  seve- 
ral millions.  Then,  what  resource  had  the 
noble  Lord  to  pay  the  interest  of  the  public 
debt  ?  Would  he  borrow  from  the  Bank? 
Would  he  adopt  any  of  those  modern  ex- 
pedients which  were  always  followed  by 
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been  led  astray  by  erroneons  suppo- 
sitions and  unfounded  assumptions.  He 
confessed,  however,  that  it  was  with  better 
hope  for  the  country,  and  with  greater 
confidence  in  the  present  House,  that  he 
now  came  forward  to  propose  the  Motion 
with  which  he  should  have  the  honour  to 
conclude,  than  he  had  ever  before  felt 
when  submitting  a  similar  Motion  to 
former  Houses  of  Commons.  He  recog- 
nised in  the  present  House  of  Commons  a 
body  of  men  more  disposed  to  act  each 
upon  his  own  individual  judgment  than  he 
had  found  in  any  former  Parliament.  In 
previous -Houses  of  Commons  a  disposition 
had  prevailed  on  the  part  of  the  majority 
to  surrender  their  vote  to  the  interests  of 
the  party  to  which  the  Ministers  happened 
to  belong,  and  with  their  vote  they  sur- 
rendered their  judgment  also  to  the  leaders 
of  party.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  dis- 
cuss the  advantage  or  disadvantage  of 
political  combinations.  Whether  the  com- 
binations of  party  were  for  good  or  for  evil 
he  recognised  in  that  House,  as  at  present 
constituted,  a  disposition  to  disregard  the 
obligations  of  party,  to  act  upon  the  con- 
viction of  individual  judgment,  and  not  to 
surrender  for  the  advantage  of  a  few  that 
great  trust  which  was  given  for  the  general 
interests  of  the  country.  The  great  leaders 
of  parties  in  that  House,  those  who  either 
were  at  the  moment  or  had  been  in  power, 
were  always  averse  to  have  the  calamities 
of  the  country  imputed  to  legislation.  The 
leaders  of  both  parties  in  that  House,  in 
an  ^evtl  hour  for  the  country,  had,  with 
great  precipitance,  and  with  greater  error 
committed  their  judglnent  to  •  a  monetary 
system  of  a  character  most  defective  and 
disastrous^  and  which,  instead  of  aiding 
the  movements  of  industty,  clogged  and 
impeded  the  whole  machine,  and  had 
enormously  increased  all  the  burthens  of 
the  country.  They  had  united  for  the 
purpose  of  opposing  inquiry,  and  they 
might,  and  it  was  probable  they  would  so 
unite  again  ;  but  he  hoped  they  would  not 
be  followed  by  the  rest  of  the  House, 
whose  characters  were  not  pledged  to  a 
particular  measure,  and  whose  iudgment 
was  not  biased  by  a  pledge  unthinkingly 
given.  All  that  he  sought  was  inquiry, 
and  he  knew  of  no  heavier  error  than  that 
which  had  induced  the  leading  men  of  that 
House  to  refuse  the  call  of  the  country  to 
mquire  into  the  calamitous  consequences 
of  their  own  policy.  With  these  prefatory 
remarks  he  would  proceed  to  detail  to  the 
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House  the  real  condition  of  the  country, 
and  what  he  was  prepared  to  prove  before 
a  Committee,  should  one  be  granted  to 
him.  Before  he  did  so^  however,  he  would 
briefly  advert  to  some  of  the  grounds  upon 
which  his  Motion  for  inquiry  had  formerly 
been  met.  Few  things  were  more  difficult 
than  to  obtain  a  hearing  for  the  complaints 
of  the  people  within  those  walls.  Upon  no 
subject  did  the  House  ever  listen  with 
more  reluctance.  The  Ministers  were 
averse  from  hearing  of  calamities.  There 
was  no  unequivocal  state  of  distress  which 
the  country  had  suffered  for  many  years 
past,  the  existence  of  which  accordingly 
had  not  been  denied.  There  were  always 
some  individual  Members  ready  to  con- 
front by  their  individual  knowledge  the 
general  knowledge  upon  the  subject  of 
distress.  There  was  never  wanting  upon 
such  an  occasion  some  person  who  had 
letters  in  his  pocket  from  particular  dis- 
tricts where  all  things  were  proceeding, 
if  not  with  comfort  and  prosperity,  at 
least  with  all  the  appearances  of  amend- 
ment and  all  the  promise  of  certain  re- 
covery from  tern  porary  depression .  The  hon . 
member  for  Essex  (IVfr.  Baring)  was  rarely 
wanting  with  the  aid  of  his  opinion  and 
testimony  upon  such  occasions.  He  was 
not  a  merchant,  he  would  tell  the  House, 
but  then  he  happened  to  have  the  good 
fortune  to  know  those  who  wtfre  merchants, 
and  he  was  informed  that  things  were 
going  on  prosperously  in  this  place,  and 
in  that ;  trade  was  becoming  brisk  again  ; 
and,  probably,  as  soon  as  the  question  of 
the  Bank  Charter  should  be  finally  dis- 
posed of,  all  would  go  on  as  well  as  ever 
it  had  done.  And  so  in  that  strain  the 
hon.  member  for  Essex  would  go  on, 
thinking,  as  he  had  so  much  reason  to  be 
satisfied  with  his  own  condition,  that 
there  could  not  be  so  much  distress  in 
the  country  as  had  been  described.  Then 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  there 
never  was  wanting  upon  such  occasions 
some  one  connected  with  the  administra- 
tion to  rise  and  refer  to  -  the  last  Returns 
of  the  Excise  or  the  Customs,  proving  an 
increased  consumption  of  the  article  of 
starch,  or  bricks,  or  tiles,  or  some  other 
article  equally  important,  to  establish  the 
gratifying  fact  of  increased  means  on  the 
part  of  the  people,  and  returning  pros- 
perity. And  to  evidence  of  that  descrip- 
tion, to  documents  backed  by  the  respect- 
able authority  of  some  Surveyor  General 
of  the  Customs  were  the  people  of  this 
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Goantry  expected  to  give  up  the  testimony 
of  their  own  judgments  and  feelings.    He 
never  had  known  such  documents  fairly 
used,  and  he  (Mr.  Attwood)  would  under- 
take out  of  such  materials  to  prove  any 
Jroposition  whatever.     In   illustration  of 
is  argument  he  would  refer  to  the  case 
of  an  hon.  friend  of  his  who  had  on  one 
occasion  quoted  the  number  of  persons 
who  had  taken  out  wine  licences  as  a 
proof  of  prosperity ;    but  at  the  very  time 
there  was  lymg  on  the  Table  a  return 
showing  that  the  quantity  of  wine  sold 
had  decreased.     What  was  this,  then,  but 
a  proof  of  decay,  of  the  slackness  of  busi- 
ness, which  drove  the  decaying  dealers  to 
struggle  against  each  other  ?  Such  modes 
of  demonstrating  the  prosperity  of  the 
people,  however    satisfactory  to    former 
Houses  of  Commons,  had  excited  the  dis- 
content and  the  indignation  of  the  people. 
They  had  first  forfeited  for  the  Parliament 
the  confidence  of  the  nation,  and,  compel- 
ling the  House  of  Commons  to  withdraw  its 
confidence  from  the  administration,  had 
precipitated  its  falL    If  that  line  of  argu- 
.  ment  were  again  adopted,  it  would  lead 
to  a  corresponding  result ;  but  he  hoped 
better   things  of  the  present  House  of 
Commons.    The  noble  Lord  had  admitted, 
in  the  course  of  his  financial  statement  on 
the  19th,  that  the  country  was  labouring 
under  great  distress ;  and,  when  he  joined 
to  that  admission,  the  description  of  the 
course  which  Parliament  ought  to  pursue 
under  such  circumstances, he  owned  he  had 
better  hopes  than  formerly  that  his  propo- 
sition for  inquiry  would  not  be  rejected. 
•  The  noble  Lord,  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's 
Government,  in  language  too  forcible  ever 
to  be  forgotten,  said,  that "  if  during  a  state 
of  peace  there  existed  distress,  if  the  coun- 
try was  not  in  a  state  of  decent  prosperity. 
Parliament  had  one  paramount  duty  to 
perform,  and  that  was,  to  institute  an 
examination,  of  the  most  searching  and 
extensive  nature,   and  to   probe  to  the 
bottom  the  whole  of  those  causes  which, 
in  a  period  of  profound  peace,  permitted 
the  country  to  remain  in  a  state  of  dis- 
tress," These  were  the  words  of  the  noble 
Earl,  and  he  now  claimed  the  performance 
of  the  pledge  they  implied.  On  the  financial 
statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord  (Ix)rd 
.  Althorp),  only  a  day  or  two  ago,  he  (Mr. 
Attwood)  was  willing  to  rest  his  demand 
.  for  an  inquiry.     The  noble  Lord  thought 
if   he   introduced    his   Budget  it   might 
possibly  prevent  this  Motion.     He  asked 


the  House,  whether  they  saw  any  gromids 
in  the  financial  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  for  withdrawing  the  present  Motion, 
at  a  time  when  it  appeared  that  taxes 
were  no  longer  paid  out  of  profits  but  out 
of  capital  ?    The  noble  Lord  also  desired, 
that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
London  (Sir  John  Key)  on  the  Assesaed- 
taxes  should  be  postponed  till  after  the 
Budget,  doubtless  in  the  hope  that  the 
shopkeepers  of  the  metropolis  should  be 
satisfied  with  his  proposition  of  Friday 
night.    But  a  few  months  back  a  body  of 
tradesmen  waited  upon  the  noble  Lord 
opposite    to    demand    relief    from    the 
pressure  of  the  Assessed 'taxes.    He  told 
them  to  wait  till    after  he  had  opened 
his  Budget,  as  no  doubt  they  would  find 
some  relief  from  that  source.  What  relief 
had  the  Budget  given  them  ?    The  re- 
presentation made  by  the  tradesmen  to 
the  noble  Lord  was*  that  they  could  not 
go  on  paying  the  present  taxes  without 
bankruptcy  as  the   consequence.      The 
noble  Lord's  answer  in  his  Budget  speech 
was,  that  if  he  took  off  any  of  the  taxes, 
the  Exchequer  would  not  be  in  a  better 
condition,  nor  far  removed  from  a  state  of 
bankruptcy.    Taking  the  fact  to  be,  on  the 
one  hand,  as  the  noble  Lord  stated  it,  and, 
on  the  other  hand»  as  the  trading  deputa- 
tion represented  to  be  their  condition,  was 
there  not,  he  asked,  abundant  reason  for 
instituting  an  inquiry  into  so  strange  and 
alarming  a  state  of  things  after  eighteen 
years  of  profound  peace  ?     The  noble 
I/>r(l  had  told  them,  that,  with  a  revenue 
of  50,000,000/.  a-year,  he  could  not  com- 
mand a  surplus  of  more  than  500,000/. 
Now,  he  called  upon  the  House,  aa  tbe 
guardians  of  tbe  public  faith,    to  saj, 
whether  a  miserable  surplus  of  500,0001. 
afforded  a  reasonable  security  for  the  due 
maintenance  of  the  public  faith?      He 
would  ask  the  hon.  member  for  Essex, 
he  would  ask  all   those  who  were  such 
staunch    advocates    for    preserving    tbe 
national    faith,   whether   that    could  be 
accomplished  by  a  surplus  of  500»000/.  ? 
What  a  multitude  of  causes  might  there 
not    happen    to    produce  a  fall  ia  the 
revenue  ?    A  failure  in  the  next  harvest, 
occurrences  abroad  impeding  trade,  miglit 
cause  the  falling-ofFtothe  amount  of  seve- 
ral millions.  Then,  what  resource  had  the 
noble  Lord  to  pay  the  interest  of  the  public 
debt  ?     Would  he  borrow  from  the  Bank? 
Would  he  adopt  any  of  those  modem  ex- 
pedients which  were  always  followed  bj 
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convulsion  and  calamity  7  He  would  take 
the  noble  Lord  from  the  prospect  of 
an  indigent  people  and  a  decaying 
Exchequer,  to  one  of  a  very  different 
character.  The  noble  Lord  had  repre- 
sented to  the  House,  that  the  people  of 
this  country  paid  fifty  millions  of  taxes 
with  great  difficulty,  with  increasing  pau- 
perism, increasing"  crime,  and  decaying 
prosperity.  He  begged  the  noble  Lord 
to  turn  bis  eyes  back  to  that  period  when 
the  people  of  this  country  paid  nearly 
eighty  millions  of  taxes  without  difficulty, 
with  increasing  wealth,  and  decreasing  pau- 
perism. In  1815,  according  to  the  state- 
ment of  a  right  reverend  Prelate,  who 
published  a  book  on  the  subject  in  1819, 
the  amount  paid  for  pauperism  was  equi* 
valent  to  1,300,000  quarters  of  wheat. 
At  present,  according  to  Ae  noble  Lord 
opposite,  it  was  equivalent  to  3,000,000 
quarters  of  wheat.  But  let  the  House  go 
back  to  the  period  when  78,000,000/.  of 
taxes  were  paid  annuallr.  Were  the 
people  in  a  state  of  suffering?  Did  they 
feel  that  difficulty  in  supporting  the 
burthen  which  the  noble  Lord  had  re- 
presented them  to  feel  now?  How  did 
the  war  end  ?  Was  it  because  the  people 
were  unable  to  support  the  weight  of 
taxation  ?  Were  the  resources  of  the 
country  exhausted,  or  the  patience  of  the 
people  fatigued  ?  No !  The  war  ended 
with  the  attainment  of  every  object  for 
which  it  had  been  undertaken ;  it  was 
not  brought  to  a  close  because  of  the  dis« 
content  and  poverty  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  but  because  there  was  no  longer 
an  enemy  to  contend  with.  Still,  when 
he  showed  the  same  people  who,  in  1815, 
paid  without  difficulty  78,000,000/.  a-year 
now  broken  down  under  the  weight  of  only 
50,000,000/.,  he  only  slated  half  the  ques- 
tion. In  order  to  ascertain  the  extent 
of  a  weight  it  was  necessary  to  measure 
the  strength  which  had  to  support  it. 
The  state  of  the  population,  and  the  state 
of  the  finances  ought  to  be  placed  beside 
each  other.  In  the  year  1815  the  amount 
of  taxation  was  78,240,000/.  In  1814  it 
was  77,300,000/. ;  he  meant  taxes  abso- 
lutely levied  on  the  people,  and  exclusive 
of  the  cost  of  collection.  In  1813  it  was 
73,400,000/.  Let  them  place  beside  these 
sums  the  population  of  the  country  as  an 
index  to  its  resources.  The  population  of 
the  country,  as  appeared  by  Parliamentary 
Returns,  was,  in  1815,  18,700,000.  At 
present  it  amounted  to  24,000,000.   Thus 


18,700,000  persons  had  paid  without  diffi- 
culty 78,000,000/.  of  taxes  whilst  the 
greater  number  of  24,000,000  broke  down 
under  the  weight  of  50,000,000/.  Here 
he  might  rest,  and  appeal  to  the  House 
to  grant  the  inquiry  he  demanded.  If  a 
merchant  or  a  professional  man  were  to  see 
such  evidence  of  declining  prosperity  in 
his  affairs,  would  he  not  be  deemed  insane 
not  to  institute  a  rigid  and  extensive  in« 
quiry,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  cause,  whe- 
ther he  hoped  to  be  able  to  remove  it  or 
not  ?  He  knew  that  it  was  the  doctrine  of 
a  certain  school  of  philosophers  that  an 
increasing  population  was  not  only  the 
sign  of  prosperity,  but  was  itself  pros- 
perity. He  did  not  mean  to  enter  into 
the  abstract  question.  It  had  been  the 
bane  of  the  country  that  its  legislation 
had  followed  these  abstract  doctrines  of 
the  philosophers  with  too  much  sub- 
serviency, making  the  great  interests  of 
the  country  depend  upon  the  contingency 
of  the  philosophers  being  right  or  wrong 
in  their  theory.  It  was,  however,  no 
mark  of  a  discreet  philosophy  to  insist 
upon  the  acceptance  of  its  doctrines. 
The  habits  engendered  in  prosperity  were 
not  easily  to  be  shaken  off  in  adversity, 
and  he  feared  that  it  would  ba  long  ere 
philosophy  accomplished  the  difficult 
task  of  teaching  the  strongest  passions 
of  human  nature  the  power  of  bridUng 
themselves  so  as  to  check  imprudent 
marriages  ;  and,  through  the  meaium  of 
moral  restraint,  limit  the  population  of  a 
country  within  the  means  of  subsistence. 
He  had  stated  the  amount  of  taxation  in 
1815 — let  the  House  next  turn  to  the 
amount  which  had  been  reduced.  The 
amount  of  taxation  taken  off  altogether 
since  the  termination  of  the  war  up  to 
1834,  was  38,000,000/.  ;  but  other 
burthens  had  been  imposed  which  must 
be  deducted  from  that  sum.  Taking  that 
into  consideration,  however,  34,500,000/. 
had  been  actually  taken  off  the  shoulders 
of  the  people  since  the  peace ;  leaving 
43,700,000/.  to  makeup  the  78,200,000/. 
which  was  the  amount  in  1815.  But,  in 
correspondence  with  the  expectations  of 
the  different  Finance  Ministers  who  had  re- 
duced taxes,  the  revenue  had  not  lost  equal 
to  the  amount  of  the  whole  tax  taken  off,  by 
reason  of  the  increased  consumption  of  the 
article.  The  principle  was  in  itself  correct, 
and  it  had  been  pretty  strictly  adhered 
to.  Since  the  peace  the  taxes  had  beei| 
diminished  by  more  than  30,000,000/., 
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price  would  cause  great  injustice,  and  was  I 
uncalled  for  and  unnecessary.     He  was 
contented  to  rest  his  case  upon  that  fact ; 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  honour  him  with 
his  candid  attention,  he  would  engage  to 
establish  to  his  satisfaction,  that  rents  had 
not  fallen  in  proportion  to  the  fall  that  had 
taken  place  in  the  value  of  agricultural 
produce.    He  was  aware  that  at  former 
periods,  and  on  former  occasions,  when 
the  manufacturers  were   suffering  under 
peculiar  distress,  they  and  others  called 
for  what  he  regarded  as  one  species  of 
confiscation  of  the  property  of  the  landed 
interest — namely,  a  repeal  of  the  Corn- 
laws.    He  alluded  however,  now  to  another 
species  of  confiscation  of  landed  property 
which  was  in  actual  operation.    It  this 
inquiry    should   be   granted,   he    would 
engage  to  prove  that  a  confiscation  of  the 
property  of  the  landed  interest  was  neces- 
sarily consequent  upon  the  fall  of  prices 
produced  by  the  change  in  our  monetary 
system,  that  that  change  was   not  yet 
complete,  that  it  was  every  hour  in  opera- 
tion, that  it  was  progressively  confiscating 
the  property  throughout  the  country,  that 
the  House  might,  if  it  wished,  rescue  the 
people  from  ruin  by  giving  a  relaxation  of 
the  monetary  system,  to  what  extent  he 
would  not  say,  so  as  to  afford  an  increase 
of  means  to  the  farmer  to  meet  his  engage- 
ments, and  that  nothing  but  a  total  dis- 
regard of  national   faith   and  of  sound 
national   policy  would   induce   them  to 
refuse  it.    What  was  the  present  state  of 
the  agricultural  interest  ?    He  would  just 
refer  them  to  the  report  recently  laid  before 
the  House  from  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the 
Poor-laws   for   some  pregnant  evidence 
upon  that  point.    Those  Commissioners 
had  in  the  first  instance  distributed  a  cir- 
cular of  questions  to  the  different  overseers 
and  churchwardens  throughout  thecountry. 
One  of  those  questions  was,  "Has  agri- 
cultural capital  increased  or  diminished 
in  your  neighbourhood?"     Upwards  of 
2,000  answers  had  been  obtained  from 
eighteen  counties.    From  the  county  of 
Cornwall  there   were    seventeen  returns 
stating  that  agricultural  capital  had  in- 
creased, four  that  it  had  diminished,  and 
five  that  it  had  continued  stationary ;  and, 
in  the  instances  where  it  ^as  mentioned 
as  having  increased,  it  was  noticed  that 
there  bad  been  either  one  or  two  good 
harvests.    With  the  exception,  however, 
of  the  couDty  of  Cornwall,  and  of  ^  county 


in  Wales  from  which  there  had  been  only 
two  returns*- with  those  two  exceptions, 
the  uniform  answer  from  the  whole  of  the 
other  sixteen  counties  was,  that  agricultural 
capital  had  diminished,  and  in  no  county 
had  it  diminished  more  fearfully  than  in 
the  county  of  Essex.    The  fact  was,  that 
the  alteration  which  had  been  made  in  the 
value  of  money,  had  not  as  yet  produced 
its  adjustment,  though  they  were  told  that 
it  hau  as  to  the  prices  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce.    It  was  at  that  moment  in  progress, 
and  the  only  way  of  arresting  the  further 
confiscation  of  the  property  of  the  landed 
interest,  consisted  in  relaxing  the  present 
monetary  system.  If  they  did  not  do  that, 
the  infliction  of  our  present   monetary 
system  would  be  productive  of  a  confisca- 
tion and  plunder  unequalled  in  its  extent 
by  any  recorded   in  the   history  of  the 
civilized  world.     It  would  not  be  denied 
that  the  agricultural  interest  was  at  present 
involved  m  the  deepest  distress.    Was  it 
flio  before  the  passing  of  the  Bill  to  which 
the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  was  attachecl?    Did  they 
before  that  Bill  passed,  hear  of  the  strides 
of  pauperism  throughout  the  agricultural 
districts  of  this  country  ?    Was  there  any 
talk  at  that  period  of  the  distress  of  the 
landlords,  of  the  destruction  of  agricultural 
capita],  of  the  ruin  of  the  farmers,  and  of 
the  dangers  that  threatened  the  security 
of  all  landed  property  ?     By  the  present 
system,   honest   expectations  were  frus- 
trated, industry  was  checked,  capital  was 
rendered    unproductive,   and  a    general 
scene  of  misery  was  exhibited  throughout 
the  country.    The  cattle  of  the  farmer 
were    disappearing  from   the   fields,  the 
manure  was  no  longer  spread  upon  the 
land,  and  the  meadows  were  no  longer 
fruitful,  even  in  the  most  fertile  districts 
of  the  country.     In  short  every  branch  of 
industry  was  profitless   or  unsuccessful. 
Pauperism  haa  increased  to  a  deplorable 
extent ;  and,  while  the  farmer  was  mined, 
the  labourer  was  rendered  slavish,  for  he  no 
longer  enjoyed  his  former  independence  of 
character.  It  might  be  said  that  theblameof 
this  rested  with  the  poor  laws  and  the  parish 
officers  in  the  distribution  of  the  Poor-rates. 
He  invited  the  House  to  inquire  into  the 
real  causes  that  had  produced  such  dis* 
tress.    The  Poor-laws  had  existed  in  this 
country  for  upwards  oftwo  centuries  before 
any  one  had  attributed  to  them  a  tendency 
to  destroy  the  agricultural  labourers,  or  to 
lessen  the  security  of  landed  property* 
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They  had  been  established  for  150  years 
before  the  revenue  coUected  under  them 
amounted  to  600,000/.;  and  he  now  called 
upon  the  House  to  institute  an  inquiry 
which  would  set  at  rest  the  question, 
whether  now  for  the  6rst  time  we  found 
that  those  laws,  for  giving  the  poor  man 
a  right  to  subsistence,  tended  to  destroy 
the  independence  of  the  labourers,  and  the 
security  of  the  landed  interest.  There 
were  no  Poor-laws  in  Ireland,  and  yet,  he 
would  ask,  was  the  agricultural  interest 
better  off  in  that  country  than  it  was  in 
this  ?  They  certainly  applied  a  different 
remedy  to  the  drstress  in  Ireland,  for  they 
had  been  six  weeks  engaged  in  discussing 
a  bill  for  putting  down  disturbances  that 
were  wholly  caused  by  distress.  But,  he 
would  ask,  could  no  means  be  devised 
«f  remedying  the  evils  of  that  country  with- 
ou  t  the  introduction  of  Martial-law  ?  A 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  had 
been  appointed  last  year  to  examine  into 
the  state  of  the  disturbed  counties  in  Ire- 
land, into  the  immediate  causes  which 
had  produced  the  same,  and  into  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  laws  for  the  suppression  of 
outrages  against  the  public  peace.  The 
approaching  close  of  the  Session  prevented 
the  Committee  from  preparing  a  detailed 
report ;  but  they  referred  to  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee  as  illustrative 
of  the  causes  of  the  disturbances.  If  the 
cause  might  be  judged  of  by  that  evidence, 
it  did  not  appear  that  the  illegal  combina- 
tions of  Whitefeet  were  their  original 
cause ;  nor  was  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin  the  cause.  Through- 
out the  whole  folio  volume  of  evidence, 
the<iame  of  that  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  never  mentioned  in  connexion 
with  the  disturbances  in  Ireland,  lie  was 
indeed  satisfied,  that  if  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  all  who  took  an 
active  part  in  Irish  affairs  were  banished 
to-morrow,  nothing  would  be  done  towards 
the  re-establishment  of  tranquillity  in 
Ireland.  The  kind  of  divided  empire 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Dublin  held  with  the  King  in  Ireland,  was 
not  the  cause,  but  the  consequence  of  the 
disturbed  state  of  that  country.  The 
cause  was,  the  extreme  poverty  and  trtter 
destitution  of  the  Irish  people ;  the  high 
rents,  the  low  wages,  the  absence  of  em- 
ployment in  consequence  of  the  farmers 
not  having  the  means  to  pay  the  labourers. 
What  was  the  nature  of   the    evidence 
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the  chief  Magistrate  of  Police  for  the 
Colliery  District,  in  the  Queen's  County  ? 
To  various  questions  put  to  that  Gentle- 
man, the  substance  of  his  answers  was, 
"  that  the  principal  cause  of  the  disturb- 
ances related  to  ground ;  to  clearing  the 
grounds,  and  turning  the  tenants  off;  to 
high  rents  and  low  wages,  and  dear  con- 
acres."  In  another  part  of  Mr.  Singleton's 
evidence,  he  described  the  disturbances  as 
principally  attributable  to  "  oppression, 
high  rent,  low  wages,  and  contracts  being 
broken."  When  Mr.  Nicholas  O'Connor, 
a  Roman  Catholic  priest,  whose  evidence 
was  also  published  in  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  last  Session,  was  asked  what 
were  the  principal  objects  which  the 
Whitefeet  had  in  their  outrages,  his  answer 
was, ''  to  keep  themselves  upon  their  lands. 
I  have  often  heard  their  conversations 
when  they  say,  '  What  good  did  the 
Emancipation  do  us?  Are  we  better 
clothed  or  fed,  or  our  children  better 
clothed  and  fed  ?  Are  we  not  as  naked  as 
we  were,  and  eating  dry  potatoes  when  we 
can  get  them'?''  What  he  (Mr.  Attwood) 
wished  the  Committee  to  inquire  into  with 
him  was,  whether  there  were  not  means  of 
giving  clothes  and  food  to  these  poor  per- 
sons ?  A  great  deal  had  been  said  of  the 
danger  which  was  produced  in  Ireland  by 
the  efforts  of  the  agitators ;  he  was  per- 
suaded that  much  greater  danger  would 
arise  from  that  House  shutting  its  eyes  to 
the  misery  of  the  Irish  people.  In  a  sub- 
sequent part  of  his  evidence,  speaking  of 
the  feeling  which  their  great  distress  pro- 
duced in  the  minds  of  the  poorer  classes  in 
Ireland,  Mr.  O'Connor  said,  **  Thev  care 
not  if  they  are  taken  and  hanged  for  those 
desperate  acts  committed  in  a  state  of 
revenge ;  death  would  be  nothing  to  them ; 
they  care  nothing  for  life."  Mr.  Cahill^ 
another  witness,  having  been  asked  what 
line  of  conduct  he  would  recommend  in 
order  to  improve  the  state  of  things  in 
Ireland,  and  to  prevent  the  disturbances 
and  calamities  which  existed  there,  re- 
plied, ''  I  will  state  what  I  conceive  to  be  a 
good  mode  to  put  an  end  to  disturbances. 
I  must  look  back  to  the  years  1810,  to 
1814" — ^before  the  fatal  change  was  made 
in  our  monetary  system-— '*  when  there 
was  an  extraordinary  price  for  the  produce 
of  land ;  there  were  also  extraordinary 
prices  for  the  labour  of  men,  and  in  conse- 
quence of  that  the  men  were  much  inclined 
for  labour  :  and  the  farmer  getting  extra*- 
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IbingSy  he  was  inclined  to  carry  on  a  great 
many  works  that  are  now  abandoned  in 
the  country.  Farmers  in  those  times  who 
had  wetlands  were  in  the  habit  of  draining 
the  land;  and  fanners,  in  those  days, 
were  constantly  top-dressing  their  lands 
with  mannre,  and  liming  the  lands  on  the 
surface/'  When  Mr.  Cahill  was  afterwards 
asked  whether,  at  the  period  to  which  he 
adverted,  the  fanners  oi  Ireland  were  gene- 
rally in  the  habit  of  cultivating  the  land 
better  than  they  had  been  since,  his 
answer  was,  "  They  were :  now  the  produce 
of  the  land  not  being  sufRcient  to  enable 
the  farmer  to  carry  on  those  works,  he  is 
obliged  to  decline  employing  the  people." 
This  evil,  Mr.  Cahill  attributed  to  the  rents 
being  too  high.  Now,  surely,  it  was  most 
desirable  that  an  inquiry  should  be  entered 
into  for  the  purpose  of  endeavouring  to 
discover  whether  there  were  not  means  of 
relieving  all  this  distress  among  the  labour- 
ing classcs-^whether  in  England  or  in 
Ireland.  Let  the  words  **  paupers  in 
England''  be  substituted  for  the  words 
'*  people  of  Ireland,"and  the  case  described 
in  the  evidence  to  which  he  had  just 
alluded  was  as  applicable  to  the  former  as 
to  the  latter.  Evidence  was  taken  in  1 828, 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House,  upon 
the  subject  of  the  Poor  Laws.  We  had 
lately  had  Special  Commissions,  before 
whom  1,800  English  labourers  were  brought 
to  trial,  of  whom  900  were  punished  in 
various  ways.  An  hon.  Member,  in 
answer  to  a  question  put  to  him  by  the 
Committee  of  1828,  said,  that  he  thought 
there  was  plenty  of  population,  if  there 
were  sufficient  means  for  employing  them. 
It  appeared  from  the  evidence  before  the 
Committee  of  1828,  that  there  was  in  the 
country  abundance  of  employment  for  the 
poor ;  but  that  the  scarcity  of  money  pre- 
vented the  means  of  that  employment. 
Hence  it  was,  that  the  mass  of  country 
labourers  were  made  poachers,  and  those 
of  the  towns  paupers,  and,  in  many 
instances,  thieves.  Hence  it  was,  that  our 
workhouses  and  our  gaols  had  been  filled 
with  the  poor  and  the  wretched,  who, 
under  a  difiereilt  system,  might  have 
continued  to  be  respectable  and  industrious 
members  of  society.  Thus,  too,  it  was, 
that  the  whole  frame  of  society  in  this 
country  had  been  disorganised;  nay,  he 
would  go  further,  and  attribute  a  great 
portion  of  the  disturbances  in  the  sister 
country,  Ireland,  to  the  dreadful  change 
which  had  been  made  in  our  monetary 


system.    Were  they  not,  then,  to  inquife 
into,  and  see  how  far  they  were  prepared 
to  relax  that  system  which  had  been  pro- 
ductive of  such  great  and  general  distress 
in  thecountry,  in  order  to  give  employment 
to  the  more  humble  classes,  and  permanent 
peace,  comfort,  and  tranquillity  to  the 
country  ?    Let  them  consider  for  a  moment 
what  an  interest  they  had  in  preserving 
the  independrace  of  the  agricultural  popa- 
lation,  because  upon  that  mainly  depended 
the  security  of  the  landholder  and  farmer. 
They  had  recently  witnessed  the  bulwark 
which  had  hitherto  protected  the  landholder 
and  farmer  broken  down ;  they  had  found 
the  agricultural  labourer  engaged  in  the 
destruction  of  the  property  of  his  employer 
— engaged,  in  fact,  in  the  destruction  of 
the  produce  of  his  own  toil  and  lahgnr. 
But  why  was  it  thus  ?    If  the  agrtculturiat 
were,  by  his  earnings,  placed  in  a  situation 
in  an  independent  attitude,  he  would  feel 
his  own  importance,  and  would  endeavoar 
to  preserve  his  own  character  and  the 
character  and  independence  of  his  family. 
But  instead  of  this,  he  was  driven  to  dis- 
tress ;  his  employer,  thanks  to  our  mone- 
tary system,  could  not  afford  to  pay  him 
his  fair  wages,  and  in  many  instances  he 
could  not  be  employed  at  all,  so  that  he 
was  driven  to  derive  a  scanty  support  from 
sources  which  debased  his  character  and 
destroyed  his  self-respect,  and  he  ulti- 
mately became  the  inmate  of  a  workhouse 
or  a  gaol.    But  he  would  not  pursue  the 
melancholy  subject  further   into    detail. 
The  House  ought  undoubtedly  to  take  into 
their  consideration  the  deplorable  condi- 
tion of  the  agricultural  interests  throughout 
England,  and  well  weigh  the  causes  which 
had  led  to  the  vast  destruction  of  property 
that    had   taken    place    by    agriculturat 
labourers.     Labour  had  become  valueless, 
and    crime    was    the  consequence;  and 
surely  some  effort  should  be  made  by  the 
Legislature    to   alleviate   the    unmerited 
sufferings  of  the  most  useful  class  of  the 
people.    The    claims    of    the    shipping 
mterest  followed    those    of   the    landed 
interest.    The  shipping  interest  was  an- 
other great  arm  of  the  prosperity  of  the 
country.     It  was  next  in  importance  to 
our'  agriculture,  and  our  commerce.    But 
what  was  the  state  of  that  interest  at  the 
present  time,  and  had  it  not,  like  every 
other    interest,    fallen    into    the     most 
lamentable  decay  ?     He  held  in  his  hand 
a  Memorial,  which  had  been  presented  to 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  in  1832, 
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from  the  shipowners  of  the  different 
seaports  in  the  United  Kingdom.  This 
Memorial  represented  that  the  shipping 
interest  had  been  for  fifteen  years  strug- 
gling with  inconceivable  difficulties, 
and  that  the  large  capital  embarked 
in.  that  branch  of  commerce  was  wholly 
unproductive.  From  the  date  of  this 
Memorial  up  to  the  present  time  the  state 
of  the  shippmg  interest  had  not  improved ; 
on  the  contrary,  the  condition  of  the  com- 
mercial marine  of  the  country  had  been  in 
a  regular  progress  of  deterioration  every 
year  from  that  time  down  to  the  present 
moment.  In  short,  the  ships  had  not 
been  repaired  as  they  ought  to  have  been, 
nor  were  they  fitted  out  or  provided  with 
^  necessaries  as  they  would  have  been  had 
things  been  different.  The  truth  was,  that 
the  foundations  of  mercantile  prosperity 
had  given  way,  in  consequence  of  the 
impolitic  course  that  had  been  adopted, 
and  the  result  was,  that,  if  he  were  to  take 
for  example  the  London  merchants  who 
assembled  in  that  great  mart  of  commercial 
enterprise,  the  Royal  Exchange,  three 
years  ago,  and  contrast  them  with  those 
who  were  to  be  found  there  now,  it  would 
be  seen  that  the  merchants  of  London  did 
not  now  possess  one-third  of  the  wealth 
and  opulence  that  belonged  to  them  only 
three  years  ago.  This  was  a  fact  that 
could  not  be  controverted;  and  if 
so,  wliat  reliance  ought  they  to  place 
upon  the  statements  which  had  been 
made  In  that  House  of  the  existence  of  a 
little  prosperity  in  this  place,  and  an  occa- 
sional remission  or  relaxation  of  pressure 
in  that  ?  But  they  would,  perhaps,  be  told 
to  wait  a  little  while  longer,  and  that 
prosperity  would  certainly  be  restored  to 
the  country ;  but  had  not  similar  expecta- 
tions been  held  out  to  the  productive 
classes  for  the  last  fifteen  years,  and  had 
not  their  expectations  been  disappointed  ? 
The  industry  and  manufactures  of  the 
country  were  to  have  emerged  from  de- 
pression long  ago;  but  what  was  the 
result  ?  Why,  that  at  the  very  least  two- 
thirds  of  their  prosperity  had  been  abso- 
lutely'annihilated*  The  condition  of  the 
manufacturing  interest  was  wretched  in 
the  extreme.  He  would  first  speak 
of  the  iron  trade — a  trade  always  of  vast 
importance  in  this  country,  and  which  was 
now,  he  regretted  to  say,  in  a  state  of 
great  distress ;  but  that  distress  arose  out 
of,  and  was  mainly  connected  with,  the 
change  in  our  monetary  system.     The 


hon.  Member  here  read  an  extract  from  a 
memorial  presented  by  the  iron  masters  in 
1831,  in  which  they  represented  the  dis- 
tresses under  which  they  had  continued  to 
labour  since  the  year  1 825-— distress  which 
all  their  possible  efforts  had  been  unable 
to  relieve.  They  had  reduced  their  work- 
men's wages  to  the  utmost — to  a  point, 
indeed,  which  brought  most  of  them  to  a 
degree  of  distress  and  suffering  which  it 
was  painful  to  contemplate,  but  still  with- 
out effect.  They  complained  that  what 
with  royalties  and  other  charges  of  various 
descriptions  they  were  pressed  to  the 
earth ;  and  in  addition  to  this,  the  market 
prices  had  fallen  nearly  one-half.  He 
would  ask,  then,  if  the  state  of  this  pro- 
perty alone  was  not  sufficient  to  induce  an 
inquiry  into  that  change  in  the  monetary 
system  by  which  such  great  and  extensive 
evil  was  caused  ?  It  surely  was  the  duty 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  prevent  that 
which  he  could  designate  by  no  other 
name  than  a  system  of  confiscation  and 
robbery  from  being  continued.  The  hon. 
Member  proceeded  to  read  from  the  me* 
morial,  from  which  it  appeared  that  the 
persons  concerned  in  the  iron  trade  repre- 
sented that,  after  the  enormous  expense 
of  machinery,  and  other  necessary  outlays, 
in  order  to  carry  on  their  business,  they 
saw  nothing  before  them  but  distress,  and 
ultimate  ruin  to  themselves  and  those 
employed  under  them,  unless  some  relief 
was  afforded.  He  next  came  to  the  ma- 
nufacturing districts,  particularly  those  of 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire.  An  hon.  relative 
of  his  (Mr.  T.  Attwood)  had  been  charged 
with  exaggeration  when  he  pointed  out 
the  distress  existing  amongst  the  working 
classes  in  those  counties,  and  when  he 
stated  that  the  manufacturing  of  cloths, 
cottons,  &c.  were  not  carried  on  with  any 
profit  to  the  owners.  Whether  such 
exaggeration  had  or  had  not  taken  place 
he  would  not  stop  to  inquire ;  if  it  had,  it 
might  be  excusable,  in  order  to  induce 
inquiry ;  but  what  excuse  could  there  be 
forthose  who  gave  an  exaggerated  account 
of  the  prosperity  of  the  country  in  order 
to  prevent  all  inquiry  into  the  misery 
which  was  known  to  exist.  An  hon.  Gen- 
tleman over  the  way  had,  on  a  former 
occasion,  alluded  to  the  distress  which 
existed  in  France,  as  a  ground,  he  pre- 
sumed, that  the  people  of  this  country 
had  no  right  to  complain.  But  was  the 
distress  existing  in  any  other  country  a 
good  ground  upon  which  to  resist   aa 
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inquiry  into  the  causes  which  produced 
great  and  unexampled  distress  amongst 
all  classes  in  these  kingdoms  ?  It  was, 
indeed,  a  melancholy  rivalsbip,  when  the 
distresses  of  one  country  were  urged 
against  those  of  another,  in  order  to  see 
which  were  the  greater.  But  let  him  take 
the  case  as  it  stood.  What  did  France 
do  when  the  late  visitation — the  cholera 
morbus — came  upon  Europe?  They  sent 
over  a  commission,  at  the  head  of  which 
was  the  celebrated  Dr.  Majendie,  to  in- 
quire into  the  state  and  treatment  of  that 
malady  in  this  country.  That  Commission 
made  a  Report,  in  which  Dr.  Majendie, 
stated  that  he  had  seen  all  the  distress 
and  misery  of  France,  and  much  of  that 
of  other  countries ;  but  that  he  had  never 
witnessed  misery  and  distress  equal  to 
that  he  had  seen  in  this  country,  and  more 
particularly  in  Sunderland  and  its  Aeigh- 
Dourhood,  Such  was  the  distress  in  our 
manufacturing  districts  that  in  the  vear 
1831  four-fifths  of  the  population  of  Man- 
chester were  receiving  parochial  relief — 
[some  dissent  was  manifested  to  this  state- 
ment]. Such  a  statement  might  appear 
Incredible,  but  it  was  the  no  less  true.  It 
was  by  different  persons  attributed  to 
different  causes.  But  they  deceived  them- 
selves who  supposed  that  it  was  in  any 
way  attributable  to  the  power-loom ;  that 
instrument  of  machinery  had  in  no  way 
interfered  in  causing  the  distresses  of  the 
people.  It  was  his  painful  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  another  suf- 
fering class  of  the  community ;  he  meant 
the  number  of  criminals  who  infested  our 
gaols  from  year  to  year.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber went  over  a  list  of  commitments  for 
several  years,  from  which  it  appeared  that 
the  number  of  persons  committed  in  1813 
was  4,101 ,  and  that  from  that  period  they 
annually  progressed  to  8,000,  9,000, 
13,000,  14,000,  and  15,000,  until  at 
length,  iu  1832,  they  amounted  to  20,832. 
Surely  the  House  must  see  the  danger  of 
continuing  a  system  capable  of  producing 
Buch  results.  No  change  had  taken  place 
in  the  monetary  system  without  adding  to 
the  catalogue  of  crime  which  disgraced 
the  country  and  a  reference  to  the  different 
periods  when  the  circulating  medium  was 
interfered  with  would  show  the  dreadfbl 
extent  to  which  criminal  offences  had 
increased  from  one  period  to  another 
down  to  the  present  time.  He,  there- 
fore, connected  not  only  distress  but  crime 
with  ^e  moaetarj  system ;  and  it  was  thai 


same  system  that  had  well  nigh  destroyed 
all  the  banks  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
But  this  he  would  show  by  a  reference  to 
the  consequences  which  had  followed  the 
attempts  that  had  been  made  from  1819 
to  1824  to  establil^h  that  system.  In  the 
last-mentioned  year  the  monetary  system 
was  relaxed,  but  returned  to  again  in  1826| 
and  from  thence  carried  further  by  other 
legislative  measures  in  1828  and  1629, 
which  it  was  supposed  was  necessary  to 
secure  the  permanence  and  efficiency  of 
the  currency.  From  1829  the  present 
distresses  could  clearly  be  traced;  and 
although  they  had  origmated  in  1819,  yet 
they  might  m  said  to  have  increased  sub- 
sequent to  1829,  and  that  the  causes  had 
not  come  into  full  operation  antecedent  to 
that  time.  In  the  markets  of  the  country 
there  was  not  a  sufficient  circulating 
medium  to  meet  the  value  of  goods,  ana 
unless  increased  production  was  accom- 
panied by  an  increase  of  currency,  the 
only  effect  such  a  monetary  system  could 
have  was  to  limit  production,  and  conse- 
quently to  throw  the  labouring  classes  out 
of  employ,  and  thence  occasion  want  and 
misery  in  all  directions.  This,  in  fact, 
was  the  operation  which  the  present  mone- 
tary system  had  had,  and  he  conjured  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  not  to  meet  his  Motion 
unfairly,  or  to  get  rid  of  it  in  a  way  that 
would  be  a  mockery  and  an  insult  to  the 
country.  Every  one  knew  that  the  distress 
under  which  the  people  laboured  was  con* 
sequent  upon  the  monetary  system,  and 
the  object  of  his  inquiry  was,  not  only  to 
inquire  into  that  distress,  but  to  inquire 
whether  there  were  means  consistently 
with  keeping  faith  with  the  public  credit- 
or and  preserving  the  national  honour  by 
which  it  could  be  relieved.  There  was  no 
interest  in  the  United  Kingdom  with  which 
the  system  was  not  connected;  but  he 
wished  to  know  for  what  interest  it  was 
that  his  Motion  was  to  be  opposed? 
If  it  should  b^  opposed,  and  he  sup- 
posed it  would,  all  he  could  say  was, 
that  the  House  of  Commons,  that 
Reformed  Parliament,  on  whose  wisdom 
the  people  placed  so  much  confidence, 
would  act  most  unjustly.  The  inquiry  was 
a  necessary  one,  and  ought  in  justice  to 
the  country  to  be  instituted ;  but  he  sup* 
posed  that  the  supporters  of  the  present 
system  would  deny  that  any  inquu^  was 
called  for.  But  let  them  look  at  the 
system  in  itself.    What  it  imposed  on  the 

Bank  was  of  the  most  irreconcilable  and 
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inconsistent  character.  It  imposed  the 
protection  of  public  credit,  and  the  power 
of  determining  the  quantity  of  the  circu- 
lating medium.  They  had  the  power  of 
limiting  the  quantity  of  gold  in  circulation, 
and  of  determining  what  the  circulating 
medium  should  be ;  but  the  Governor  of 
the  Bank  had,  in  his  evidence  before  the 
Committee  on  the  Bank  Charter,  explained 
the  whole  system,  and,  as  he  (Mr.  Att- 
wood)  contended,  showed  very  clearly, 
that  with  such  a  system  of  currency,  rum 
must  ensue.  For  instance,  the  Bank,  con- 
sulting its  own  profits,  extended  its  issues. 
A  panic  arrived,  and  then  the  Bank, 
alarmed  for  its  own  safety,  contracted  its 
issues ;  and  the  consequence  was,  that  the 
trading  public  suffered  by  this  unexpected 
scarcity  of,  and  consequent  rise  in,  the 
value  of  money.  While  such  a  state  of 
things  existed  our  monetary  system 
must  continue  in  a  state  of  fluctuation, 
which  must  place  at  hazard,  and  render 
unsafe,  all  trading  and  speculation  in 
business.  The  state  of  our  monetary 
system  had  given  rise  to  a  miserable 
rivalship  between  the  Bank  of  England 
and  the  different  private  banks  of  the 
country.  It  was  a  known  fact — indeed  it 
had  been  stated  in  evidence  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  at  one  period 
of  the  celebrated  panic  in  1825,  the  Bank 
of  England  had  not  more  than  1,300,000/. 
in  gold  in  their  possession.  This  small 
sum  was  all  they  had  with  which  to  pay 
the  immense  obligations  to  which  they 
were  liable — obligations  which,  on  their 
own  and  the  Government's  account, 
amounted  to  nearly  800,000,000/.  What 
was  it  at  a  great  crisis  that  s&ved  this 
country,  according  to  the  words  of  a  cele- 
brated Statesman,  from  being  **  in  forty- 
eight  hours  in  a  state  of  barter?  A  box  of 
these  derided  H.  notes,  discovered  by  the 
merest  accident,  and  in  his  opinion,  by 
^he  greatest  good  luck.  Now,  be  should 
much  like  to  know,  what,  or  where  was 
the  authority  for  this  vaunted  standard  of 
value.  The  consequence  would  have  been 
a  state  of  barter,  and  no  one  could  doubt, 
that  if  that  had  been  established  for  a 
week,  or  even  for  a  day,  there  would  not 
have  betn  an  hour's  security  hardly  for  a 
man's  life— <jertainly  for  his  property. 
And  yet  to  that  state  did  the  present 
system  expose  the  country,  and  must 
expose  the  country  as  long  as  it  should  be 
persevered  in.  Again,  we  had  approached 
«  State  of  barter  in  November,  1830|  but. 


in  1832,  in  the  month  of  February,  the 
country  was  reduced  to  a  position  as  dan- 
gerous, with  regard  to  the  monetary  sys- 
tem, and  was  as  close  upon  the  brink  of 
the  total  breaking  down  and  destruction 
of  the  commercial  credit  of  the  country, 
in  all  its  branches,  as  could  possibly  be. 
He  would  not  detain  the  House  longer 
than  to  remind  it  that  he  brought  the 
subject  before,  a  Reformed  House  of  Par- 
liament, and  he  implored  of  it  to  treat  it  in 
a  way  suited  to  its  vast  importance.  He 
might  be  told,  that  the  subject  had  been 
often  discussed  and  disproved ;  that  no- 
thing new  could  be  advanced  upon  it ; 
that  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  would  be 
useless,  and  a  delusion,  for  no  evidence 
could  be  adduced,  and  no  new  results 
arrived  at.  His  answer  was,  the  then 
Members  of  that  House  had  never  decided 
upon  the  question.  The  then  Members 
of  the  House,  as  Representatives  of  the 
people,  had  never  inquired  into  the  sub- 
ject. Was  it  or  was  it  not  their  duty  to 
do  so?  They  heard  of  distress  and 
misery  from  want  of  employment,  arising 
from  want  of  sufficient  currency,  in  every 
quarter;  and  were  they,  he  asked,  the 
Representatives  of  the  people,  to  throw 
aside  the  subject  —  a  subject  vital  to 
the  existence  of  thousands  of  the  com- 
munity, because  they  were  told  by  those 
in  office,  or  those  who  had  been  in 
office,  that  they  knew  no  good  could 
come  of  inquiry?  If  the  Government 
had  the  information  which  could  justify 
the  rejection  of  inquiry  —  inquiry  only 
be  it  remembered — why  did  they  not 
give  that  information  to  the  community  ? 
Why  did  they  not  unlock  their  stores, 
and  at  least  give  to  the  embarrassed,  the 
struggling,  and  the  starving,  the  melan- 
choly consolation  of  knowing  that  relief 
was  unattainable  ?  But  they  did  no  such 
thing.  The  proposition  had  never  been 
fairly  met.  Majorities  had  decided  that 
there  should  not  be  inquiry,  when  every 
man  must  admit,  that  it  was  only  in  a 
Committee  that  anythmg  like  a  conclusion 
founded  upon  evidence  could  be  arrived  at. 
But  when  he  considered  that  he  was  ad- 
dressing a  House  of  Commons  elected  by 
the  people,  he  could  not  indeed  believe 
that  the  mere  assertions  of  official  men 
would  be  allowed  to  outweigh  the  prayers 
of  millions.  He  could  not  indeed  believe 
that  the  Government  itself  would  oppose 
inquiry  into  such  a  matter — ^a  matter  that 

90  deeply  affi?cted  the  ^ole  commeircial 
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tyalem  of  the  country,  and  which,  if  from 
no  other  reason,  at  least  from  that  ought 
not  to  be  met  by  a  negative,  fiut  even  if 
the  Government  should  take  such  a 
course,  still  he  had  a  right,  in  the  name 
of  the  suffering  people  of  England,  to 
call  upon  those  who,  as  Ministers,  had 
sanctioned  the  present  system,  now,  as 
Representatives  of  the  people,  to  au- 
thorise an  inquiry  into  their  doings. 
He  looked,  therefore,  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  member  for  Tamworth,  and 
appeided  to  him  for  his  powerful  support 
to  assist  in  procuring  a  full  and  efficient 
inquiry.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  might 
think  the  present  system  right?  but,  even 
if  that  was  the  case,  would  he  be  justified 
in  opposing  inquiry,  and  thereby  saying 
to  the  people  of  England,  that  he  was  not 
merely  right,  but  that  they  should  have 
his  declaration,  alone  and  unsupported, 
that  he  was  right.  That  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  once  complained,  that 
many  of  the  institutions  of  the  country 
had  become  unfitted  to  its  condition. 
Now,  the  present  House  of  Commons, 
more  than  any  other  House  of  Commons, 
emanated  from  the  great  body  of  the 
people ;  and  he  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  asked  him  if  it  were  not  well 
worth  while  to  attempt  to  win  back  the 
affections  of  the  people  to  those  institu- 
tions that  their  fathers  had  loved,  and  that 
they  themselves  had  been  ready  to  sacrifice 
wealth,  comfort,  life  itself,  to  support? 
If  that  were  so,  grant  the  inquiry.  He 
asked  the  right  hon.  Baronet  why  was  it 
that  the  people  now  for  the  first  time 
viewed  with  doubt  and  a  desire  of  change 
tliose  very  institutions  they  had  ever  before 
so  much  loved  ?  Was  it  out  of  mere  way- 
wardness or  caprice,  or  because  they  had 
proved  that  those  institutions,  were  in  them- 
selves bad  ?  No  such  thing ;  it  was  simply 
because  the  condition  of  the  great  body  of 
the  people  had  been  converted  from  one 
of  comrort,  prosperity,  and  ease  to  one  of 
poverty,  want  of  employment,  and  inse- 
curity for  property ;  and  the  great  mass  of 
the  community,  acting  in  a  manner  com- 
mon to  large  bodies,  attributed  all  the 
evils  to  those  institutions  immediately  be- 
fore them,  and  which  alone  had  given 
them  their  former  prosperity,  and  preserved 
them  from  worse  evils  than  those  which 
they  endured.  While  such  delusion  oper- 
ated it  was  in  vain  to  expect  the  suffering 
people  to  appreciate  aright  the  institutions 
9f  the  country ;  and,  if  the  Representa* 


tives  of  the  people  should  still  refuse  in- 
quiry, the  odium  generated  by  tremendous 
suffering  must  still  fall  upon  the  best  and 
wisest  of  our  institutions,  till  at  length  all 
would  be  destroyed,  and  the  consequence 
nothing  but  increased  misery.  If  then  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  and  that  House  wished 
to  regain  for  the  institutions  of  the  country 
the  affections  of  the  people,  he  called  upon 
them  to  support  inquiry.  Let  the  matter 
be  gone  into  fairly,  fully,  honestly,  and 
then  the  country  would  at  least  see  that, 
if  its  distress  could  not  be  relieved,  its  Re- 
presentatives were  desirous  to  do  all  in 
their  power  to  afford  relief.  Nothing  short 
of  full  and  free  inquiry  would  set  the 
question  at  rest.  For  his  part  he  hoped 
and  believed  that  relief  might  be  afforded 
to  the  country,  and  that  by  means  not  only 
consistent  with  good  faith,  and  honesty, 
avoiding  interference  with  the  prosperity 
of  the  few  prosperous — ^but  at  the  same 
time  of  such  a  nature  as  would,  by  reviv- 
ing general  employment,  enterprise,  pros- 
perity, and  security,  recover  the  minds  of 
the  people  from  a  mistaken  desire  of 
change,  and  restore  to  the  wonted  place 
in  their  affections  the  institutions  of  the 
country.  Let  that  be  done,  and  he  should 
not  merely  have  to  congratulate  the  House 
upon  restored  prosperity,  but  also  upon 
that  restoration  being  derived  from  the 
exertions  of  the  first  freely  chosen  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people.  That  House 
would  then  be  esteemed,  not  merely  as  the 
first  that  had  been  chosen  by  the  great 
body  of  the  people,  but  also  as  having, 
through  its  love  of  justice,  and  a  wise  de- 
termination to  dive  into  the  truth,  re-at- 
tached the  affections  of  the  country  to  those 
institutions  which  had  been  thegreat  source 
of  its  freedom,  its  prosperity,  and  its  hap- 
piness. With  these  sentiments  he  begged 
to  move,  "  That  a  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  general  distress, 
difficulty,  and  embarrassment  which  now 
presses  on  the  various  orders  of  the  com- 
munity ;  how  far  the  same  has  been  occa- 
sioned by  the  operation  of  our  present  mone- 
tary system ;  and  to  consider  of  the  efifects 
produced  by  that  system  upon  the  agricul- 
ture, manufacture,  and  commerce  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  upon  thecqndttion  of 
the  industrious  and  productive  classes." 

Lord  AUhorp  spoke  as  follows : — I  do 
not  differ.  Sir,  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  view  he  takes  of  the  great  importance 
of  this  question,  nor  do  I  differ  from  bim 
in  thinking  that  it  is  desirable  that  tt 
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should  be  brought  under  the  consideration  | 
of  the  House.  I  think  with  him,  too,  that 
a  question  of  this  importance  is  one  which 
this  House  should  now  decide,  and  should 
say  whether  they  are  prepared  to  stand  by 
the  system  on  which  all  the  contracts  of 
the  country  depend,  or  whether  they  are 

Srepared  to  adopt  a  course,  to  use  the  hon. 
f ember's  own  words  of  confiscation  and 
robbery.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
he  is  right  in  the  opinion  he  entertains^  I 
am  not  sorry  that  he  has  given  a  Reformed 
House  of  Parliament  the  opportunity  of 
deciding  it.  But  if  I  may  make  a  criti- 
cisn^  on  him,  I  should  say  that  he  does 
not  come  in  the  most  straightforward  way 
to  the  decision  of  the.  question.  I  do  not 
complain  of  the  mode  in  which  he  has 
brought  it  forward  ;  for  he  has  most  can- 
didly pointed  out  what  is  the  object  of  it — 
namely,  to  effect  an  alteration  in  the  stan- 
dard of  the  currency.  'The  hon.  Member, 
has,  however,  abstained  from  stating  in 
what  mode  he  would  effect  this,  and  what 
is  the  degree  to  which  he  would  effect  it ; 
nor  has  he  ventured  to  observe  upon  the 
consequences  which  must  occur  from  an 
alteration  such  as  the  one  he  contemplates. 
He  evidently  contemplates  the  depreciation 
of  the  currency.  There  is  no  part  of  his 
argument  that  has  common  sense  in  it,  if 
that  is  not  his  object.  But  even  taking  it 
to  be  80,  he  has  not  distinctly  stated  how 
or  to  what  extent  he'  would  effect  that  de- 
preciation. We  have  heard  at  different 
times  different  propositions  brought  for- 
ward with  this  object  ultimately  in  view ; 
but  the  proposition  he  desires  us  to  agree 
to  is,  as  the  hon.  Member  declares,  per- 
fectly  consistent  with  the  public  faith. 
It  appears  to  me  most  difficult  to  under- 
stand this — how  it  is  possible  to  have  re- 
course to  a  great  increase  in  the  issue  of 
paper,  without,  at  the  same  time  resorting 
to  some  other  measures,  as  that  would  raise 
prices.  In  that  the  mode  in  which  he  pur- 
poses to  raise  prices,  without  committing 
any  breach  of  the  public  faith  ?  We  have 
already  had  experience  enough  of  that. 
We  have  had  experience  of  what  it  is,  and 
of  what  must  be  its  necessary  conse- 
quences. If  the  amount  of  currency  in 
circulation  is  greatly  increased,  no  question 
that  the  effect  must  be  to  render  the  value 
of  money,  as  compared  with  other  com- 
modities, less  than  it  was  before.  Though 
we  know  that  in  this  manner  we  can  in- 
crease the  amount  of  currency  in  circnla- 
tion  in  this  country,  we  cannot  do  so  in 


other  countries,  and  the  effect  of  this  will 
be,  that  the  sovereign  will  not  remain  here, 
but  will  pass  from  this  country  abroad, 
and  the  consequence  of  that  will  be,  a  run 
upon  the  bank,  which  must  then  either 
stop  payment,  or  a  bank  restriction  must 
follow.  It  is  impossible  but  that  every 
gentleman  who  reasons  on  this  state  of 
things  must  see  that  this  would  be  the 
necessary  consequence  of  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member.  Well,  then,  we  come 
to  a  Bank  restriction.  What  would  be  the 
effect  of  that  ?  The  hon.  Member  has  not 
answered  that  question.  He  states  the 
difficulties  that  have  occurred  in  this 
country  since  1819,  but  he  might  have 
p;one  a  little  further  back.  He  seems  to 
imagine  that  there  was  not  any  distress  in 
the  country  before  the  year  1819.  Yet 
every  one  knows  that  the  distress  it  suffer- 
ed before  that  period  was  excessively 
severe.  The  hon.  Member  would  restore 
the  Bank  restriction  system,  so  that  every 
thing  on  which  the  contracts  of  the  coun- 
try now  depend,  would  be  afloat*— he  would 
place  in  the  hands  of  a  commercial  body 
the  power  of  saying  what  every  man  in 
the  country  should  be  worth— he  would 
enrich  one,  but  impoverish  another.  He 
would  do  that  which  must  inevitably  pro- 
duce a  state  of  confusion ;  and  what  could 
be  the  effect  of  that  confusion  but  a  great 
increase  of  the  very  calamity  he  now 
deplores  ?  I  believed  that  the  hon«  Mem- 
ber had  had  some  *  j^jpeijei^  and  know- 
ledge of  the  evils  of  tkeJBank  restriction  : 
but,  from'  his  speech,  I  should  almost  fear 
that  I'had  beenthisMken  in  the  supposi- 
tion. Then  another  plan  has  been  pro- 
posed —  namely,  an  alteration  in  the 
standard  of  the  currency,  but  how  the 
mere  transfer  of  property  from  one  class 
of  persons  to  another  can  increase  the 
advantage  and  prosperity,  or  improve  the 
situation  of  the  labouring  classes,  I. am  at 
a  loss  to  know.  All  I  know  is,  that  the 
labouring  classes  in  such  a  process  as  this 
are  the  first  to  suffer.  Wages  do  not 
conform  themselves  so  quickly  to  altera- 
tions of  the  standard  of  value  as  other 
things,  and  the  labourer  is,  therefore,  tiie 
first  and  the  longest  sufferer,  as  he  still 
works  for  the  same  wqges  which  he  received 
before  the  alteration,  while  everything 
around  him  has  increased  in  price.  That 
was  the  case  when  the  Bank  restriction 
was  first  introduced,  and  would  be  the 
case  again  if  that  experiment  should  be 
lenewed.    The  hon.  Member  then  turns 
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to  anotber  part  of  the  subject,  and  seems 
to  say  that  the  Poor-laws  were  innocuous 
up  to  the  year  1814.  I  do  not  agree  with 
him  in  that  opinion;  I  think  the  bad 
effect  of  them  was  felt  during  the  period 
of  the  war.  After  the  famine  of  1801-2, 
the  labourer  lost  his  spirit  of  independence, 
and  was  driven  to  seek  parochial  relief, 
which  continued  from  that  period  during 
the  whole  course  of  the  war ;  and  to  say, 
therefore,  that  this  took  place  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  peace,  is  to  say  that  which 
is  contrary  to  the  experience  of  any 
Gentleman  who  is  old  enough  to  recollect 
that  period.  Well,  then,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  argues  for  this  Committee  of  Inquiry 
in  this  way — he  says — that  granting  such 
a  Committee  would  be  a  mere  mockery,  if 
we  excluded  from  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee  the  question  of  the  currency. 
i  feel,  therefore,  that  I  could  not  consent 
to  the  Committee,  and  yet  exclude  that 
question  from  its  consideration.  I  agree 
that  every  Gentleman  who  entertains  the 
same  views  as  the  hon.  Member  would 
complain  of  such  a  Committee  as  a 
mockery.  If  I  wish,  therefore,  not  to 
enter  into  theconsideration  of  the  currency, 
with  a  view  to  lower  its  standard,  I  must 
oppose  granting  this  Committee.  Among 
the  things  of  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
spoken,  and  which  have  very  much  sur- 
prised me,  there  is  one  which  has  peculiarly 
produced  that  effect.  In  talking  of  my 
financial  statement,  the  hon.  Member 
talked  of  the  unsatisfactory  state  of  pub- 
lic credit,  when  there  was  only  a  surplus 
revenue  of  500,000/.  What  remedy  did 
the  hon.  Member  propose?  Why,  to 
take  twenty  or  twenty-five  per  cent.,  at 
once,  from  that  surplus ;  and  that  is  the 
mode  in  which  the  hou.^  Member  would 
remedy  the  insecurity  he  supposes  to  exist, 
because  the  surplus  revenue  of  the  country 
is  so  small.  The  hon.  Member  asks 
whether  we  ought  to  borrow  money  to  pay 
the  interest  of  the  public  debt?  To  be 
obliged  to  do  that  certainly  would  be  a 
calamity,  but  to  say  that  we  will  not  pay  it 
at  all  would  be  even  a  still  greater  calamity, 
and  that  is  a  most  extraordinary  mode  of 
reasoning  which  would  go  to  recommend 
us  to  adopt  the  lattep  in  order  to  avoid  the 
former  evil.  The  hon.  Member,  to  show 
us  how  prosperous  the  country  was  when 
a  depreciated  currency  was  in  existence, 
says  that  pauperism  in  this  country  was 
decreasing  at  the  close  of  the  war.  Let 
us  see  how  this  account  stands  according 


to  the  amount  of  Poor*s-rates  levied  at  two 
different  periods.  In  1803  the  amount 
levied  was  4,113,000/.,  while,  in  1813,  the 
amount  was  4,858,000/.  [Afr.  Aitwood 
said  something  a4^oss  the  table.]  The 
hon.  Member  says,  that  thb  calculation 
was  made  on  the  comparaUve  value  of 
quarters  of  wheat,  and  that  that  accounts 
(or  some  of  the  difference.  That  may  be 
so :  but  still  the  amount  is  known  to  have 
gone  on  progressively  increasing  during 
the  period  I  have  mentioned.  Pauperism 
then  had  not  decreased,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber represented,  but  had  increased.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  then  said,  look  at  the 
state  in  which  ,the  country  is  at  'this 
moment ;  and  he  asked  whether,  if  any 
private  individual  were  in  such  a  state,  he 
would  not  examine  into  his  affairs,  and  see 
what  were  the  causes  that  had  reduced  him 
to  such  a  condition?  I  answer,  that  a 
private  individual,  under  such  circum- 
stances, would  do  rightly  to  inquire  into 
the  state  of  his  affairs,  and  into  the  causes 
which  had  brought  him  into  that  condition; 
but  it  would  not  be  equally  right  if  the 
private  individual,  in  conse(|uence  of  find- 
ing himself  in  a  state  of  distress,  should 
determine  not  to  pay  any  of  his  debts, 
or  to  strike  off  the  half  of  them.  The 
hon.  Member  has  quoted  a  speech,  which 
he  says  I  made  on  a  former  occasion 
with  reference  to  this  very  subject,  but 
which,  I  must  say,  I  think  must  rather  be 
considered  as  his  speech  than  mine,  for  I 
have  not  the  slightest  recollection  of  hav- 
ing uttered  the  language  which  he  attri- 
butes to  me.  The  hon.  Member  has 
ridiculed  any  inquiry  relative  to  the  effect 
of  the  Poor-laws;  and,  he  says,  they 
have  had  no  effect  in  producing  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  country.  It  does  not 
appear  to  me  quite  so  clear  that  the  hon. 
Member  is  right  in  this  opinion;  for  I 
cannot  but  think  that  the  bad  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor-laws  must  have  had 
some  effect  on  the  state  of  the  country. 
It  is  clear  that  it  has  had  in  some  places. 
No,'says  the  hon.  Member,  it  is  not  the 
effect  of  the  Poor-laws  or  of  their  bad  admi- 
nistration, or  of  any  other  cause,  but  it  is 
all  the  effect  of  the  state  of  the  currency. 
But  if  this  be  true,  how  is  it  that  the 
same  effect  has  not  been  produced  all  over 
England  ?  How  is  it  that  while  in  the 
north  the  Poor-laws  have  been  a  blesstn|^, 
in  the  South  they  have  been  an  evil ;  uud 
yet  the  monetary  system  is  the  same  in 
both  places.     I  do  not  think  that  be  caa 
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take  Ihia  part  of  hia  apeech  aa  a  triumpbaot 
argument  in  favour  of  his  Motion.  I  do 
not  mean  to  state  that  there  is  not  great 
distress  in  the  country ;  but  I  do  believe 
that  the  statements  of  it  have  been  con- 
siderably exaggerated.  The  hon.  Member 
sayst  he  will  excuse  exaggeration  on  such 
a  topic — perhaps  it  may  be  excused  ;  but 
certainly,  of  all  men,  jfie  ought  to  be  the 
first  to  excuse  it,  for  he  is  much  inclined 
to  indulge  in  it,  when  speaking  on  this 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  has  spoken 
of  the  condition  of  the  landed  interest ; 
and  I  believe,  at  the  moment  I  am  address- 
ing the  House,  the  landed  interest  is  in  a 
worse  situation  than  any  other.  I  regret 
that  I  am  not  able  to  say  that  it  is 
prosperous.  But  the  fact  is,  that  it  is 
almost  in  vain,  in  discussing  these  ques- 
tions in  Parliament^  to  make  any  very 
decided  statement  one  way  or  the  other. 
I  believe,  with  regard  to  every  large  coun- 
try, that  there  is  no  state  of  prosperity  in 
which  considerable  instances  of  suffering 
may  not  be  found,  nor  any  state  of  ad- 
versity in  which  considerable  instances  of 
prosperity  may  not  be  discovered.  This 
is  peculiarly  the  case  with  a  country  of 
such  great  and  varied  interests  as  England. 
I  state  it  as  my  belief  that  the  labouring 
agricultural  population,  and  certain  classes 
of  the  labouring  manufacturing  population, 
are  suffering  from  distress.  But  I  believe 
that,  taking  into  consideration  the  amount 
of  wages  and  the  price  of  provisions  and 
of,  the  articles  of  necessary  consumption, 
wages  will  now  purchase  more  of  the 
necessaries  of  life  than  they  purchased  in 
the  period  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
alluded;  and  certainly  the  mode  of  im- 
proving the  condition  of  the  labourer, 
by  increasing  the  price  of  the  neces- 
saries of  life,  is  not  what  I  should 
have  expected  from  the  acuteness  of  the 
hon.' Member.  With  respect  to  the  iron 
trade,  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
alluded,  the  price  of  iron  has  lately  ex- 
perienced some  increase ;  and  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  the  accounts  I  hear  upon  that 
subject,  confirm  that  admission  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon.  Member  says, 
that  there  has  been  great  distress  in  the 
iron  trade,  and  I  believe  that  to  be  the  fact. 
But  what  was  the  immediate  and  palpable 
cause  of  that  distress?  Why,  from  par- 
ticular circumstances,  there  was  an  in- 
crea|e  in  the  amount  of  the  production 
beyond  that  of  the  consumption ;  the 
consequence  was  a  glut  in  the  market,  and 


then  distress  followed.  I  have  iiow  stated,Sir , 
what  must  be  the  consequences  of  the  ad- 
option of  the  proposition  for  an  alteration 
in  the  monetary  system  of  the  country.  I 
leave  the  Members  of  this  House  to  con- 
sider them.  If  they  adopt  the  proposition, 
they  must  cpme  to  the  determination  of 
making  an  alteration  in  the  standard  of 
value,  by  which  they  may  take  from  the 
productions  of  one  class,  and  place  them 
in  the  hands  of  another.  It  does  not 
seem  to  me  that  this  will  be  doing  any 
good  to  the  country.  On  the  contrary, 
there  must  follow  it  a  stagnation  of  credit 
and  of  employment,  which  has  always 
been  the  consequence  of  a  want  of  confi* 
dence ;  and  a  want  of  confidence  such  a 
measure  must  inevitably  produce.  The 
hon.  Member  did  not  allude  to  the  de- 
preciation of  the  currency  in  the  year 
1797,  the  consequences  of  which  evefy 
nan  of  sense  and  feeling  must  deeply  de- 
plore. But  even  with  respect  to  that, 
there  is  a  great  difference  between  what 
was  then  done  and  what  we  are  now  ad- 
vised to  do.  There  is  this  great  difference, 
that,  in  1797,  the  depreciation  was  unin- 
tentional-^it  came  on  gradually,  and  the 
persona  who  effected  it  were  not  aware  of 
its  probable  effects  [Mr.  Cobbeit  $aid 
sinne thing  across  the  table].  The  hon. 
member  for  Oldham  thinks  they  were,  but 
I  believe  they  were  not  aware  of  what 
would  be  the  effects  of  the  measure  of 
altering  the  standard  of  value.  But  what 
is  the  case  now  ?  If  we  should  resort  to 
a  similar  measure,  we  should  do  so  with 
our  eyes  open  t  and,  fully  aware  of  its 
consequences,  we  should  be  committing  a 
fraud  on  the  public  creditor,  and  enabling 
all  debtors  to  pay  their  debts  in  money, 
amounting  to  less  than  what  they  really 
owe.  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  sudden 
transfer  of  a  large  mass  of  capital  from 
one  hand  to  another  cannot  be  beneficial, 
but  must  be  injurious  to  the  labourer,  and 
that  the  measure  itself  would  tend  to 
destroy  all  confidence  in  the  country. 
But  then  the  hon.  Member  imagines  that 
the  power  of  doing  this  has  existed,  and 
been  exercised  at  the  will  of  the  Bank. 
He  refers  to  what  took  place  on  the  Bank 
Committee,  and  he  states  that  it  appeared 
on  that  Committee  that  the  course  was  for 
the  Bank  to  contract  or  to  expand  their 
issues  as  they  thought  fit.  I  did  not  hear 
on  that  Committee  anything  which  justi- 
fied such  a  conclusion;  button  the  con- 
trary, I  understood  that  the  course  was. 
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that  the  circulation  should  be  contracted 
and  expanded  by  the  operations  of  the 
public  upon  the  Bank.  The  hon.  Mem- 
oer  says  that,  while  the  population  of  the 
country  has  increased  —  while  the  in- 
dustry of  the  people  and  their  commerce 
have  gone  on  advancing,  we  have  a  currency 
which  does  not  admit  of  expansion,  I  do 
not  understand  this  to  be  so  at  all.  Our 
currency  certainly  has  not  the  power  of  a 
capricious  or  unnatural  expansion,  to 
gratify  the  will  or  suit  the  fancy  of  any 
particular  set  of  individuals ;  but  it  is  the 
necessary  consequence  of  this  state  of 
things,  that  the  currency  must  expand,  as 
the  demand  for  it  increases.  The  effect 
of  a  greater  demand  for  the  currency  is 
sure  to  produce  a  flow  of  bullion  into  the 
country — as  the  removal  of  water  from 
one  part  of  a  vessel  makes  the  fluid  flow 
into  that  part  from  another.  Such  an  ex- 
pansion of  the  currency,  is  beneficial  to  all ; 
but  the  forced  expansion  which  would  be 
the  result  of  the  hon.  Member's  proposi- 
tion, could  not  lead  to  any  but  injurious 
consequences.  It  would,  it  must,  be  most 
injurious,  if  the  power  was  in  the  hands 
of  any  individuals  to  place  at  their  dis- 

risal  the  whole  property  of  the  country, 
have  now  stated  generally  the  grounds 
on  which  I  feel  that  I  am  bound — for  I 
will  speak  frankly  to  the  hon.  Member — 
that  1  am  bound  in  duty,  as  an  honest 
man,  to  oppose  his  Motion.  I  do  not,  as 
he  is  well  aware,  adopt  this  opinion,  which 
I  now  utter,  because  1  happen  to  be  seated 
on  thi»  Bench.  I  stated  it  a  long  time 
since,  when  I  sat  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  and  when  I  opposed  the  Motion 
of  Mr.  Davenport,  as  I  considered  it  likely 
to  shake  the  confidence  of  the  country. 
If  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  be 
carried,  every  man  who  has  a  right  to  de- 
mand payment  in  gold,  will  do  it  at  once ; 
the  consequence  must  necessarily  be  a  run 
upon  all  the  Banks  infinitely  more  severe 
than  that  of  1 825,  because  no  establish- 
ment can  be  secure  from  it — ^no  amount 
of  credit— no  degree  of  solvency  in  the 
partners  of  any  bank — can  save  it  from  the 
sodden  pressure  of  every  individual,  who 
would  naturally  be  anxious  to  obtain  gold 
currency  at  its  present  value,  before  that 
value  should  be  reduced.  I  cannot  con- 
ceive any  calamity  to  the  country  greater 
than  the  adoption  of  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member.  While,  however,  the  House 
rejects  it,  it  will  be  desirable  that  it  should 
come  to  some  decision  upon  the  subject  of 


preserving  our  standard  of  value,  and  for 
this  purpose  I  mean  to  move  the  followingf 
Amendment : — ''  That  it  is  the  opinion  ^ 
the  House,  that  any  alteration  of  the 
monetary  system  of  the  country,  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  lowering  the 
standard  of  value,  would  be  highly  inex* 
pedient.''  I  wish  to  put  the  question  to 
issue  in  this  debate,  whether  the  House  is 
prepared  to  support  the  present  standard 
of  value  ?  I  wish  Gentlemen  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  givipg  their  votes  upon 
that  principle,  and  upon  that  principle 
clearly.  I  desire  also  to  disembarrass  the 
question  of  all  disinclination  to  vote  against 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  for  if  the  Amend- 
ment be  carried,  the  House  may  still,  if  it 
thinks  fit,  appoint  a  Committee  of  Inquiry ; 
but  before  I  take  into  consideration  tlie 
fitness  or  unfitness  of  appointing  such  a 
Committee,  I  think  it  absolutely  necessary, 
as  we  value  the  prosperity,  of  the  country 
— as  we  value  the  public  faith,  that  the 
question  I  have  brought  to  issue  by  the 
Amendment  should  be  distinctly  decided, 
aye  or  no«  I  do  not  think  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  embarrassed  the  subject 
much ;  he  has  applied  himself  to  ihe 
monetary  system  very  fairly ;  and  though 
he  has  not  stated  any  particular  plan,  be 
has  admitted  that  his  view  is  an  alteration 
of  the  standard.  I  say,  that  if  that  alteration 
takes  place,  the  effect  will  be  ruinous  to 
the  country ;  and  for  this  reason  I  should 
not  feel  myself  justified  if  I^did  not  give 
it  every  possible  opposition.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving  as  an  amend* 
ment,  the  Resolution  he  had  read  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  Grote  rose  immediately,  as  he  said, 
to  second  it..  He  never  rose  with  greater 
pleasure  than  for  this  purpose,  for  nothing 
could  have  been  proposed  in  which  he 
more  heartily  concurred.  Nothing  could 
result  from  the  inquiry  moved  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Whitehaven,  but  partial  state- 
ments and  crude  opinions.  Nobody  felt  a 
stronger  sense  than  he  did  of  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  House,  in  every  practicable 
way,  to  mitigate  distress ;  but  tnat  solemn 
subject  ought  not  to  be  made  the  cloak 
or  the  stalking-horse  for  bringing  for- 
ward peculiar  and  individual  theories.  If 
the  Committee  were  appointed,  the  first 
question  for  investigation  must  be.  Does 
this  general  and  unprecedented  distress 
exist  ?  He  (Mr.  G.),  for  one,  entirely  de- 
nied it.  Before  any  satisfactory  answer 
could  i)e  given  to  it,  the  cumbrous  details 
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and  complicated  relations  of  society  must 
be  examined;  but,  suppose  the  most 
laborious  Committee  that  had  ever  been 
named  commenced  the  great  subject — 
suppose  it  sat  daily  for  a  whole  month, 
and  examined  100  witnesses — could  suffi- 
cient information  be  procured,  even  ad- 
mitting the  100  witnesses  to  be  well-in- 
foflnedy  veracious,  and  unbiassed,  to  war- 
rant a  definitive  report  upon  this  wide  and 
important  topic  ?  He  felt  almost  ashamed 
to  appear  to  treat  the  matter  with  levity ; 
but  he  could  not  help  thinking,  that  the 
proceedings  of  such  a  Committee  could 
be  compared  only  to  the  progress  of  some 
rash  travellers,  who,  having  journeyed  over 
the  United  States  for  some  three  or  four 
months — having  questioned  passengers  in 
stage-coaches,  and  guests  at  tables  cThSte 
— ^having  examined  waiters,  and  sifted 
chambermaids — returned  to  this  country, 
and  pretended  to  give  a  full,  true,  and 
particular  account  of  the  United  States 
and  its  inhabitants ;  dogmatising  with  all 
the  conceit  of  would-be  philosophers,  and 
making  assertions  with  all  the  confidence 
of  long  resident  eye-witnesses.  He  was 
sure  that  the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven 
proposed  a  course  which  was  unsuited  for 
any  purpose  but  that  of  creating  doubt 
and  mistrust,  though  he  felt  himself  re- 
lieved from  going  into  any  detailed  argu- 
ments upon  that  point  by  the  way  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  put  his  Amend- 
ment. H(/ fully  concurred  with  the  noble 
Lord,  that  the  Committee  was  only  the 
garb  which  was  thrown  over  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's projects — it  was  only  the  husk 
and  shell  which  must  be  broken  and  cast 
away  before  the  real  import  of  the  ques- 
tion could  be  arrived  at.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's Motion  contained  three  distinct 
propositions --firsts  that  general  and  un- 
precedented distress  prevailed  in  the 
country — second,  that  that  distress  arose 
from  the  contraction  of  the  currency, 
and  the  low  prices  consequent  on  Peel's 
Bill— and  thira,  that  it  was  expedient  to 
counteract  these  evils  by  what  he  (Mr. 
Grote)  must  call  debasing  the  standard  of 
value.  On  each  of  these  points  he  should 
take  the  liberty  of  making  a  few  remarks. 
The  more  he  examined  and  investigated 
general  facts — which  were  the  only  evi- 
dence upon  which  an  opinion  as  to  the 
relative  amount  of  misery  could  be  founded 
—- the  more  did  they  se^n  to  him  to  dis- 
prove the  existence  of  unprecedented  dis- 
tress.   That  particular    classes  and    in- 
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terests  in  the  country  were  suffering  very 
much,  he  readily  admitted,  and  he  deeply 
lamented  that  it  should  be  so— but  there 
never  was  a  time  of  which  the  same  thing 
might  not  be  predicated,  and,  of  no  time 
could  that  be  more  truly  predicated  than 
of  the  halcyon  days  to  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Whitehaven  had  alluded.   He 
had  looked  into  the  Parliamentary'  De- 
bates  for  the  year  1810,  1812,  and  1814, 
and  he  could  say,  that  the  petitions  then 
presented  to  Parliament  attested  the  deep- 
est distress,  and  bespoke  quite  as  much 
sympathy  as  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Whitehaven  relative  to  the 
distress  of  the  present  period.     An  hon. 
Member  of  that  House  had  moved  for  a 
return  of   the  bankruptcies    which   had 
taken  place  since  1822,  which  return  he 
now  held  in  his  hand.     From  that  paper 
it  appeared  that  the  number  of  bankrupts 
from  the  1st  of  January,  1822,  tp  the  1st 
of  January,  1832,  was  19,376,  being  an 
average  of  1,761  per  year.     In  order  to 
draw  a  conclusion  from  this  document  as 
to  the  comparative  distress  existing  before 
and  after  Peel's  Bill,  he  had  added  to  the 
returns  the  years  1819,  1820,  1821  ;  the 
number  for  the  whole  period,  with  the 
addition  of  those  threcyears,  being  24,7 14 ; 
befng  an  annual  average  of  1,765  for  the 
fourteen  years.    When  he  looked  back  to 
the  interval  from  1808  to  1818,  he  found 
the  bankruptcies  amounted    to  21,609, 
being  an  annual  average  of  1,964;    and 
he  appealed  to  the  House  whether  the  less 
number  of  bankruptcies  at  the  later  period 
did  not  mark  a  sounder  and  more  im- 
proved course  of  frade,  than  prior  to  1819, 
more  especially  when  it  was  considered 
that  this  annual  average  of  1,964  was 
taken  from  a  much  more  contracted  com- 
mercial community  than  we  had  at  pre- 
sent— when  the  "  London  Directory"  con- 
tained fifty  per  cent  fewer  commercial 
names,  and  when  Manchester,  Birming- 
ham, and  the  other  principal  manufactur- 
ing towns  were  much  smaller  than  at  pre- 
sent, and  when  both  as  to  population  and 
capital,  they  were  of  less  importance  than 
at  present.    The  noble  Lord  had  already 
referred  to  the  increase  in  the  Poor-rates, 
but  the  figures  he  had  stated  did  not  pre- 
cisely agree  with  those  which  he  (Mr. 
Grote)  had  extracted  from  the  Parlia- 
mentary Return.     In  1803  the  expendi- 
ture was  4,707,000/. ;  whereas  the  expen- 
diture  in  1816,    1817,  and    1818,   was 
6,833,000/.    He  begged  to  compare  the 
P 
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difficulties  of  importation,  arising  from 
war,  so  as  to  increase  the  freight  and 
charged  ten  times  what  they  had  been  in 
later  times.  During  the  last  ten  or  twelve 
years  most  of  these  causes  had  ceased,  the 
seasons  had  been  generally  good,  and  the 
means  of  transport  between  country  and 
country  had  been  quickened  and  facilitated 
to  a  degree  before  unknown.  The  preva- 
lence, too,  of  undisturbed  tranquillity,  the 
improvements  in  sciences  and  the  increas* 
ed  international  communication,  had  all 
contributed  to  bring  into  operation  new 
means  of  production,  and  new  localities, 
which  had  not  been  turned  to  account 
before.  He  maintained  that  the  cause 
which  upheld  prices  so  much  from  1802 


to  1816  was  not  the  Bank  restriction »  but 
the  difficulty  of  .production ;  and  he  was 
further  prepared  to  show,  that  the  fall  of 
prices  since  1819  was  owing  to  causes 
connected  with  supply  and  demand.  If 
hon.  Members  would  take  the  trouble  to 
examine  how  stocks  of  various  commodi* 
ties  had  increased  when  the  obstructions 
of  the  war  were  removed,  they  would  see 
at  once  sufficient  cause  for  the  fall  in 
prices  without  imputing  to  PeeUs  Bill  any 
more  than  a  very  slight  effect  of  the  same 
kind.  As  an  iilustration  he  would  refer 
shortly  to  the  increase  in  the  stock  of  the 
great  staple  article  cotton,  according  to 
the  circular  of  the  brokers.  The  hon. 
Memberquoted  the  foUowingdocument :— - 


General  Import  of  Cotton  into  Great  Britain  from  1817  to  1836  inclusive,  the  quantity  taken 
for  Export  and  Home  Consumption,  and  the  Stock  remaining  at  the  close  of  each  Year. 


1817. 

1818. 

1819. 

1830. 

• 

1831. 

Packages  exported     ..... 
Taken  for  Home  Consumption      . 
Stock  at  the  close  of  each  year    . 

33,600 
418,600 
113,000 

60,100 
417,500 
307,700 

66,770 
433,600 
353,700 

37,540 
490,900 
406,700 

53,600 
491,650 
354,320 

1833. 

1823. 

1834. 

1835. 

1836. 

Packages  exported 

Taken  for  Home  Consumption     . 

Stock  at  the  rloee  of  each  year    • 

60,010 
541350 
385,500 

35,380 
534.390 
385,800 

53,100 
639,100 
335,360 

75,530 
565,430 
415,660 

95^000 
559,660 
343,500 

From  this  it  was  clear  that  the  quantity 
imported  was  greater  than  the  market 
could  take  off;  and  that  of  itself  would  be 
a  sufficient  cause  for  depreciating  the 
price.  The  great  increase  of  the  import 
of  cotton  it  was  easy  to  account  for,  if 
they  looked  at  the  vast  quantities  raised 
in  Egypt,  in  the  East,  and  above  all  in 
the  United  States  of  America.  He  could 
point  out  other  articles  of  consumption 
which  had  increased  in  a  similar  propor- 
tion ;  but  he  was  afraid  of  wearying  the 
House ;  and  he  should  conclude  the  re- 
marks he  had  to  make,  with  one  or  two 
observations  on  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member,  for  rectifying  (as  he  expressed 
it)  the  currency.  Such  a  measure  as  that 
he  would  strenuously  oppose  to  the  last ; 
and  he  was  sure  that  no  Parliament,  re- 
formed or^unreformed,  would  ever  consent 
to  such  immorality.  An  artificial  rise  of 
prices  w6uld  ma^e  a  vast  change  in  all 
contracts.  It  would  benefit  those  only 
whose  debts  exceeded  their  credits — those 
who  owed  to  others  more  th^n  others  owed 
to  them.  He  could  not  conceal  from 
himself  the  resemblance  between  this  pro- 


posal and  a  state  of  things  described  in  the 
Gospel .  It  was  said  of  the  unjust  Steward — 
'  So  he  called  every  one  of  his  Lord's 

*  debtors  unto  him,  and  said  unto  the  first, 

*  How  much  owest  thou  unto  my  Lord  ? 

'  And  he  said  an  hundred  measures  of 
^  oil :  And  he  said  unto  him,  Take  thy 

*  bill,  and  sit  down  quickly,  and  write 

*  down  fifty. 

'  Then  said  he  to  another,  And  how 

*  much  owest  thou  ?  And  he  said  an  hun- 
'  dred  measures  of  wheat :  And  he  sakl 

*  unto  him,  Take  thy  Bill,  and  write  four 

*  score.' 

Such  a  measure  as  that  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  the  effect 
of  making  a  similar  reduction.  When 
100^.  was  due,  60L  would,  in  fact,  be 
paid.  That  was  the  sum  and  substance 
of  the  object  proposed  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Whitehaven  ;  and  he  put  it  to  the 
House  whether,  consistently  with  sonnd 
and  rational  legislation-— whether,  consist- 
ently with  principles  of  integrity  and  jus- 
tice, they  could  ever  lend  themselves  to 
such  a  change  in  all  the  pecuniary  trans- 
actions  of  the  country  ?    The  House  had 
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been  told  that  it  would  remedy  distress ; 
but  surely  those  who  maintained  this 
opinion  had  not  looked  carefulij  to  the 
consequences  of  the  proceeding.  Who, 
be  would  ask/  would  refrain  from  con- 
suming his  substance — who  would  endea- 
vour to  save  for  his  family — ^if  the  Legisla- 
ture might  thus  on  every  occasion  interfere 
to  rob  him  of  the  fruits  of  his  industry? 
If  any  hon.  Member  had  a  specific  propo- 
sition to  make  regarding  the  currency— if 
he  could  point  out  any  mode  of  making  it 
more  effectual  for  its  legitimate  purpose,  he 
should  be  ready  to  listen ;  but  he  main- 
tained that  it  would  be  a  flagrant  abuse  of 
legislative  supremacy  to  apply  its  power 
intentionally  either  to  lower  or  elevate 
prices.  It  would  be  a  gross  abuse  of  the 
trust  reposed  in  a  Reformed  Parliament, 
and  he  for  one  would  never  consent  to  it. 
Mr.  Cobbett  spoke  to  the  following 
effect: — Before  I  speak  on  the  Motion 
before  the  House,  I  shall  beg  leave  to 
allude  to  what  fell  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City,  who  is  one  of  my  Representa- 
tives. The  hon.  Member  tooK  much  pains 
to  show  that  all  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
relative  to  altering  thevalue  of  money,  and 
about  issuing  the  one-pound  notes,  and 
preventing  the  issue  of  them,  of  which  the 
hon.  member  for  Whitehaven  spoke  at 
such  length — had  no  effect  at  all.  That 
they  neiuer  raised  nor  lowered  prices,  and 
were  of  no  consequence.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  something  about  supply  and  de- 
mand regulating  the  quantity  of  money, 
and  made  it  out  that  the  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment had  no  effect  at  all.  But  I  remember 
soon  after  the  passing  of  the  celebrated 
Bill  of  the  very  celebrated  Baronet  on  my 
right  hand,  that  prices  fell  so  low  that 
the  Parliament  made  haste  to  pass  a  Bill 
to  put  a  stop  to  it.  That  Bill  had  hardly 
passed  when  prices  rose  agam,  and  con- 
tinued to  rise  till  the  system  came  to  an 
end  in  1825  and  1826.  Then  the  Bill 
was  passed  to  put  a  stop  to  the  issue  of 
one  and  two  pound  notes,  and  prices  fell 
and  continued  to  fall.  At  that  time  I 
presented  a  petition  to  this  House.  I 
highly  approved  of  the  return  to  payment 
in  the  King's  coin,  and  of  absolutely  put- 
ting an  end  to  the  dirty,  infamous  paper 
money ;  but  1  besought  the  House,  if  it 
passed  that  Bill,  to  reduce  the  expenses 
of  the  country,  and  I  told  the  House  that 
if  it  did  pass  the  Bill  and  did  not  reduce 
taxation,  it  would,  as  sure  as  fire  burns, 
^ring  aacb  min  on  this  country  as  no  state 


had  ever  experienced.  My  Representative, 
however,  in  such  reasoning  as  lie  used, 
stated  that  he  could  not  support  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  member  for  White- 
haven. He  called  it  immoral,  and  a 
robbery,  and  referred  to  Holy  Writ,  and 
said  it  was  like  telling  a  man  to  take  his 
bill  and  write  down  50L  instead  of  IQO/. 
— that  it  was  cheating ;  and  yet  he  says 
that  the  Acts  regulating  the  issue  of 
paper  money  have  had  no  effect  at  all. 
My  hon.  Representative  must  review  his 
political  philosophy.  There  is  another 
opinion  which  I  have  heard  to-night 
equally  wrong,  and  of  a  more  dangerous 
description,  and  it  is  not  the  less  dangerous 
because  it  has  been  generally  adopted  by 
the  Gentlemen  who  have  occupied  the 
Bench  opposite.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Althorp)  has  in  part  adopted  the  plan. 
The  argument  was,  that  in  the  same  pro- 
portion as  sugar  and  coffee,  for  example, 
were  consumed,  in  that  same  proportion 
were  the  people  well  off  and  happy. 
How? — How  was  this  consumption  ascer- 
tained ?  By  the  amount  of  the  tax ;  so 
that  in  proportion  as  the  people  paid 
taxes  they  were  said  to  be  well  off.  They 
would  be  better  off  then  if  they  had  more 
taxes  to  pay.  Supposing  the  tax  the  same 
and  the  amount  of  population  the  same, 
the  increased  quantity  consumed  is  known 
by  the  increased  revenue.  The  greater 
the  quantity  consumed  therefore  the  more 
tax  is  paid,  and  the  happier  are  the  people. 
There  are  many  things  to  be  considered  in 
this  statement.  I  can  show  that  the 
population  remaining  the  same,  and  the 
rate  of  the  tax  the  same,  that  the  increased 
amount  of  the  tax  may  be  taken  as  a  proof 
that  the  population  of  the  country  is 
increasing  in  misery.  How  can  I  show 
this  ?  Suppose  the  tax  to  be  laid  on  sugar 
— soldiers  like  sugar ;  though,  perhaps,  I 
should  make  the  case  clearer  if  I  were  to 
take  something  the  soldiers  like  better 
than  sugar,  and  which  goes  down  the 
throat  somewhat  easier — but  I  will  take 
sugar.  Now,  you  raise  an  army  of 
100,000  men,  and  you  tax  the  industrious 
people  to  pay  that  100,000  men.  You 
give  the  taxes  to  the  soldiers,  and  the 
soldiers  buy  sugar  instead  of  the  people, 
and  the  amount  of  the  tax  may  be  the 
same  or  greater  than  before.  But  the 
more  soldiers  you  have,  and  the  more 
sugar  they  consume,  the  greater  will  be 
the  demands  on  the  people — the  greater 
will  be  the  amount  of  the  revenue  derived 
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from  sugar,  and  the  more  miserable  the 
tax-payers.    It  is  of  great  importance  that 
this  argument  should  be  set  aside  if  it  can 
be.  If  you  take  away  from  the  industrious 
people,  and  give  to  the  idle,  you  may  go 
on  mcreasing  the  revenue  which  the  idle 
consumers  yield,  but  you  give  to  the  idle 
in  the  place  of  the  industrious ;  and,  while 
the  amount  of  the  revenue  is  increased, 
you  increase  the  misery  of  the  industrious 
people.    I  shall  now  state  that  I  intend 
to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Whitehaven,  though  his  doctrine  may 
be  wrong.    I  am  not  of  the  same  opinion 
as  the  bon.  member  for  Whitehaven  as  to 
money ;  but  that  is  not  the  ({uestion.   The 
proposition  is,  to  go  into  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry;  that  is  all.     It  is  nothing  but  for 
an  inquiry.     It  is  said  that  the  people 
will  take  fright    if  the  House  inquire. 
What,  will  they  be  frightened  if  we  inquire 
into  nothing  but  the  state  of  their  distress 
and  its  causes,  including,  amongst  others, 
the  changes  which  have  been  made  in  the 
money  of  the  country,  and  the  effects  of 
Acts  which  have  been  passed  for  regu- 
lating the  issue  of  BeniJL  notes  in  that  dis- 
tress ?     What  can  be  more  proper  than 
to  inquire  into  the  changes  in  the  money  ? 
It  has  been  tossed  up  and  down  several 
times.  Parliament  has  meddled  with  it  over 
and  over  again,  and  the  people  want  to 
know  the  facts  of  the  case.     If  the  people 
now  have  their  own  Representatives,  why 
should  they  not  inquire  into  why  this  was 
done,  and  for  what  purpose  it  was  done, 
and  into  its  consequences  ?    Nothing  can 
be  more  proper.    We  are  not  bound  to 
agree  to  the  remedy  proposed  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Whitehaven.     I  quite  agree 
with  him  as  to  the  causes  of  the  distress, 
but  I  do  not  assert,  that  enough  has  not 
been  said  about    paper    money  as  the 
remedy.    There  is  another  mode  of  going 
to  work.    The  Ministers  must  either  cut 
down  the  taxes,  or  they  must  put  up  the 
money.    I  should  in  the  Committee  pro- 
pose to  cut  down  the  taxes.    When  the 
Bill  was  before  the  House  in  1826,  I  said 
it  would  work  mischief,  and  it  has  not  done 
Its  work  yet.  I  then  declared  that  it  would 
be  confiscation,  and  end  in  ruin.    The 
hon.  member  for  Essex,  as  he  no  doubt 
remembers,  said  in  1819,  that  the  evil  was 
only  in  the  transition  from  paper  tp  gold, 
only  during  the  progress  of  the  change, 
during  the  time  we  were  going  from  the 
paper;  and  that  when  we  had  got  the  gold 


Well,  we  have  got  the  gold  ;  but  we  have 
not  got  to  the  end  of  our  ioconveoienest. 
If  we  go  on  as  we  have  been  going,  we 
shall  go  on  to  the  ruin  of  the  eountry ;  we 
shall  bring  down  the  middle  classes  to  that 
state  in  which  the  lowest  class  now  is.    I 
am  satisfied  that,  ere  long,  there  will  be 
fifty  houses  to  be  let  in  Fleet«street— there 
are   already   thirty^rsix    unlet — and    no 
tenants  to  be  had ;  and  the  rents  must  be 
reduced  to  one  quarter  of  what  they  are 
at  present.    The  rents  are  at  present  not 
one-half  what  they  were  ten  years  ago, 
when,   instead  of  there  being  thirty-six 
houses  to  choose  from,  a  man  bad  to  wait 
five  years  for  the  chance  of  a  vacancy. 
The  noble  Lord  is  not  aware  of  the  state 
of  the  middle  classes.      He  hears  only 
flatterers,  and  they  tell  him  nothing  but 
flattery.     I  would  have  prevented   the 
passing  of  the  Bill  which  occasioned  this. 
I  presented  a  petition  against  it;  1  asserted 
that  if  you  did  not  induce  taTcation  to  the 
standard  of  1792,  you  would  produce  ruin 
and  misery  to  the  kingdom,  such  as  had 
never  been  seen.    I  told  you  that  then, 
and  you  laughed  then  as  you  laugh  now. 
You  always  did  laugh.    There  is  a  time 
to  laugh,  and  a  time  to  weep ;  and  if  yoii 
laueh  now»  you  may  weep  hereafter.    I 
dif!er  from  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the 
remedy  :  I  agree  with  him  as  to  the  cause 
of  the  distress ;  I  stand  up  for  gold,  but  I 
am  for  the  reduction  of  taxes  to   the 
standard  of  1792;  I  want  the  taxes  reduced 
to  the  amount  of  the  taxes  in  1792.  That 
is  the  remedy.  I  am  not  for  that  reduction 
which  was  called  the  Budget,    I  am  not 
for  taking  off  100,000/.  of  Uxes.    Was  a 
Reformed  Parliament  wanted  for  that  ?  The 
people  wanted  a  Reformed  Parliament  for 
what  I  propose.  They  recollect  how  happy 
the  country  was  in  1792 — how  she  was 
bounding  forward  in  the  career  of  pros- 
perity, though  she  had  just  come  out  of  a 
disastrous  war — the  most  disastrous  war 
she  had  ever  encountered,  and  yet  she  was 
prosperous.    The  fleet  had  been  reduced, 
but  Spain  offended  England,   and  Pitt 
fitted  out  an  armament  to  make  Spain 
submit.    That  war  was  called  the  Catskiu 
war.    England  was  then  dreaded  by  all 
around  her.    She  was  armed  at  all  points 
and  ready  to  assert  her  power  and  this  was 
at  the  end  of  a  disastrous  war.  When  the 
northern  Powers  formed  a  coalition  against 
her,  called  the  armed  neutrality,  she  wai 
ready  to  meet  all  the  great  Powers  comr 


we  should  have  no  more  inconvenience.  |  bined,    Aod  what  did  aU  tlu«  groitt  force 
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cost  then?  I  dare  say  the  House  will 
hardly  believe  it  when  I  state  it;  the  Army 
the  Navy,  the  whole  ex|>ense  of  the 
Ordnance  and  all  in  1792»  was  only 
49226,943/.  or  half  a  million  less  than  the 
navy  alone  now  costs.  And  what  is  this 
for  f  This  is  what  the  people  expect  the 
Ministers  to  account  for.  They  do  not 
want  a  miserable  Budget,  with  a  few 
pounds  of  savings;  they  want  to  know 
why  you  do  not  reduce  the  expenses  down 
to  those  of  1792.  The  debt  then  was 
9,000,000/.,  and  the  whole  expenditure 
was  15,000,000/.,  rather  less  than  what 
our  Navy,  Army,  Ordnance,  and  other 
things  now  cost.  Our  present  condition 
too,  is  the  result  of  twenty-two  years  of 
glorious  war — not  at  the  end  of  a  disastrous 
war — but  at  the  end  of  a  war  which  was 
to  give  us  *'  indemnity  for  the  past,  and 
security  for  the  future ;  " — at  the  end  of  a 
war  into  which  the  Spencers  and  the 
Portlands  and  the  Fiizwilliams  drove  Mr. 
Pitt,  to  get  indemnity  for  the  past  and 
security  for  the  future.  **  Go  on,  ** 
said  old  George  Rose  "  only  carry 
it  through,  and  at  the  peace  you  will  be 
sure  to  have  indemnity  for  the  past,  and 
security  for  the  future."  Our  debt  is  now 
28,000,000/.  a-year.  I  would  not  take 
off  one  penny  of  the  debt.  I  do  not  want 
to  make  an  equitable  adjustment — ^though 
till  an  equitable  adjustment  be  made  by 
the  prices  of  1819,  justice  will  not  be 
done — and  that  is  necessary  even  for  the 
safety  of  the  fundholders  themselves.  Our 
debt,  which  is  now  28,000,000/.,  was  then 
9,000,000/.:  18,000,000/.  are  now  re- 
quired  for  carryioe  on  the  affairs  of  the 
country,  which  ritt  carried  on  for 
6,000,000/.  The  people  want  to  know  the 
reason  for  the  difference.  They  care  nothing 
about  the  driblets  of  the  Budget — nothing 
aboutthe  monetary  system ;  they  wanttheir 
burthens  taken  off;  and  they  want  to  know 
why  the  affairs  of  the  country  cannot  be 
carried  on  now  as  cheaply  as  they  were  in 
1792?  What  makes  the  difference? 
Why  do  we  want  18,000,000/.  now,  when 
in  1792  only  6,000,000/.  were  required? 
Because  it  has  been  required  to  augment 
the  plunder  which  the  aristocracy  take 
from  the  people.  The  people  grudge  the 
Navy  nothing.  They  would  sell  the  shirts 
off  their  backs  rather  than  the  Navy 
should  oot  be  rewarded;  but  that  is  no 
reason  why  the  money  should  be  squan- 
dered.   I  will  show  you  how  this  is  done. 

You  shall  bear.  In  1792|  Pitt  had  forty- 
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four  admirals — we  have  170.  And  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  admitted,  the  other  day,  that 
the  Navy  was  not  in  as  great  force  now  as  it 
was  in  1792,  yet  we  have  170  admirals 
and  Pitt  had  only  forty-four.  What  is 
that  for?  Pitt  had  620  captains  and 
commanders ;  but  ours  is  a  glorious  time, 
for  the  noble  Lprd  has  got  1684,  and 
what  is  more,  he  has  got  110  men  who 
have  been  made  admirals  since  the  peace, 
and  400  men  who  have  been  made  cap- 
tains since  the  peace.  And  why  have 
they  been  made?  Why  some  of  them 
have  been  made,  that  the  two  sons  of  Earl 
Grey  may  be  placed  over  the  heads  of 
brave  and  deserving  officers  [Marks  of 
disapprobation,']  Oh  !  that  is  unfashion- 
able. It  is  not  good  —it  is  not  good  be- 
haviour. Well,  I  beg  your  pardon  that  I 
let  it  out.  We  have  one  commissioned 
officer  to  every  five  seamen  and  marines ; 
we  have  one  post  captain  to  every  four- 
teen seamen  and  marines ;  and  we  have 
one  admiral  to  every  125  seamen  and 
marines.  Glorious  country  !  Let  us  be 
proud  of  it.  In  1792,  Pitt's  Board  of 
Admiralty,  and  other  officers,  cost 
58,000/. ;  now  ours  costs  147,000/.  What 
is  that  wanted  for  ?  The  people  ask  that. 
It  is  only  to  take  money  out  of  their 
pockets,  and  put  it  into  the  pockets  of  the 
others.  Half-pay,  pensions,  and  allow- 
ances to  the  Navy,  at  present  are 
1,625,000/.;  as  much  as  Pitt's  whole 
Navy  cost,  except  about  359,000/.  What 
is  that  for?  [Sir  James  Graham:  No, 
No.]  I  ask  again,  what  is  that  for  ?  And 
I  say  that  the  people  want  to  know  that ; 
and  they  want,  not  paper  money,  but 
justice.  Do  justice  to  the  people — cut 
down  the  expenditure,  or  raise  up  the 
money — and  it  will  be  perfectly  right. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  moved  the  other  day  for 
the  wages  of  22,500  seamen  and  marines, 
and  the  sum  was  687,000/.;  but  the 
hon.  Baronet  showed,  though  that  was 
when  he  was  out  of  office,  that  113 
Privy  Councillors  sacked  650,000/. 
ambngst  them -^113  Privy  Councillors 
get  as  much  as  maintain  all  the  sea- 
men and  marines.  There  are  some  old 
women  on  the  pension-list  who  receive 
more  than  all  the  seamen  and  marines, 
with  their  bedding,  baggage,  food  and  all. 
These  are  the  things  which  the  people 
want  to  have  reduced.  The  scholastic 
distioctioni  of  my  boUt  Representative 
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about  the  yalae  of  money  are  too  refined  I 
for  them — they  do  not  understand  the 
matter;  but  they  understand  that  they 
pay  too  much.     Why  should  they-  pay 
more  than  in  1792,  exclusive  of  the  debt? 
They  do  not  ask  to  touch  that,  though  a 
right  hon.  Baronet  whom  I  see  opposite, 
proposed  to  reduce  it  thirty  per  cent.     I 
do  not  put  confidence  in  the  right  hon. 
Baronet — I    have  never  done  that.       I 
must  here  say,  that  the  War-office  ac- 
counts are  well  kept,  compared  to  those  of 
other  offices ;  but  the  Navy  Estimates  are 
the  most  confused  things  possible.   A  poor 
Member  of  Parliament  cannot  understand 
them.  The  mode  of  making  out  the  Esti- 
mates of  1792,  in  which  every  name  was 
inscribed  was  much  preferable.     That  was 
tlie  manner  in  which  the  Estimates  were 
drawn  up  in  Pitt's  time,  before  he  was 
corrupted  by  the  Whigs,  who  drove  him 
loto  a  war  for  indemnity  and  security. 
The  Secretary  at  War  has,  1  see,  214 
persons  on  his  list,  as  retired  from  his 
office.   The  Deputy  Secretary  at  War  has 
retired  on  a  pension  of  2,500/.     I  hope 
the  Gentleman  has  got  a  good  constitution. 
There  are  214  clerks  on  the  retired  list; 
but  all  the  employis  and  clerks  of  the 
office  are  only   thirty-three;  and    these 
214  persons  have  pensions  for  their  lives, 
costing  the  country  no  less  than  51,000/. 
Why  should  they  swallow  up  the  property 
of  the  people  ?    They  served  but  a  short 
time,  and  were  well  paid  during  the  time 
of  their  service.     Nobody  can  say,  that 
this  is  right.     I  remember  a  few  nights 
ago,  when   I  was  speaking  against  the 
practice  of  the  Justices,  who  were  game 
preservers  themselves,  banishing  men  for 
poaching    that    the    hon.  and    learned 
Gentleman,  the  member  for  Hull,  took 
me  to   task,    and,   using    some  learned 
words,  accused  me — adcapiandum  vulgus 
— of  flattering  the  mob.     He  said,  that 
it  was    flattering  the  mob  to  say  that 
it  was  not  right  that  men    should    be 
banished  or  hanged  by  Justices  who  were 
game  preservers ;  but  in  spite  of  its  being 
again  said  that  I  flatter  the  mob,  I  must 
assert,  that  it  is  not  right  to  make  the 
people  pay  58,000/.  to  those  people  who 
were  well  paid  while  they  served  them. 
One  is  put  out  that  another  may  be  put  in ; 
and  after  the  one  who  is  put  in  lounges 
into  the  offices,  picks  his  teeth,  and  reads 
the  newspaper  for  a  year  or  two,  he  is 
placed  on  the  retired  list  to  make  way 
ibr   another,      I  wanted  tlie  names  of 


these  retired  men^  as  I  wanted  the  oameB 
of  the  stamp  distribtttora,  bat  I  could  uot 
get  them.    If  i  had  the  names  I  could 
show  in    what  manner  the  peopk   aie 
robbed,    and    who  rob  them ;    bat  not 
having  the  names  I  can  only  guess  at  it. 
I  will  not  detain  the  House,    i  will  only 
add  this  one  remark.   If  Iheaffiursof  this 
country  had  been  managed  since  the  peace 
in  1814,  as  they  were  managed  m  1792, 
and  the  taxes  had  remained  &e  same,  and 
we  had  paid  every  farthing  of  the  interest 
of  the  debt,  the  noble  Ix>rd  would  not 
have  brought  forth  such  a  Budget  as  that 
of  the  other  night;  but  we  should  have 
paid  off  260,000,000/.  of  the  principal  of 
the  debt  since  the  peace.   Calculating  the 
rate  of  compound  interest,  as  we  might  on 
this  payment,  it  would  have  amoanted  to 
400,000,000/. ;  and  if  the  aristocracy  had 
paid  their  proper  proportion  of  the  taxes 
we  might  have  paid  off  600,000,000/.  of 
the  debt.     1  will  vote  for  going  into  the 
Committee.    There  has  b^n  robbery — 
there  has  been  plunder,  that  is  admitted 
on  all  sides ;  and  is  there  nobody  respons* 
ible  for  it?    The  noble  Lord  says,  that  if 
we  committed  aa  error  in  1819,  that  is  no 
reason  why  we  should  commit  another 
now.    But  if  an  error  has  been  committed 
— if  a  monstrous  piece  of  injustice  has 
been  practised — are  we  not  to  inquire  into 
who  committed  it  ?    If  we  are  not,'it  will 
come  to  this,  that  there  is  nobody  respons- 
ible for  such  wrong.    Does  the  responsi- 
bility of  office  only  mean  responsible  for 
getting  the  salary  ?  I  will  sit  down,  thank- 
ing the  House  for  the  attention  with  which 
it  has  heard  me ;  which  has  been,  I  can 
assure  it,  greater  than  I  expected. 

Mr.  Richards  would  not  attempt  to 
follow  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham 
through  his  amusing,  but  somewhat  dis- 
cursive speech,  nor  would  he  go  into  an 
examination  of  his  opinions ;  but  there 
were  two  of  them  which  he  could  not  pass 
entirely  unnoticed; — one  was,  that  we 
should  no  longer  use  paper  money — ano- 
ther that  we  should  enter  into  what  he 
called  an  equitable  adjustment  with  the 
public  creditor.  The  first  satisfied  him 
that  the  hon.  Member  did  not  understand 
the  nature  and  effects  of  paper  money ; 
the  other  would  inevitably  lead  to  the  de« 
struction  of  public  credit,  and  to  confisca* 
tion  and  plunder,  revolution  and  blood. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  in  reply* 
ing  to  the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven, 
implied    that    similar    dreadfol   conse* 
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qitences  would  result  from  the  success  of 
his  hon.  friend's  Motion.  If  he  rightly 
understood  his  hon.  friend's  proposition,  it 
was^ — that  robbery,  confiscation,  and  fraud, 
having  been  perpetrated  upon  one  class  of 
the  people  of  England  by  the  Bill  of  1819, 
commonly  termed  Mr.  Peel's  Bill,  he 
called  on  the  House  and  the  Government 
to  inquire  into  the  extent  of  this  injury 
and  fraud,  and  into  the  manner  in  which 
wrongs  of  such  magnitude  could  best  be 
redressed  and  remedied.  The  noble  Lord 
seemed  disinclined  to  grant  a  Committee 
to  inouire  into  the  efi^ct  of  Mr.  Peel's 
Bill,  from  the  fear  that  such  an  inquiry 
might  excite  alarm ;  but,  surely,  that  was 
taking  a  very  narrow  view  of  the  subject. 
He  would  observe,  that  the  Bill  of  1819 
was  improperly  called  by  the  name  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for  Tam- 
worth.  It  should  rather  bear  the  name  of 
the  late  Earl  of  Liverpool,  for  he  was  the 
author  of  it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  retnrned,  a  short  time  previous  to  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill,  into  Parliament, 
from  Ireland ;  and  although  he  had  not 
then  had  much  experience  either  of  mone- 
tary, financial,  or  commercial  matters, 
yet,  being  a  man  of  acknowledged  talents, 
and  an  accomplished  and  eloquent  speaker, 
the  Bill  had  been  put  into  his  hands  in 
the  belief  that  he  could  carry  it  through 
the  House  of  Commons  with  better  success 
than  the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. He  well  recollected  hearing  from 
the  Gallery  of  that  House,  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  when  he  introduced 
that  Bill ;  and  saying  to  an  hon.  friend  of 
his,  formerly  a  Member  of  that  House, 
**  that  the  harp  of  Orpheus  was  not  more 
charming  than  his  manner ;  but  that,  as 
to  his  matter,  he  appeared  not  to  know 
anything  whatever  of  the  subject  on  which 
he  had  been  speaking."  That  had  been 
his  opinion,  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
delivered  his  speech,  and  he  had  since 
seen  no  reason  to  alter  it.  In  saying  this, 
he  meant  no  disrespect  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  In  common  with  the  House  and 
the  country,  he  admired  his  great  and 
splendid  talents — ^but  he  appeared  in  1819, 
not  to  have  paid  that  attention  to  the 
nature  and  effects  of  our  monetary  system, 
which,  no  doubt,  he  had  done  since.  His 
hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Whitehaven, 
had  now  come  forward  with  a  proposition, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  inquire  into 
the  effect  this  Bill  of  Lord  Liverpool's  had 
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tress  under  which  the  country  now  suffered, 
in  order,  if  possible,  to  afford  that  relief 
which  was  imperiously  required.  That 
was  the  plain  and  simple  object  of  his 
hon.  friend.  In  refusing  this  inquiry, 
from  the  fear  of  exciting  alarm,  the  noUe 
Lord  seemed  to  take  a  very  narrow  view 
of  the  subject.  But  before  he  adverted 
more  particularly  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord,  he  must  speak  of  the  great 
change  which  had  taken  place  in  the  cur* 
rency  of  the  country  in  1797,  and  the 
still  greater  effected,  in  1819,  by  Lord 
Liverpool's  Bill.  The  measure  of  1797 
was  defended  on  the  ground  of  necessity ; 
but  whether  necessary  or  not,  it  led  pro- 
gressively to  a  large  increase  of  the  circu- 
lating medium.  It  was  well  known  that 
the  taxes  of  the  war  could  never  have  been 
imposed  and  levied  but  for  this  increase  in 
the  quantity  of  money.  The  relations, 
also,  between  property  and  money  were 
quite  changed.  And  the  question  in 
1819,  ought  not  to  have  been,  whether  it 
was  practicable  to  return  to  the  standard 
of  money  which  existed  before  1797,  but 
whether  with  reference  to  the  circumstances 
in  which  the  country  was  placed  in  1819, 
after  having  departed  for  twenty -two  years 
from  that  standard,  we  could,  with  safety 
to  the  interests  of  property,  and  with  jus- 
tice to  the  people  of  England,  return  to  it. 
In  the  inquiry  which  was  instituted  by 
Parliament  into  the  effect  of  the  Bank  re- 
striction on  the  value  of  money,  not  the 
slightest  reference  was  made  as  to  the 
effects  which  the  Act  of  1819  might  have 
on  the  country,  on  the  public  debt,  and 
on  private  debts,  and  taxes !  He  had  re- 
peatedly warned  the  Government  of  the 
fatal  consequences  that  would  result  from 
the  Bill.  But  the  difference  between  the 
market  price  of  gold  and  the  Mint  price 
was  declared  to  be  the  measure  of  the  de- 
preciation of  the  currency ;  and  as  this 
difference  was  not  more  than  three  or  four 
per  cent,  it  was  thought  of  no  importance. 
If  the  Government  had  supposed  the  de- 
preciation to  be  thirty  or  forty  per  cent, 
they  would  never  have  attempted  to  return 
to  the  old  standard.  During  the  debate 
on  the  Bill  in  the  House  of  Commons,  he 
had  met  the  late  Mr.  Ricardo  in  the  lobby, 
and  on  telling  him  that  the  Bill  had  been 
argued  on  the  assumption,  that  the  depre- 
ciation in  the  value  of  money  was  not  more 
than  three  per  cent,  but  that  he  (Mr. 
Richards)  calculated  it  to  be  33-^  per 
cent,  that   eminent   man  taid-^Mf  I 
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thought  no,  Sir,  I  would  not  vote  for  the 
Bill."  An  hoD.  friend  of  his,  many  years  a 
Member  of  the  House,  bad  assured  him, 
that  Mr.  Ricardo,  a  short  time  only  before 
his  death,  acknowledged  to  him,  that  he 
was  convinced,  that  the  depreciation  was 
from  twenty  to  twenry-five  per  cent,  and 
that  he  regretted  the  error  he  had  fallen 
into.  [Call  of  **  Question:']  If  it  were 
the  pleasure  of  the  House  not  to  hear  him, 
be  should  bow  to  its  decision ;  but  he 
would  not  be  put  down  by  the  clamour  of  an 
individual.  T^e  hon.  Member  might  leave 
the  House.  In  the  discussion  on  the 
Irish  Disturbances  Bill,  three  or  four  hon. 
Members  interrupted  him  by  similar  cries 
of  *^  Question ;  **  and  an  hon.  friend  of 
his  was  told  on  asking  them  if  they  had 
any  dislike  to  the  hon.  member  for  Knares- 
borough?  was  answered,  '*oh  no;  we 
only  want  some  fun."  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  one  of  those  who  wished  for 
*'  fun,"  he  had  better  seek  it  out-of-doors. 
If  Lord  Liverpool's  Bill  increased  the 
value  of  money  between  thirty  and  forty 
per  cent,  and,  consequently,  made  this 
difference,  to  the  disadvantage  of  debtors, 
ID  all  contracts  which  had  been  entered 
into,  as  well  as  in  the  taxes  and  in  the 
public  debt ;  was  not  this  sufficient  ground 
for  inquiry?  If  the  landed,  the  manu- 
facturing, and  the  commercial  interests 
were  all  distressed,  ought  not  this  House 
to  inquire  into  the  causes  of  that  distress  ? 
Was  not  the  book,  published  by  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners,  which  proved  the 
existence  of  deep  and  extensive  distress 
amongst  the  labouring  classes,  matter  for 
serious  inquiry?  The  noble  Lord  said, 
if  you  alter  the  standard,  you  will  occa- 
sion confiscation  and  robbery.  Consider- 
ing the  time  which  had  elapsed  since 
181 9,  he  was  not  at  all  disposed  to  ad- 
voibate  a  return  to  the  value  of  money 
at  that  period ;  nor  was  he  sure,  that 
great  relief  might  not  be  given  without 
any  alteration  whatever  of  the  present 
standard.  He  wished  for  inquiry ;  and, 
therefore,  would  give  his  support  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon,  member  for  White- 
haven. If  he  should  have  the  honour 
of  being  one  of  the  Members  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry,  or  if  he  should  be 
examined  as  a  witness,  he  should  be  able 
to  suggest  certain  regulations  by  which, 
without  any  alteration  in  the  standard, 
all  classes  in  the  community  would  be 
benefitted.      But  how  could    the  noble 
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friend  with  wishing  to  introduce  a  measure 
which  would  lead  to  spoliation  and  rob- 
bery. When  that  noble  Lord  voted  for 
the  Bill  of  1819,  no  matter  on  which  side 
of  the  House  he  sat,  he  supported  a  mea- 
sure which  had  occasioned  greater  rob- 
bery, and  plunder,  and  confiscation,  than 
any  other  single  measure  which  ever  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  a  Government  or  a 
Legislature  on  the  face  of  the  earth. 
The  hon.  member  for  the  City,  part  of 
whose  speech  only  he  had  had  the  honour 
to  hear,  had  said  that  money  could  be  pro- 
cured with  great  facility  at  a  low  rate  of 
interest,  and  therefore,  that  money  was 
sufficiently  plentiful.  The  inference  be 
(Mr.  Richards)  drew  from  the  low  rate  of 
interest  was,  that  there  was  only  a  low  rate 
of  profit.  If  the  rate  of  interest  were 
high,  it  would  be  a  proof  that  profits  were 
high,  and  trade  prosperous.  And  the 
converse  of  this  was  true.  Now,  was  low 
interest  so  much  a  proof  of  the  supera- 
bundance of  money  as  that,  for  some 
cause  or  other,  it  could  not  be  profitably 
employed  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  denied 
that  there  was  any  depreciation  to  any- 
thing like  the  extent  which  had  been 
stated  ;  and  he  had  cited,  as  a  reason  for 
his  opinion,  the  amount  of  Bank  notes  at 
different  periods.  But,  not  only  were  the 
hon.  Member's  figures  wrong,  but  he  had 
forgotten  altogether  to  notice  the  circula- 
tion of  the  country  bankers.  The  noble 
Lord  admitted  that  injustice  was  done  by 
the  measure  of  1819  ;  but  he  asked  whe- 
ther we  should  not  do  injustice  to  ano- 
ther class  of  persons  by  reverting  to  tlie 
former  system?  But  no  one  wished  to 
revert  to  the  former  system.  The  noble 
Lord  seemed  not  aware  of  the  great  and 
important  difference  there  was  in  altering 
the  standard,  between  altering  it  in  favour 
of  the  productive  classes,  and  the  unpro- 
ductive. Nor  did  he  at  all  take  into 
consideration  the  amount  of  the  public 
debt  and  the  taxes ;  and,  in  this  way,  the 
injury  which  had  been  infiicted  on  the 
people  of  England.  No  doubt  the  noble 
Lord  deserved  praise  for  the  candid  man- 
ner in  which  he  had  stated  his  Budget; 
but  after  all  his  endeavours  to  relieve  the 
country  from  the  load  of  taxation,  what 
relief  was  he  able  to  give  us  ?  He  had 
in  his  Budget,  estimated  the  amount  of 
the  revenue  at  about  forty-six  millions; 
which,  including  the  charge  of  collection, 
would  exact  in  taxes  from  the  country 
fifty  milUoos*    This  sum  was  aa  great  « 
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borthen  on  the  people  now,  as  double  the 
amount  urouM  have  been  during  the  war 
— *ui  money  of  that  period.    Mr.  Mushett, 
io  bis  elaborate  work,  estimated  the  depre- 
ciation of  the  currency,  when  at  its  hignest 
point,  at  between  forty  and  fifty  per  cent. 
Astuming  the  depreciation  to  have  been 
fifty  per  cent  (and  he  had  no  doubt  it  was 
more)  then,  notwithstanding  the  reduc- 
tion in    the   nominal  amount  of  taxes, 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  effected,  the 
presflore  of  taxation  which  the  people  had 
now  to  bear  was  equal,  in  money  of  the 
war  value,  to  one  hundred  millions.     Was 
it  then  to  be  wondered  at,  that  the  people 
felt  distressed — that  they  found  the  great- 
est difficulty  in  paying  the  taxes  ?    But 
tome  hon.  Gentlemen  asserted  that  the 
currency  was    in    a    sound    state,    and 
that  every  facility  was   afforded  to  pe- 
cuniary transactions.  Nothing  was  further 
from  uie  fact.     Country  bankers  were 
now  required  to  pay  their  notes,  on  de- 
mand, in  gold,  both  in  the  country  and 
in  London.    They  were  obliged,  therefore, 
to  keep  a  stock  of  gold  both  in  the  coun- 
try and  in  town.    To  say  nothing  of  the 
hardship  of  this,  it  was  clear,  that  it 
greatly  lessened,  not  only  the  amount 
of  capital  in  circulation,  but  impeded  the 
free  action  of  it.     If  an  inquiry  were  in- 
stituted, this  difficulty   might  be  easily 
obviated.      But,    did   the    nobility,    the 
gentry,  and  the  clergy  of  England,  at  this 
moment  feel  quite  secure?  and,  why  did 
they  not  ?    Because  the  laborious  and  in- 
dustrious classes  were  discontented.     Be- 
cause they  were  suffering  distress.    Was 
it    possible    that  hon.  Gentlemen  could 
have  seen  the  destruction  of  farming  pro- 
duce, by  fire,  in  different  parts  of  the 
country,  without  alarm  ? — 

You  make  me  ntninge, 
Even  to  the  dinxMition  that  I  owe. 
When  noir  I  thiok  you  can  behold  i uch  stghtf , 
And  keep  the  natunU  ruby  of  your  cbeekf » 
When  mine  are  blanched  with  fear. 

And  were  not  these  things  matters  to  be 
inquired  into?  He  felt  no  little  anxiety 
lest  the  discontent  he  had  described 
should  change  into  disaffection.  Again, 
what  was  the  state  of  the  rest  of  Europe  ? 
Distress  and  discontent  prevailed  very 
generally  on  the  Continent,  and  it  was  a 
question  of  some  interest,  how  far  other 
nations  were  suffering  by  the  withdrawal 
from  their  circulation  of  the  largo  amount 
of  the  precious  metals,  which  we  had  sub- 

•titailod  here  for  paper.    Much  of  tbe| 


distress    in    France  was    owing   to  the 
drain  from  that  country  of  specie  occa- 
sioned by  our  return  to  a  metallic  circula- 
tion.     And,   although  hon.    Gentlemen 
might  smile,  he  considered  it  probaUe 
that  the  remote  cause  of  the  French  re- 
volution in  1830,  the  immediate  cause  of 
which   was  the  distress  of  the .  working 
people,  was  the  change  made  by  us  in  the 
value  of  money.     It  was  clear  that  the 
dissatisfaction   manifested   towards  Louis 
Phillippe  was  owing  to  the  misery  and  des- 
titution of  the  labouring  and  industrious 
classes.    And  it  was  distinctly  foreUAd 
that  the  Bill  of  1819,  by  raising  the  value 
of  money,  would  cause  distress  to  pervade 
every  nation  in  the  civilized  world.    As 
to  England,  not  only  were  the  labouring 
people  in  distress,  but  the  state  of  the 
middle  class  was  one  of  great  and  increas- 
ing difficulty  and  suffering.    Their  capital 
was  diminished  and  diminishing.  In  many 
instances,  persons  were  paying  their  rent 
and  taxes  out  of  their  capital;    and,  if 
something  was  not  done,  ruin  must  ensue« 
That  very  morning  he  had  talked  to  three 
respectable  tradesmen,  who  all  agreed  in 
stating  that  the  distress  now  experienced 
by  the  middle  class  was  greater  than  ever 
before.      One  of   these  persons  was  a 
grocer ;  and  he  stated  '*  that,  some  years 
ago,  he  sold  more  goods  on  a  Saturday, 
than  he  now  did  all  the  week."    Another, 
an  Ironmonger,  said,  "  I  can  assure  yoa. 
Sir,  that  one  third  of  the  people  that  work 
at  my  trade  are  out  of  employment."  The 
third,  a  Baker,  said,  "  I  am  now  obliged 
to  give  credit  much  longer  and  to  a  much 
larger  amount,  than  I  formerly  did,  and  I 
find  the  greatest  difficulty  in  getting  paid." 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Whitehaven   had  only  done  his 
duty  in  bringing  forward  his  Motion  for 
inquiry ;  and  the  noble  Lord  might  have 
spared  those  remarks  which  he  made  on 
that  hon.     Gentleman  for  having  sub- 
mitted his  proposition  to  the  House.     He 
trusted  that  his  hon.  friend  would  not  be 
deterred  from  the  discharge  of  his  duty 
by  any  attacks  that  might  be  made  on  him 
either  in  that  House  or  elsewhere  :    and 
above  all,  that  he  would  disregard  the 
malignant  and  unfounded  abuse  heaped 
upon  him  by  a  certain  portion  of  the  press. 
Any  individual  who  doubted  the  prevalence 
of  great  distress,  he  would  refer  to   the 
extracts  from  the  Reports  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners.      In  the  volume  which 

contained  tboie  estiacti  would  be  foiuid 
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Iboogbt  90t  S'lTf  I  would  not  vote  for  the 
Bill/'  Ad  hoo.  friend  of  his,  many  years  a 
Member  of  the  House,  bad  assured  him, 
that  Mr.  Ricardo,  a  short  time  only  before 
his  death,  acknowledged  to  him,  that  he 
was  convinced,  that  the  depreciation  was 
from  twenty  to  twenry-five  per  cent,  and 
that  he  regretted  the  error  he  had  fallen 
into.  [Call  of"  Question.'^  If  it  were 
the  pleasure  of  the  House  not  to  hear  him, 
be  should  bow  to  its  decision;  but  he 
would  not  be  put  down  by  the  clamour  of  an 
individual.  T^e  hon.  Member  might  leave 
the  House.  In  the  discui^ion  on  the 
Irish  Disturbances  Bill,  three  or  four  hon. 
Members  interrupted  him  by  similar  cries 
of  **  Question ; "  and  an  hon.  friend  of 
his  was  told  on  asking  them  if  they  had 
any  dislike  to  the  hon.  member  for  Knares- 
borough?  was  answered,  '*oh  no;  we 
only  want  some  fun.''  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  one  of  those  who  wished  for 
*^  fun,''  he  had  better  seek  it  out-of-doors. 
If  Lord  Liverpool's  Bill  increased  the 
value  of  money  between  thirty  and  forty 
per  cent,  and,  consequently,  made  this 
difference*  to  the  disadvantage  of  debtors, 
in  all  contracts  which  had  been  entered 
into,  as  well  as  in  the  taxes  and  in  the 
public  debt ;  was  not  this  sufficient  ground 
for  inquiry?  If  the  landed,  the  manu- 
facturing, and  the  commercial  interests 
were  all  distressed,  ought  not  this  House 
to  inquire  into  the  causes  of  that  distress  ? 
Was  not  the  book,  published  by  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners,  which  proved  the 
existence  of  deep  and  extensive  distress 
amongst  the  labouring  classes,  matter  for 
serious  inquiry?  The  noble  Lord  said, 
if  you  alter  the  standard,  you  will  occa- 
sion confiscation  and  robbery.  Consider- 
ing the  time  which  had  elapsed  since 
1819,  he  was  not  at  all  disposed  to  ad- 
vo'cate  a  return  to  the  value  of  money 
at  that  period;  nor  was  he  sure,  that 
great  relief  might  not  be  given  without 
any  alteration  whatever  of  the  present 
standard.  He  wished  for  inquiry ;  and, 
therefore,  woald  give  his  support  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon,  member  for  White- 
haven. If  he  should  have  the  honour 
of  being  one  of  the  Members  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry,  or  if  he  should  be 
examined  as  a  witness,  he  should  be  able 
to  suggest  certain  regulations  by  which, 
without  any  alteration  in  the  standard, 
all  classes  in  tlie  community  would  be 
benefitted.  But  how  could  the  noble 
Lord|  for  a  momeoti  charge  bis  bon« 


friend  with  wishing  to  iatiodoce  a 
which  would  lead  to  spoiiation  and  rob- 
bery. When  that  noble  Lord  vote4  for 
the  Bill  of  1819,  no  matter  on  which  side 
of  the  House  he  sat,  he  supported  a  mea- 
sure which  had  occasioned  greater  rob- 
bery, and  plunder,  and  confiscation,  than 
any  other  single  measure  which  ever  re* 
ceived  the  sanction  of  a  Government  or  a 
Legislature  on  the  face  of  the  earth. 
The  hon.  member  for  the  City,  part  of 
whose  speech  only  he  had  had  the  honour 
to  hear,  had  said  that  money  could  be  pro- 
cured with  great  facility  at  a  low  rale  of 
interest,  and  therefore,  that  money  was 
sufficiently  plentiful.  The  inference  he 
(Mr.  Richanls)  drew  from  the  low  rate  of 
interest  was,  that  there  was  only  a  low  ra^ 
of  profit.  If  the  rate  of  interest  weie 
high,  it  would  be  a  proof  that  profits  were 
high,  and  trade  prosperous.  And  the 
converse  of  this  was  true.  Now,  was  low 
interest  so  much  a  proof  of  the  supera- 
bundance of  money  as  that,  for  aorae 
cause  or  other,  it  could  not  be  profitably 
employed  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  denied 
that  there  was  any  depreciation  to  any* 
thing  like  the  extent  which  had  been 
stated ;  and  he  had  cited,  as  a  reason  for 
his  opinion,  the  amount  of  Bank  notes  at 
different  periods.  But,  not  only  were  the 
hon.  Member's  figures  wrong,  but  he  had 
forgotten  altogether  to  notice  the  circula- 
tion of  the  country  bankers.  The  noble 
Lord  admitted  that  injustice  was  done  by 
the  measure  of  1819 ;  but  he  asked  whe- 
ther we  should  not  do  injustice  to  ano- 
ther class  of  persons  by  reverting  to  the 
former  system?  But  no  one  wished  to 
revert  to  the  former  system.  The  noble 
I/)rd  seemed  not  aware  of  the  great  and 
important  difference  there  was  in  altering 
the  standard,  between  altering  it  in  favour 
of  the  productive  classes,  and  the  unpro- 
ductive. Nor  did  he  at  all  take  into 
consideration  the  amount  of  the  public 
debt  and  the  taxes ;  and,  in  this  way,  the 
injury  which  had  been  inflicted  on  the 
people  of  Endand.  No  doubt  the  noble 
Lord  deserved  praise  for  the  candid  man- 
ner in  which  he  had  stated  his  Budget; 
but  after  all  his  endeavours  to  relieve  the 
country  from  the  load  of  taxation,  what 
relief  was  he  able  to  give  us  ?  He  had 
in  his  Budget,  estimated  the  amount  of 
the  revenue  at  about  forty-six  millions; 
which,  including  the  charge  of  collection, 
would  exact  in  taxes  from  the  country 
fifty  millions*    This  6um  was  aa  gi€«t  « 


437        SkUe  of  ih$  Ckmniry—       {  April  22  } 


Monetary  System. 


43d 


bartlMQ  on  the  people  now,  as  double  the 
amount  would  have  been  during  the  war 
*— in  money  of  that  period.   Mr.  Mushett, 
in  bis  daborate  work,  estimated  the  depre- 
ciation of  the  currency,  when  at  its  hig^faest 
point,  at  between  forty  and  fifty  per  cent, 
ilssumini^  the  depreciation  to  have  been 
fifty  per  cent  (and  he  had  no  doubt  it  was 
more)  then,  notwithstanding  the  reduc- 
tion in    the  nominal  amount  of  taxes, 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  effected,  the 
pressure  of  taxation  which  the  people  had 
now  to  bear  was  equal,  in  money  of  the 
war  value,  to  one  hundred  millions.     Was 
it  then  to  be  wondered  at,  that  the  people 
felt  distressed^ — that  they  found  the  great- 
est difficulty  ih  paying  the  taxes  ?    But 
eome  hon.  Gentlemen  asserted  that  the 
currency  was    in    a   sound    state,    and 
that  every  facility  was   afforded   to  pe- 
cuniary transactions.  Nothing  was  further 
from  the  fact.     Country  bankers  were 
now  required  to  pay  their  notes,  on  de* 
mand,  in  gold,  both  in  the  country  and 
in  London.    They  were  obliged,  therefore, 
to  keep  a  stock  of  gold  both  in  the  coun- 
try and  in  town.    To  say  nothing  of  the 
hardship  of  this,  it  was  clear,  that  it 
greatly  lessened,  not  only  the  amount 
of  capital  in  circulation,  but  impeded  the 
free  action  of  it.    If  an  inquiry  were  in- 
stituted, this  difficulty  might  be  easily 
obviated.     But,    did   the    nobility,    the 
gentry,  and  the  clergy  of  England,  at  this 
moment  feel  quite  secure?  and,  why  did 
they  not  ?    Because  the  laborious  and  in- 
dustrious classes  were  discontented.    Be- 
cause they  were  suffering  distress.    Was 
it    possible    that  hon.  Gentlemen  could 
have  seen  the  destruction  of  farming  pro- 
duce, by  fire,  in'  different  parts  of  the 
country,  without  alarm  ? — 

You  make  me  stmnge, 
Even  to  the  dispoeition  Ibat  I  owe. 
When  now  I  think  you  can  behold  inch  nghU , 
And  keep  the  natural  ruby  of  your  cheekf » 
When  mme  are  blanched  with  fear. 

And  were  not  these  things  matters  to  be 
inquired  into?  He  felt  no  little  anxiety 
lest  the  discontent  he  had  described 
should  change  into  disaffection.  Again, 
what  was  the  state  of  the  rest  of  Europe  ? 
Distress  and  discontent  prevailed  very 
generally  on  the  Contbent,  and  it  was  a 
question  of  some  interest,  how  far  other 
nations  were  suffering  by  the  withdrawal 
from  their  circulation  of  the  large  amount 
of  the  precious  metals,  which  we  had  sub- 
•titttlod  here  for  paper.    Much  of  tbej 


distress    in    France  was    owing   to  the 
drain  from  that  country  of  specie  occa- 
sioned by  our  return  to  a  metallic  circula- 
tion.     And,  although  hon.    Gentlemen 
might  smile,  he  considered  it  probable 
that  the  remote  cause  of  the  French  re- 
volution in  1830,  the  immediate  cause  of 
which  was  the  distress  of  the .  working 
people,  was  the  change  made  by  us  in  the 
value  of  money.     It  was  clear  that  the 
dissatisfaction  manifested  towards  Loub 
Phillippe  was  owing  to  the  misery  and  des- 
titution of  the  labouring  and  industrious 
classes.    And   it  was  distinctly  foretold 
that  the  Bill  of  1819,  by  raising  the  value 
of  money,  would  cause  distress  to  pervade 
every  nation  in  the  civilized  world.    As 
to  England,  not  only  were  the  labouring 
people  in  distress,  but  the  state  of  the 
middle  class  was  one  of  great  and  increas- 
ing difficulty  and  suffering.    Their  capital 
was  diminished  and  diminishing.  In  many 
instances,  persons  were  paying  their  rent 
and  taxes  out  of  their  capital;   and,  if 
something  was  not  done,  ruin  must  ensue. 
That  very  morning  he  had  talked  to  three 
respectable  tradesmen,  who  all  agreed  in 
stating  that  the  distress  now  experienced 
by  the  middle  class  was  greater  than  ever 
before.      One  of   these  persons  was  a 
grocer ;  and  he  stated  "  that,  some  years 
ago,  he  sold  more  goods  on  a  Saturday, 
than  he  now  did  all  the  week."    Another, 
an  Ironmonger,  said,  "  I  can  assure  yoo, 
Sir,  that  one  third  of  the  people  that  work 
at  my  trade  are  out  of  employment."  The 
third,  a  Baker,  said,  **  I  am  now  obliged 
to  give  credit  much  longer  and  to  a  much 
larger  amount,  than  1  formerly  did,  and  I 
find  the  greatest  difficulty  in  getting  paid.*' 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  hon,  mem- 
ber for  Whitehaven   had  only  done  his 
duty  in  bringing  forward  his  Motion  for 
inquiry ;  and  the  noble  Lord  might  have 
spared  those  remarks  which  he  made  on 
tnat  hon.     Gentleman  for  having  sub- 
mitted his  proposition  to  the  House.     He 
trusted  that  his  hon.  friend  would  not  be 
deterred  from  the  discharge  of  his  duty 
by  any  attacks  that  might  be  made  on  him 
either  in  that  House  or  elsewhere :   and 
above  all,  that  he  would  disregard  the 
malignant  and  unfounded  abuse  heaped 
upon  him  by  a  certain  portion  of  the  press. 
Any  individual  who  doubted  the  prevalence 
of  great  distress,  he  would  refer  to   the 
extracts  from  the  Reports  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners.      In  the  volume  which 
contained  those  extracts  would  be  found 
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a  picture  of  distress  enough  to  touch  the 
heart  of  any  man.  He  had  read  that 
volume  throughout;  and  it  confirmed 
completely  the  view  taken  of  the  state  of 
the  countiy  by  his  hon.  friend.  It  show- 
ed that  the  condition  of  the  labouring 
poor  was  one  of  the  greatest  privation  and 
distress;  and  that  this  distress  was  gra- 
dual! v  extending  itself,  and  absorbing  the 
middle  class.  In  those  districts  (for  in- 
stance, m  Kent  and  Sussex)  where  wages 
had  been  suffered  to  fall  to  the  level  at 
which  they  barely  afforded  the  means  of 
supporting  existence,  incendiary  fires  and 
the  destruction  of  property  had  taken  place. 
The  noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  member  for 
the  City  said,  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Whitehaven  had  brought  forward  no  defi- 
nite plan.  His  hon.  friend  had,  no  doubt, 
exercised  a  sound  discretion  by  not  stating 
details.  He  had  proved  that  there  was 
great  distress;  he  had  shown  what  he 
considered  the  causes  of  that  distress; 
and  he  asked  for  an  inquiry,  in  order  to 
discover  some  adequate  remedy.  He  (Mr. 
Richards)  would  not,  however,  hesitate  to 
point  out,  particularly,  in  what  manner  the 
acknowledged  distress,  might,  without  any 
alteration  of  the  standard,  be  alleviated. 
From  1797,  to  the  present  time,  the  mines 
of  South  America  and  of  the  rest  of  the 
world  had  produced  a  less  quantity  of  the 
precious  metals  than  they  did  formerly. 
Whether  nature  had  become  more  niggard 
of  her  supply,  or  whether  less  capital  was 
employed  in  the  mines,  he  would  not  then 
stop  to  inquire ;  but  it  was  an  undoubted 
fact,  that  the  amount  of  the  precious 
metals  annually  brought  into  the  market 
of  the  world,  had  diminished  ;  and,  con- 
sequently, their  exchangeable  value  would, 
other  things  remaining  the  same,  be 
enhanced.  But  other  things  were  not  the 
same.  To  say  nothing  of  the  immense 
increase  in  the  number  and  magnitude  of 
those  transactions  which  the  precious 
metals  served  to  exchange,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that,  during  the  war,  when  wealth 
was  augmenting  and  luxury  abounding, 
there  was  a  great  increase  in  the  use  of 
gold  and  silver  articles,  both  for  personal 
ornament  and  domestic  service.  In 
the  Act  of  1819,  no  regard  whatever 
was  had  to  any  of  these  circumstances ; 
nor  was  any  attention  paid  either  to 
the  magnitude  of  the  public  debt,  or  to 
private  debts.  If  any  inquiry  had  been 
made  into  these  circumstances,  it  would 
have  been  seen  that  the  standard  sought 


to  be  introduced  in  1819,  was  not  the 
same  standard  as  that  of  1797,  bnt  that 
gold  itself  had  increased  in  value.  Was 
it,  then,  either  just  or  safe  to  seek  to  in- 
troduce a  standard  of  increased  value, 
compared  with  that  of  1797  ?  And  was  it 
fair  to  charge  the  hon.  member  for  White- 
haven with  wishing  to  act  dishonestly, 
because  he  called  upon  the  House  to 
inquire  how  it  could  correct  the  greatest 
monetary  error  ever  committed,  and  do 
tardy  justice  to  those  who  were  safienng 
from  that  error  ?  .  By  this  tremendous 
error,  all  the  productive  classes  of  the 
community  suffered.  It  first  occasioned 
losses  to  the  merchant  and  manufacturer; 
it  was  now  ruining  the  fanner,  and  pau- 
perizing the  labourer ;  but  it  would  finally 
impoverish  and  destroy  the  landowner. 
He  had  said?that  he  would  bring  under  the 
attention  of  the  House  a  plan  which 
without  altering  the  standard,  would  alle- 
viate the  existing  distress.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  members  for  Whitehaven 
and  Oldham  in  their  opinion  of  the  fatal 
effects  ofthe  Bill  of  1819.  But  he  differed 
altogether  from  the  hon.  member  for  Old- 
ham as  to  his  remedy.  If  Irish  bank  notes 
and  English  country  bank  notes  were 
made  payable,  not  in  gold,  but  in  notes  of 
the  Bank  of  England,  all  the  large  sums 
kept  in  gold  by  700  or  800  country  bank* 
ers  would  be  set  at  liberty.  There  need 
only  be  one  d6p6t  of  gold>^namely,  the 
Bank  of  England.  The  Bank  of  England 
might  be  allowed  to  issue  H.  and  21.  notes, 
but  not  the  country  bankers,  who  should 
be  restricted  from  issuing  notes  below  5/. ; 
for  this  reason,  that  notes  of  a  lower  de- 
nomination were  commonly  held  by  the 
labouring  class ;  and  if  a  country  banker 
should  fail,  great  distressand  inconvenience, 
if  he  issued  1/.  notes  would  follow.  So- 
vereigns might  be  dismissed  altogether  from 
the  circulation,  and  the  Bank  of  England 
should  be  compelled  to  pay  its  notes,  on 
demand,  in  gold  ingots,  to  any  amount  not 
less  than  25?.  Threats  had  been  uttered 
of  a  run  for  gold,  and  he  had  seen  placards 
to  the  same  effect  on  the  walls  of  the 
metropolis.  The  plan  he  had  suggested 
would  effectually  put  a  stop  to  popular 
panics,  towhich,  in  momentsof excitement, 
the  present  monetary  system  was  exposed* 
and  which  panics  might  lead  to  the  most 
deplorable  results.  The  paper  money  would 
be  always  kept  at  its  just  value  by  the  ex- 
changes ;  because,   if  the  Bank  should 

issue  more  paper  than  the  business  of  Ihe 
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coantry  required,  such  paper  so  issued 
woald  fall  ia  value,  and  merchants  would 
immediately  demand  gold  bars.  These 
regulations,  in  suggesting  which  he  would 
lay  no  claim  to  originality,  because  they 
were,  for  the  most  part,  recommended  by 
Mr.  Ricardo,  would  give  great  relief.  But 
if  they  should  not  be  sufficient,  then,  on 
the  principle  mentioned  by  Lord  Grey, 
*^  Nemo  teneiur  ad  tmpossihile^  he  would 
recommend  that  the  standard  should  be 
lowered  one  per  cent  per  annum  till  the 
country  were  restored  to  prosperity.  In 
the  mean  time  he  should  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  White- 
haven, for  which  that  hon.  Member  had 
stated  unanswerable  reasons.  The  House 
would  not  do  their  duty  either  to  them- 
selves, to  the  people,  or  to  the  Sovereign, 
unless  they  resolved  forthwith,  to  insti- 
tute a  full  and  efficient  inquiry. 

Mr.  Forsfer,asa  country  banker,  begged 
leave  to  reject  the  indulgence  proposed  for 
the  class  to  which  he  belonged  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Knaresborou^,  of  being  al- 
lowed to  tender  Bank  of  England  paper  in 
payment  of  their  notes,  instead  of  gold. 
He  knew  that  the  sure  way  to  create  an 
avidity  for  gold  was  to  place  an  impedi- 
ment m  the  way  of  obtaining  it.  A  feel- 
ing of  pride,  too,  would  be  apt  to  deter 
him  from  issuing  notes  which  were  not 
convertible  into  gold  at  the  will  of  the 
holder.  The  information  he  had  acquired 
as  to  the  opinions  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
people — the  operative  classes — led  him 
to  think  that  their  opinions  were  not  in 
accordance  with  the  views  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Whitehaven.  These  people 
could  not  be  expected  to  be  great  pro- 
ficients in  the  science  of  political  economy; 
but  experience — painful  experience — in- 
duced them  to  assent  to  what  he  believed 
to  be  an  acknowledged  principle  of  that 
science, — namely,  that  the  rise  in  prices 
which  was  cassed  by  a  depreciation  of 
money  operated  with  greater  rapidity  on 
commodities  than  on  labour.  Thus  they, 
the  labouring  classes,  always  suffered  by  a 
transition  from  low  to  h^h  prices.  If  any 
hon.  Gentleman  would  take  the  trouble  to 
refer  to  the  newspapers,  the  pamphlets,  and 
the  ballads — those  indicators  of  popular 
sentiment — in  circulation  duringthe  period 
of  the  war  and  the  Bank  Restriction  Act, 
he  would  find  them  to  abound  with  com- 
plaints on  this  head.  They  whose  occu- 
pation it  was  to  dilate  upon  the  grievances 
of  the  people  in  that  day,  ascribed  their 


sufferings  to  a  redundancy  of  paper  money, 
just  as  they  who  pursued  a  similar  occu- 
pation in  the  present  day  attributed  their 
sufferhigs  to  a  deficiency  of  that  article. 
Surely  the    present  currency  was   fully 
adequate  to  the  legitimate  wants  of  the 
country.     Assuming  that  a  considerable 
diminution  had  taken  place,  as  compared 
with  the  amount  in  circulation  during  the 
period  of  the  war  and  the  Bank  Restriction 
Act,  he  should  contend  that  the  remission 
of  annual  taxation  to  an  extent  exceeding 
20,000,000/.  since  that  time,  made  a  good 
set-off.  But  the  fact  was,  that  the  amount 
of  circulation   at  the   present   time  ex- 
ceeded that  of  any  time  during  the  period 
to  which  he  had  referred.    The  aggregate 
amount  of  Bank  of  England  paper,  country 
bank  paper,  gold,  and  silver,  now  in  circula- 
tion, was  certainly  greater  than  the  aggre- 
gate amount  of  Bank  of  England  paper, 
country  bank  paper  ,and  silver,  in  circulation 
during  the  latter  years  of  the  Restriction 
Act,  when  it  would  be  recollected  there 
was  no  gold  in  circulation.     His  own  ex- 
perience, too,  as  a  country  banker  of  thirty 
years'  standing,  enabled  him  to  say  that  he 
never  recollected  the  time  when  what  was 
technically  termed  banking  accommodation 
— the  assistance  rendered  by  bankers  to 
those  with  whom  they  dealt — was  afforded 
with  more  facility  than  at  present.    They 
who  had  available  security  to  offer,  could 
instantly  obtain  loans  to  the  value  of  that  se- 
curity ;  and  they  who  had  not  such  security 
to  offer,  but  who  had,  what  he  had  often 
found  to  be  the  best  security — good  cha- 
racter and  good  conduct,  were  assisted  to 
the  utmost  extent  that  was  compatible  with 
safety  to  the  lender,  and  with  benefit  to 
the  borrower.    None  of  those  undertakings 
which  were  submitted  to  public  enterprise 
such  as  rail  roads,  and  works  of  that  de- 
scription were  allowed  to  languish  for  want 
of  money.  On  the  contrary,  be  the  amount 
required  ever  so  enormous,  if  the  scheme 
presented  any  degree  of  plausibility,  sub- 
scriptions flowed  in  with  an  alacrity  which 
indicated  anything  but  a  scarcity  of  the 
circulating  medium.    The  hon.  member 
for  Whitehaven  had  referred  to  the  state  of 
pauperism  in  this  country,  which  he  seemed 
to  think  had  been  decreasing  during  the 
period  of  the  Restriction  Act,  and  to  have 
mcreased  since.  Now  all  the  Returns  pre- 
sented to  the  House  connected  with  this 
subject,  appeared  to  him  to  give  a  different 
result ;  but  the  hon.  Member  would  most 
likely  controvert  this  point,  by  mixing  up 
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1828-39 
1829-30 
1830-31 


6^2,410 
6,829,042 
6,798,888 


1831^2 


«  7.096,908 


In  10  years,  to  25th  March,  1833    62.959.066 


Yetn. 

PopnUlion 

or  Uie  United 

K  inborn. 

AmonDt  raised 
in  Taxes. 

Expended 

for  the  relief  of 

Pour. 

Proporttoo  of 

Tkxei  to  popalaiioo 

of  Utiiled 

Kiofdom. 

Flroportloo  of  Poor  Rat* 

to  PopDiaiion  of 

Eaflandand  WalM. 

1801 
1811 
1821 
1831 

16,338,102 
18,547,720 
21,193,458 
24,271,763 

£. 
34,115,146 
65,173,545 
55,834,192 
46,424,440 

£.' 

4,017,871 
6,656,106 
6,358,703 
6,798,888 

£.  s.    d. 

2  1      9 

3  10     3 
2  12     8 
1  18     3 

£.  s.    d, 

0     9     1 
0  13     1 
0  10     7 
0     9     9 

In  order,  however,  to  show  the  real  state 
of  the  case  still  more  clearly,  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  obtain  information  from 
some  of  the  principal  towns,  and  he  had 
selected  four  manufacturing  places  of  great 
consequence,  (Glasgow,  Manchester,  Shef- 
field, and  Birmingham).  He  considered 
that  these  four  towns  afforded  a  fair  sample 
of  the  town  population  of  Great  Britain ; 
and  if  there  were  any  material  distress  in 
the  country,  it  could  not  fail  to  pervade 
those  industrious  communities.  He  would 
begin  with  Glasgow,  and  first  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  statement  as 
to  the  poor.  The  right  hon.  Member  read 
the  following  paper : — 

Glasgow. — Poor   Rates. — ^The    assessment 
for  the  mainteDance  of  paupers  in  the  ten 
parishes  of  the  Royalty,  exclusive  of  the  sub- 1 
urbs,  was — 

In  1790  -                -       .  jCI,420 

1800  .       «       •       .     4.534 

1810  .        .        •        -     5,770 

1820  -        •        -        -13,136 

1830  ....     7,866 

*  In  the  town  and  suburbs  the  popula- 
tion in  1830  was  202,426:  the  number 
'  of  paupers  5,006 ;    and  the  total  sum 

*  expended  on  their  relief,  17,28H.' 

The  House  must  remember  that  the 
population  of  Glasgow  was  nearly  double 
in  1831,  to  the  population  of  1820;  so 
that,  with  double  the  population,  there  was 
a  diminution  of  the  Poor-rate  by  nearly 
one-half.  He  would  next  read  to  them 
an  extract  of  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  to 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce  at  Glasgow,  a 
man  on  whose  authority  the  House  might 
place  the  utmost  reliance: — 

*  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  during 
'  the  year  which  has  just  expired,  the 
'  hand-weaving  branch  has  been  enjoying 
'  a  profitable  trade,  and  the  prospects  for 

*  the  coming  year  are  so  favourable,  that 

*  the  more  prudent  manufacturers  entertain 
'  fears  that  a  little  further  prosperity  may 
'  occasion  a  revival  of  the  spirit  of  over- 


'  trading.    The  calico-printing  business  is 

*  understood  to  have  been  extremely  pros- 
'  perous  from  the  moment  of  the  repeal  of 
'  the  tax  on  that  article,  and  its  prosperity 
'  still  continues.  The  silk  manufacture, 
^  too,   is  considered  to  have  been  doing 

*  well.  The  hands  generally  belonging  to 
'  the  different  branches  of  mdustry  are  in 

*  full  employment,  and,  with  the  exception 
^  of  the   hand-loom    weavers,   at    good 

*  wages.* 

He  would  next  go  to  Sheffield,  the  par- 
ticulars of  which  were  equally  striking,  as 
appeared  by  the  following  statement : — 

*  Population  of  the  township  of  Sheffield 
*— 1811,31,314;   1821,35,840;   1831, 

*  59,011. 

*  Poor-rates  of  the  township  of  Sheffield 

*  — 1818,31,189/.;  1820,37,467/.;  1822, 

*  20,141/.;  1824, 16,787/.;  1826,12,967/.; 
«  1828,  15,926/.;  1830,  18,691/.;  1832, 

*  17,342/.' 

Thus  there  appeared  to  be  a  diminution 
of  the  Poor-rate  by  one-half  since  1820, 
during  these  ten  years,  which  had  been 
spoken  of  as  years  of  misery  and  dis- 
tress, in  a  town  with  a  population  increased 
from  35,000  to  60,000.  In  a  letter 
dated  9th  April,  1833,  the  Master  Cutler 
stated  that  '^  the  wages  paid  now  in  this 
town  are  not  lower  than  they  were  in 
1798,  and  provisions  are  nearly  as  cheap 
now  as  then."  Many  improvements,  how- 
ever, had,  in  the  meantime,  taken  place 
in  the  economy  and  application  of  labour, 
so  that  the  workmen's  wages,  although 
nominally  the  same,  are  really  higher. 
The  Master  Cutler  added,  "  they  (the 
workmen)  are  certainly  more  comfortably 
situated  than  thev  have  been  at  any  time 
during  tlie  last  thirty  years."  He  next 
came  to  the  town  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent  (Manchester),  with  respect  to 
which  he  unfortunately  could  not  bring 
forward  such  accurate  statements  as  in  the 
other  cases.    He  knew,  that  if  he  looked 
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establiahed  by  law.  That  was  the  ques* 
tioQ  which  was  now  before  the  House*  and 
that  was  the  question  on  which  the  coun- 
try was  now  looking  for  the  decision  of 
the  House.  The  people  anticipated  that  an 
end  would  be  put  to  the  agitation  of  the 
question — an  agitation  which,  even  now, 
was  paralysing  in  some  degree,  the  trade  of 
the  country,  and  which,  if  allowed  to 
continue,  would  be  likely  to  be  attended 
with  yet  more  disastrous  consequences. 
The  simple  question  before  the  House  was 
—shall  there  be  depreciation  or  no  depre- 
ciation ?  The  hon. Member,  in  introducing 
his  Motion,  had  entered  into  a  long  dis- 
cussion respecting  the  distress  which  he 
alleged  existed  in  the  country,  and  no 
doubt  the  hon.  Member  acted  wisely  in  so 
doing  for  the  purpose  which  be  had  in 
view,  because,  by  taking  that  course,  he 
may  find  support,  perhaps,  from  some  few 
who,  diflTering  from  him  as  to  the  remedy, 
might  wish  to  go  into  a  Committee  with  a 
view  of  inquiring  into  the  causes  of  the  dis- 
tress. He  was  prepared  to  maintain,  that 
although  there  might,  and  unfortunately 
did,  prevail  among  certain  classes  a  con- 
siderable degree  of  distress,  yet  the  con- 
dition of  the  country  at  large  was  very 
far  from  what  the  hon.  Membeif  had  de- 
scribed it  to  be.  In  spite  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  sneer  at  official  documents, 
he  should  venture  to  advert  to  some  to 
which  his  position  in  the  Government  had 
given  him  access,  and  which  he  thought 
the  House  would  consider  neither  delusive 
nor  valueless.  Unless  the  House  was  will- 
ing to  take  some  of  the  general  facts  upon 
which  the  hon.  Member  relied  in  detail — 
unless  it  was  willing,  in  some  degree,  to 
take  the  amount  of  relief  to  the  poor  as  a 
criterion  of  poverty — willing  to  look  to 
the  consumption  of  the  country  and  the 
statements  of  intelligent  individuals— he 
knew  not  what  could  be  had  recourse  to 
as  Indices  of  the  public  welfare.  He 
wished  to  touch  lightly  on  the  subiect  of 
the  distress ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  did 
not  consider  it  consistent  with  the  honest 
expression  of  his  opinion,  if  entertaining, 
as  he  did,  views  different  from  those  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  did  not  state  his 
opinions  respecting  that  distress,  notwith- 
standing the  unpopularity  which  might 
attach  to  the  avowal  of  them.  He  did 
not  mean  to  deny  that  distress  always 
existed,  and  always  must,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, in  the  country ;  but  that  was  not 
the  position  of  the  hon.  member  for  White- 


haven  (Mr.  M«  Attwood).  He  had  stated 
that  the  distress  at  present  was  unparalleled 
— that  every  branch  of  industry  was  going 
to  decay -^that  the  landholders  were  all  but 
ruined — that  the  farmei*s  were  in  a  state  of 
bankruptcy  —  that  the  merchants  were 
ready  to  close  their  concerns — that  manu- 
facturing capital  yielded  in  the  shape  of 
profits  little  or  nothing.  From  these  po- 
sitions of  the  hon.  Gentleman  be  entirely 
dissented ;  and  he  believed  the  condition 
of  the  several  interests  of  the  country  to 
be  in  a  very  difierent  state  from  that  which 
the  hon.  Alember  had  represented  them  to 
be  in.  To  show  that  the  statements  which 
had  been  made  to  the  House  were  greatly 
exaggerated,  he  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson) 
would  prove  what  the  condition  of  the 
poor  had  been  during  the  ten  vears  ending 
m  1821,  as  compared  with  the  ten  years 
ending  in  1831 »  by  reckonins  the  sums 
devoted  to  the  relief  of  the  poor  during  these 
periods.  In  the  eariier  period  68,000,000/. 
had  been  given  for  the  relief  of  the  poor^ 
being  an  average  of  6,800,000/.  a-year ; 
while  in  the  ten  years  ending  in  1831,  only 
62,900,000/.  were  devoted  to  the  same 
object ;  being  an  average  of  6,290,000/. ; 
consequently,  upon  the  last  period  of  ten 
years  there  bad  been  a  reduction  of  nearly 
6,000,000/.  There  had  been  a  reduction  on 
the  charge  in  proportion  to  the  population 
since  that  time  of  not  less  than  twenty-six 
per  cent,  the  charge  having  been  at  the  rate 
of  135.  per  head  in  1814,  and  9^.  9d,  in 
1831.  The  following  Tables  (which  the 
right  hon.  Member)  read  would  show  the 
House  the  particulars  of  his  statement : — 

Sums  expended  for  the  Reli^ofthePoor. 

Averageof37rs.,l748,49,4tfiO    .   ^689.971 

1786     ....    1,556,803 

Avcrageof3yr8..1783,84,&85      •    2.004,937 

1803     .     .    •    •    4,267,963 


1612.13     •    • 

6,981,212 

1813-14       . 

6,627,550 

1814-15     .     . 

5,743,509 

]81i;.l6 

5,724,506 

1816-17    .     . 

6,918.217 

1817-18      . 

7,890,148 

1818-1.0     .      . 

7,531,650 

1819-20 

7,329,594 

1820-21     .     . 

6,958,445 

1821-22 

6,358,703 

25th  March  1822 

68,063,534 

1822.23     .    . 

5,772,958 

1823-24 

5,734,216 

1824*25    .     . 

5,786.991 

1825.26 

5,928.502 

182627    .     . 

6,441,088 

1827-28 

6,298,003 
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1828-29 
1829-30 
1830.31 


6,332,410 
6,829,042 
6,798,888 


1831-32 


#      .7flUwB|ySH0 


In  10  years,  to25tli  Marcb,  1832    62,959,066 


T€«n. 


1801 
1811 
1821 
1831 


PopnUtlon 

of  tiie  United 

Kingdom. 


16,338,102 
18,547,720 
21,193,458 
24,271,763 


Amount  raised 
in  Taxes. 


£. 

34,115,146 
65,173,545 
55,834,192 
46,424,440 


Expended 

for  the  relief  of 

Poor. 


Proportion  of 

Taxes  to  popniatloo 

of  (Jiuled 

Kingdom. 


£.  • 
4,017,871 
6,656,106 
6,358,703 
6,798,888 


£.  i, 

2  1 

3  10 
2  12 
1  18 


d. 

9 

3 

8 

3 


Proportion  of  Poor  Rain 

to  Bopotalioci  or 

Eagland  and  Walea. 


£.  «.  d. 

0    9  1 

0  13  1 

0  10  7 

0    9  9 


In  order,  however,  to  show  the  real  state 
of  the  case  still  more  clearly,  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  obtain  information  from 
some  of  the  principal  towns,^  and  he  had 
selected  four  manufacturing  places  of  great 
consequence,  (Glasgow,  Manchester,  Shef- 
field, and  Birmingham).  He  considered 
that  these  four  towns  afforded  a  fair  sample 
of  the  town  population  of  Great  Britain ; 
and  if  there  were  any  material  distress  in 
the  country,  it  could  not  fail  to  pervade 
those  industrious  communities.  He  would 
begin  with  Glasgow,  and  first  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  statement  as 
to  the  poor.  The  right  hon.  Member  read 
the  following  paper : — 

Glasgow. — Poor  Rates. — ^The  assessment 
for  the  mainteDance  of  paupers  in  the  ten 
parishes  of  the  Royalty,  exclusive  of  the  sub« 
urbs,  was — 

In  1790 

1800        .       «       . 
1810        ,       •       • 
1820 
1830 


^1.420 

4,534 

5,770 

13,136 

7,866 


*  In  the  town  and  suburbs  the  popula- 

*  tion  in  1830  was  202,426;  the  number 
'  of  paupers  5,006 ;    and  the  total  sum 

*  expended  on  their  relief,  17,281/.' 

The  House  must  remember  that  the 
population  of  Glasgow  was  nearly  double 
in  1831,  to  the  population  of  1820;  so 
that,  with  double  the  population,  there  was 
a  diminution  of  the  Poor-rate  by  nearly 
one-half.  He  would  next  read  to  them 
an  extract  of  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  to 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce  at  Glasgow,  a 
man  on  whose  authority  the  House  might 
place  the  utmost  reliance : — 

*  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  during 

*  the  year  which  has  just  expired,  the 

*  hand-weaving  branch  has  been  enjoying 
^  a  profitable  trade,  and  the  prospects  for 

*  die  coming  year  are  so  favourable,  that 

*  the  more  prudent  manufacturers  entertain 
'  fears  that  a  little  further  prosperity  may 

*  occasion  a  revival  of  the  spirit  of  over- 


*  trading.  The  calico-printing  business  is 
'  understood  to  have  been  extremely  pros- 
<  perous  from  the  moment  of  the  repeal  of 

*  the  tax  on  that  article,  and  its  prosperity 

*  still  continues.  The  silk  manufacture, 
^  too,   is  considered  to  have  been  doing 

*  well.  The  hands  generally  belonging  to 
*•  the  different  branches  of  industry  are  in 
'  full  employment,  and,  with  the  exception 
^of  the   hand-loom    weavers,    at    good 

*  wages.* 

He  would  next  go  to  Sheffield,  the  par* 
ticulars  of  which  were  equally  striking,  as 
appeared  by  the  following  statement : — 

*  Population  of  the  township  of  Sheffield 
*— 1811,31,314;   1821,35,840;   1831, 

*  59,011. 

*  Poor-rates  of  the  township  of  Sheffield 

*  —1818,31,189/.;  1820,37,467/.;  1822. 

*  20,141/.;  1824, 16,787/.;  1826, 12,967/.; 

*  1828,  15,926/.;    1830,  18,691/.;  1832, 

*  17,342/.' 

Thus  there  appeared  to  be  a  diminution 
of  the  Poor-rate  by  one-half  since  1820. 
during  these  ten  years,  which  bad  been 
spoken  of  as  years  of  misery  and  dis- 
tress, in  a  town  with  a  population  increased 
from  35,000  to  60,000.  In  a  letter 
dated  9th  April,  1833,  the  Master  Cutler 
stated  that  *'  the  wages  paid  now  in  this 
town  are  not  lower  than  they  were  in 
1798,  and  provisions  are  nearly  as  cheap 
now  as  then.''  Many  improvements,  how- 
ever, had,  in  the  meantime,  taken  place 
in  the  economy  and  application  of  labour, 
so  that  the  workmen's  wages,  although 
nominally  the  same,  are,  really  higher. 
The  Master  Cutler  added,  *'  they  (the 
workmen)  are  certainly  more  comfortably 
situated  than  they  have  been  at  any  time 
during  tlie  last  thirty  years."  He  next 
came  to  the  town  which  he  had  the  honoor 
to  represent  (Manchester),  with  respect  lo 
which  he  unfortunately  could  not  bring 
forward  such  accurate  statements  as  in  the 
other  cases.    He  knew,  that  if  he  looked 


1*: 


449       SUaie  of  the  Cwmtty—       {April  22} 


Monetary  System. 


450 


only  to  the  increase  of  his  popularity,  the 
argument  which  he  now  brought  forward 
with  regard  to  the  distress  complained  of 
was  not  the  right  way  to  attain  that  object. 
He  never  meant  to  deny,  that  distress 
among  every  class  did  exist  then  ;  he  only 
contended  against  the  exaggerations  which 
prevailed  upon  the  subject ;  and  he  would 
do  BO  in  the  face  of  his  constituents  as  well 
as  of  that  House,  because  he  thought  it 
far  better  that  the  truth,  and  the  truth 
alone,  should  be  stated,  than  that  any 
object,  however  apparently  good,  should  be 
sought  through  the  means  of  statements 
that  required  only  to  be  touched,  to  fall  to 
pieces.  How  could  it  be  possible,  accord- 
ing to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Whitehaven,  that  four-fifths  of  the 
working  population  of  that  town  were  in 
the  parish  books  when  the  Poor-rate  was 
only  four  shillings  in  the  pound.  He 
had  not  the  slightest  hesitation  in  giving 
a  direct  contradiction  to  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven, 
and  that  contradiction  was  confirmed  by 
the  following  facts  respecting  the  great 
county  of  Lancashire,  which  included 
not  only  Manchester,  but  Liverpool,  and 
many  other  large  towns.  The  aggregate 
Poor-rate  in  Lancashire  was,  in  1813, 
336,000/.;  1818,  372,000/.;  1831, 
290,000/.  Thus  there  was  a  diminution 
of  thirty  per  cent  in  the  Poor-rate, 
although  the  population  had  increased  by 
300,000  souls.  Besides,  in  the  above 
statement,  by  taking  only  every  fifth  year, 
he  had  passed  over  some  of  the  dearest 
years,  when  the  rate  was  higher,  and  had 
they  been  included  that  improvement  would 
have  been  still  more  remarkable.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  communication  from  Man- 
chester, that  since  1813  there  had  been 
a  progressive  and  very  material  improve- 
ment in  the  condition  of  the  people :  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  new  inventions  and 
increased  speed  of  machinery,  one-fourth 
fewer  hands  were  required  to  produce  a 
given  quantity  of  yam  than  twenty  years 
ago  (and  the  reduction  had  been  chiefly 
in  the  labour  of  children);  the  people 
were  better  fed  and  clothed,  and  their 
employment  was  never  more  regular  and 
constant.  He  would  then  proceed  to  the 
town  last  upon  his  list,  which*  had  been 
referred  to  on  a  former  occasion  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite,  who  represented  it ; 
and  which  he  had  represented  in  such  an 
extraordinary  state  of  distress,  that  had  he 
not  before  his  eyes  the  evidence  of  the 
VOL.  XVII.  {JS-} 


1801  to  I8I0 
1811  to  1820 
1881  to  1830 
1830  to  1833 
In  1817 
1832 


parliamentary  writ  by  which  the  \^n. 
Member  was  returned,  he  should  almost 
doubt  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
ever  set  his  foot  within  the  place.  He 
had  been  forestalled  in  his  intended  state- 
ments of  the  decrease  of  pauperism  in 
Birmingham  by  the  hon.  member  for  Wal- 
sall (Mr.Forster),  and  the  House  could  not 
have  failed  to  observe  how  completely  his 
statement  negatived  the  exaggerated  ac- 
counts of  the  distress  of  Birmingham. 
The  fact,  that  the  number  of  paupers  had 
decreased  as  compared  with  the  population^ 
from  eighteen  per  cent  in  181 1 ,  and  twenty- 
four  per  cent  in  1817,  to  sixteen  per  cent 
in  1832,  is  one  of  great  importance.  The 
hon.  Member  might  doubt  his  statement, 
and  he  would  therefore  read  the  parti- 
culars of  the  progress  of  Pauperism  in  Bir- 
mingham obtained  from  the  authorities  of 
the  town. 

PopuIstiofV  Avenge  No> 
ofPaupen. 

-  64,848  -  10,117  -  15  per  cent. 

-  76,689  -  13,800  .  18 

-  95,868  -  12,606  -  ISj^ 
-110,364  -  16,612  -  15 

-  78,870  -  19,278  -  24 
.  113.106  -  18,516  -  16 

But  he  would  go  further,  and  produce 
to  the  House  indubitable  evidence  of  the 
increased  prosperity  of  the  town.  The 
hon.  member  for  Birmingham  said  in  his 
evidence  before  a  Committee,  that  capital 
was  extinct  in  Birmingham,  and  that 
although  numbers  of  the  people  were  en- 
joying luxuries  and  spending  money  in 
amusements,  they  were  growing  poor.  He 
should  be  glad  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion, 
that,  in  spite  of  growing  poorer,  men  were 
able  to  enjoy  more  of  the  pleasures  of  life; 
but  not  being  able  to  do  so,  he  was  fain  to 
believe  that  they  enjoyed  more  of  the 
pleasures  of  life,  because  they  were  better 
able  to  afford  them.  One  of  the  best 
proofs  of  the  prosperity  of  Birmingham 
was  afforded  by  the  two  great  canals ;  and 
he  would  read  to  the  House  an  account  of 
the  revenues  derived  from  them  during 
several  years  :— 

Tolls  •!!  Oie  Old  Btr-     Tolls  on  die  Wor- 
xningham  Caiud.      ccster  and  Binniag- 

ham  Canal. 

1826  -  -  jC88,394  -  .  ^^0,255 

1827  -  -  96,332  -  -  24,912 

1828  -  -  101,932  -  -  27,895 

1829  -  -  102,485  -  -  28,052 

1830  -  -  106,125  -  -  31,291 

1831  -  -  107.033  -  -  33.246 

1832  -  -  105,855  .  -  33,700 

That  was  tolerably  good  evidence,  that 

Q 
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trade  was  not  on  the  decline  in  Birming- 
ham, that  the  town  was  not  going  to 
decay,  and  that  capital  wa»  not  annihi- 
lated as  was  represented  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  that  town.  The  Tolls  on  the 
Market  formed  another  criterion  of  the 
state  of  the  town  which  would  be  found 
to  be  equally  satisfactory.  Tliey  amounted 
in  1826-27,  to  1,025/. ;  1827-28, 1,078/. ; 
1828-29,  2,383/.;  1829-30,  2,925/.; 
1830-31,  3,077/.;  1831-32,  3.396/. 
Provisions  had  also  fallen  in  price  sinc6 
1826:— At  the  rate  of— Meat  23,  Bread 
9^,  Bacon  31,  Cheese  40 — per  cent. 
He  would  not  pretend  to  say,  that  his  in- 
formants were  more  correct  than  the  hon. 
Member,  but  they  had  the  advantage  of 
stating  figures,  and  they  had  access  to  all 
the  documents  of  the  town.  It  was  for 
the  House  to  judge  whether  the  vague 
statements  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  or  thd 
documents  furnished  by  the  Magistrates, 
were  most  deserving  confidence.  He 
had  another  document  to  which  he  would 
call  their  attention,  and  leave  them  to 
judge  of  its  value*  It  was  an  extract  of 
a  letter  from  the  senior  Magistrate  of 
Birmingham,  dated  March,  1833,  and  that 
Gentleman  had  the  reputation  of  being 
every  way  qualified  to  give  a  correct 
opinion  on  the  subject.    He  wrote — '  From 

*  an  experience  of  more  than  fifty  years, 
'  I  can  safely  aver,  that  I  never  saw  the 
'  artizans  better  fed,  clothed,  or  morecom- 

*  fortably  housed.  As  respects  the  town 
'  itself,  there  are  manifest  symptoms  of 

*  improvement.  From  adequate  authority, 
'  I  may  say,  that  the  property  of  the  place, 
'  and  within  four  miles  of  it,  has  increased 

*  on  an  average  rate  of  twenty-five  per  cent 
'  within  the  last  fifteen  years.  More  build- 
'•  ing  is  now  going  on  than  has  been  known 
'  for  many  years.     The  increase  of  pa- 

*  rocbial  expenditure  is  trifling  compared 

*  with  the  greatly  augmented  population. 

*  Contrary  to  all  former  precedents,  nearly 
'  all  transactions  in  business  are  on  money 
'  terms.  The  Birmingham  canal— that 
'  great  dock  for  the  conveyance  of  our  raw 
'  materials,  and  heavy  articles — ^has  a  larger 

*  tonnage  than  ever  was  known,  and  all 

*  the  institutions  are  well  supported.'  He 
bad  thought  it  right  to  dwell  on  these  facts, 
because  the  hon.  Member  grounded  his 
Motion  on  the  assertion,  that  the  distress 
of  the  country  was  great  and  unparalleled. 
AHer  the  facts  which  he  had  stated,  he 
did  not  believe,  that  the  Houhc  would 
adopt  the  hon.  Member's  conclusion.     He 


was  however  prepared  to  go  fartber,  and 
in  spite  of  the  observations  of  the  boa. 
member  for  Oldham,  who  asserted,  that  an 
increase  of  consumption  was  only  an 
evidence  of  increase  of  distress,  he  woald 
refer  to  the  increase  of  consumption  in  the 
United  Kingdom  of  the  four  great  aiticleSy 
all  entering  largely  into  the  consumption 
of  the  poorer  classes — tobacco,  sugar, 
tea,  and  coffee— as  evidence  of  the  not 
decaying  prosperity  of  the  kingdom. — For 
this  purpose  the  right  hon.  Member  pro- 
ceeded to  mention  the  particttlata  io  the 
following  Table  bf  the 
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1814. 

183f. 

Totnooo . . . 

Stigtt 

Tea  ...... 

Coffte 

Ii9974909  ctkt. 
6,394,t67  lbs. 

90,235368 

01^8,407 

tt.95«.5S7 

31  per  cRit 

as     -^ 

6ft       ^ 

«es  — 

Increaie  of  Population  esUmatod  at  !f4  ppr  ont. 

He  Went  back^  it  would  be  observedi  to 
the  year  1814|  because  that  year  bad  been 
selected  bv  the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven 
as  the  halcyon  period  of  unlimited  paper 
issues,  and  unbounded  prosperity.  Lei 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  say  what 
he  pleased,  he  was  sure  the  Honse«  after 
hearing  such  a  statement  would  be  con* 
vinced  that  the  mass  of  the  people  enjoyed 
a  greater  command  over  the  comforts  of 
life  than  formerly.  The  rich  man,  it  would 
be  remembered,  added  little  or  nothing  to 
his  consumption  of  the  necessaries  of  life, 
however  much  the  price  might  falli  and 
therefore  he  was  justified  in  assuming, 
that  the  increased  consumption  he  had 
pointed  out  had  taken  place  exclusively 
among  the  lower  and  middle  classes,  and 
was  a  sure  proof  that  they  had  increased 
in  comfort  and  opulence.  He  would  next 
refer  to  the  consumption  of  cotton  and 
sheep's  wool,  constituting  the  great  staple 
manufactures  of  the  country.  He  had 
separated  these  from  the  other  articles, 
because  a  large  portion  of  them  were  ex- 
ported ;  but  the  increase,  as  a  large  part 
was  consumed  at  home,  might  be  taken 
both  as  a  proof  of  additional  enjoyment 
and  additional  employment  for  the  labour* 
ing  classes.  The  consumption  of  these 
articles,  then,  was  : — 


CdttOB  Wool.*. 
SbtepPi  Wool . . . 


Idt,8t9»68t 
9.775.eOS 


isat. 

t5^.4lt,468 

17.666.550 


70 
183    ~ 


IflBraaii  of  Population  In  tho  mum  period  16  pt 

Perhaps  he  had  better  not  speak  of  silk* 
as  there  had  been  several  alterations  in  the 
duty.  Another  point  which  he  considered 
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deserving  of  notice  was  the  ^eat  dimlna- 
tion  of  the  rate  of  tnortality  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  country  during  the  last 
fifty  years>  as  it  showed  an  increase  of 
comfort.  In  1780,  one  in  forty  died 
annually ;  at  present  the  proportion  was 
not  more  than  one  in  fifty-four — b^ing 
a  diminution  of  thirty-six  per  cent.  Was 
not  that  also  an  evidence  that  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people  had  improved?  In 
adducing  these  returns  he  was  replying  to 
that  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
in  which  he  stated  that  the  power  of  con- 
sumption of  the  people  had  only  increased 
eleven  per  cent,  while  the  (sopulation  had 
increased  thirty  per  cent.  The  documents 
he  had  quoted  showed  the  case  to  be  very 
difierenu  He  regretted  as  much  as  any 
man  that  there  should  be  distress  in  the 
country,  and  the  rather  as  he  feared  it 
was  a  condition  of  affairs  for  which 
patience  was  the  only  remedy ;  at  the 
same  time,  he  should  be  the  first  to 
advocate  the  principle  that  it  was  the 
bounden  duty  of  Parliament  to  seek  a 
remedy  for  distreiSy  and»  whenever  inquiry 
appeared  likelv  to  point  out  a  remedy,  it 
ought  to  be  mstituted.  Tb  any  inquiry 
which  seetned  to  hold  out  a  promise  of 
utility  he  would  readily  assent;  but  the 
present  proposition  he  considered  would 
prove  disastrous  in  its  consequences.  He 
was  not  deaf  to  the  cry  of  distress — be 
wished  to  diminish  and  relieve  it  to  the 
utmost  extent  possible,  but  he  looked  upon 
the  proposition  to  be  made  solely  with  a 
view  to  depreciate  the  currency*  He 
should  be  able  to  show,  that  bv  granting  the 
Committee  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  granting  the  depreciation  which  might 
be  the  consequence  of  it,  this  House 
would  inflict  upon  the  mass  of  the  com- 
munity (the  labouring  classes  especially] 
an  amount  of  misery  and  wretchedness 
such  as  never  was  before  inflicted  upon 
any  country.  All  history  demonstrated, 
however  beneficial  a  depreciation  of  the 
currency  might  be  to  the  debtor,  who 
wished  to  acquit  himself  of  his  obligations 
at  a  reduced  standard  of  value — however 
beneficial  for  a  time  to  the  tradesman  who 
held  a  stock  of  goods ;  it  must  be,  as  it 
evclr  had  been,  the  most  severe  infliction 
possible  for  the  labouring  classes.  He 
wished  that  this  question  should  be  Well 
understood  by  the  country,  not  but  that 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  behind 
him  (Mr.  Forster),  that  there  was  far  from 
being  that  feeling  upon  the  subject  amongst 


the  industrious  clashes  which  had  been 
described  by  the  hon.  Member.  He  had 
continued  intercourse  with  people  of  vari- 
ous classes,  and  from  his  experience  he 
must  say,  that  although  among  certain 
currency  doctors  there  might  be  a  cry  with 
respect  to  this  question,  and  there  might 
have  been  attempts  made  to  enlist  the  people 
on  their  side,  yet  those  attempts  had  all 
failed,  and  the  people  were  indifl(Brent,  if 
not  averse,  to  the  change  contemplated 
by  the  hon.  Member.  To  show  the  efiects 
of  a  depreciation  of  the  currency,  he 
would  go  back,  very  shortly,  to  rather 
an  early  period  in  the  history  of  this 
country,  that  in  which  the  first  con. 
siderable  depreciation  took  place  in 
the  value  of  gold  and  silver,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  opening  of  the  South  Ame- 
rican mines.  Between  1527,  and  about 
1540,  the  pound  sterling  was  depreciated 
nearly  one-third.  All  the  writers  of  the 
time  describe  the  miserable  condition  to 
which  the  poor  of  England  were  reduced. 
Before  the  passing  of  the  4drd  of  Eliza- 
beth, they  were  represented  as  wandering 
about  begging  or  committing  the  most 
wanton  crimes  in  open  day.  It  had  been 
disputed,  whether  the  distress  thus  de- 
scribed was  not  owing  to  the  abolition  of 
the  monasteries  in  the  reign  of  Henry 
8  th ;  but  when  a  similar  state  of  distress 
existed  in  other  states  of  Europe  where 
no  monasteries  were  abolished,  and  no 
Poor-laws  established,  it  was  right  to 
infer  that  those  writers  who  attributed  the 
distress  to  the  depreciation  in  the  value 
of  money  formed  a  correct  opinion.  He 
would  quote  only  one  sentence  to '  the 
House  upon  this  subject,  from  the  writings 
of  Mr.  John  Smith  who,  in  speaking  of 
the  distress  of  1550,  said — *  The  principal 

*  real  grievance  at  this  time  of  the  poorer 
'  manuTacturers,  they  do  not  appear  to 

*  have  been  sensible  of,  and    historians 

*  have  since  overlooked  it,  was  the  state  of 
'  the  coin.  The  debasement  of  the  coin, 
^  which  was  now  of  several  years  standing, 

*  had  undoubtedly  given  a  nominal  ad- 
^  vance  to  all  things  vendible ;  and  though 
'  perhaps    to  wages    too,  yet    probably 

*  nothing  near  in  proportion  to  the  difler- 
'  ence  of  the  coin.  And  as  the  money  in 
'  which  they  were  paid,  not  containing  as 
'  much  silver  as  it  did  before,  would  not 

'  purchase  the  same  quantity  of  necessa-  ^ 
'  ries  of  life  as  it  was  wont  to  do — that,  in 
'  course,  must  have  bore  hard  upon  the 
<  lower  sort  of  people  especially ,  who  had 
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'  everything  to  buy,  and  nothing  to  sell; 
*  except  their  labour.'  Were  Mr.  Smith 
writing  with  all  the  experience  of  the 
present  day,  he  could  not  more  accurately 
describe  the  effects  of  depreciation  which 
had  taken  place  in  our  times ;  or  what 
would  be  the  effects  of  the  depreciation 
now  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member.  In 
1550,  in  consequence  of  this  depreciation 
in  the  value  of  money,  and  the  miserable 
condition  of  the  people,  a  maximum  price 
was  actually  placed  on  all  the  commodi- 
ties sold  in  this  country,  which  many 
writers  ascribe  to  the  proper  cause. 
The  second  period  to  which  he  begged  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House,  was  that 
from  1660  to  1760,  during  which,  with 
one  exception — the  value  of  money  re- 
mained nearly  equal ;  and  there  had  been 
no  period,  with  that  one  exception,  of 
greater  prosperity  to  the  labouring  classes. 
He  would  state  the  evidence  upon  which 
he  came  to  that  conclusion.  In  the  year 
1680,  the  Poor-rates  were  computed  by 
Davenant  at  665,000/.  for  England  and 
Wales;  in  1750,  nearly  a  hundred  years 
afterwards,  they  amounted  only  to 
689,000/.,  having  increased  only  34,000/. 
in  the  long  period  of  a  century,  during 
which  the  precious  metals  retained  nearly 
the  same  value.  There  was,  however, 
one  exception ;  that  was  about  the  year 
1695,  when  the  coin  of  the  country  was 
debased.  If  Gentlemen  would  turn  to 
the  history  of  that  day,  they  would  see  to 
what  a  state  of  misery  and  distress  the 
labouring  classes  were  reduced.  Mr. 
Lowndes  said,  in  his  Report  to  the 
Treasury,  in  1695,  tliat  tlie  degraded 
state  of  the  coinage  was  **  one  great  cause 
of  the  raising  the  price,  not  only  of  all 
merchandises,  but  of  every  article  neces- 
sary for  the  maintenance  of  the  common 
people,  to  their  great  grievance."  Mr. 
Locke,  in  his  answer  to  Mr.  Lowndes,  con- 
firmed this  statement,  and  said,  that "  the 
money-price  of  all  sorts  of  provisions  had 
risen  excessively."  Let  the  House  see  the 
effect  pf  this  upon  the  Poor-rates.  In 
the  year  1700  they  had  risen,  according  to 
Sir  F.  Morton  Eden's  calculation,  to 
1,000,000/.  Afterwards,  when  the  cur- 
rency had  been  restored,  and  had  again  be- 
come settled,  they  fell  in  1750,  to  680,000/. 
That  proved,  he  thought,  that  the  only 
interruption  to  prosperity  which  oc- 
curred in  the  course  of  a  century,  origin- 
ated in  the  debasement  of  the  coinage 
and  lasted  till  wages  had  righted  them- 


selves by  being  raised  in  proportion. 
The  third  period  to  which  he  wished 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House, 
that  from  1770  to  1816,  was  one  of  con- 
siderable depreciation.  The  evidence 
for  this  period  was  much  less  easily  dis- 
puted than  that  to  which  he  had  hitherto 
adverted.  Mr.  Arthur  Young  took  great 
pains  upon  the  subject ,  and  spent  three  years 
as  Secretary  of  the  Agricnltural  Society, 
in  carrying  on  an  inquiry  into  the  state 
of  the  poor,  the  amount  of  their  wages  and 
the  prices  of  their  provisions;  and  he 
stated  that  the  mean  price  of  agricaltnral 
labour  in  England  and  Wales,  during  the 
three  years  ending  1770,  was  about  7s. 
6d.  per  week,  or  Is.  3d,  per  day  ;  that  the 
mean  price  of  agricultural  labour  in  1810 
and  1811,  when  the  depreciation  was  at 
its  acm^y  was  14s.  6d,  per  week,  or  2f  •  5d, 
per  day,  being  a  rise  of  nearly  100  per 
cent  on  the  former  period;  but  in  the 
mean  time  beef  had  risen  from  abont  1/. 
7s.  to  3/.  10s.  per  cwt.,  or  nearly  300  per 
cent. ;  bread  had  more  than  doubled;  butter 
had  risen  from  6J(/.  to  Is.  2}(/.  per  lb.,being 
a  rise  of  about  120  per  cent. ;  cheese  had 
risen  from  Z^d,  to  S^d.,  being  more  than 
200  per  cent;  oatmeal  had  risen  from  4s.  9d. 
to  1  Is.  6d. ;  salt  had  risen  400  per  cent ; 
malt  140  per  cent ;  and  other  articles  in 
proportion."  It  appeared,  therefore,  that 
whilst  wages  rose  only  100  per  cent,  some 
of  the  most  essential  articles  of  provision 
rose  120,  200,  and  even  400  per  cent. 
Hence,  said  Mr.  Young,  the  extreme  dis- 
tress of  the  labouring  classes — a  distress 
which,  at  the  end  of  the  war,  was  evinced 
by  the  great  increase  of  the  Poor-rates,  to 
which  he  was  always  willing  to  refer  as  a 
test.  In  1783,  1784,  and  1785,  the  Poor- 
rates,  according  to  the  Returns,  averaged 
2,400,000/. ;  and,  in  1815,  they  amounted 
to  5,724,000/.,  being  an  increase  of  more 
than  150  per  cent  In  the  fourth  period 
during  which  the  standard  of  value  had 
been  raised  in  the  manner  so  much  ob- 
jected to  by  the  hon.  member  for  White- 
haven, he  found  the  greatest  difficulty 
in  dealing  with  the  subject,  and  in  bring- 
ing undoubted  facts  to  bear  upon  it;  but 
there  were  documents  which  would,  he 
thought,  be  sufficient  to  decide  the  point. 
The  tables  kept  at  Greenwich-hospital, 
containing  the  prices  of  provisions,  and 
the  wages  of  labour,  and  the  extremely 
able  statistical  tables  kept  at  Glasgow,  by 
Dr.  Cleland,  whose  accuracy  and  research 
iC  was  impossible  to    praise  too  highly, 
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would  throw  light  on  the  subject.  What 
were  the  real  wages  of  artisans  in  1814, 
1815,  and  1816,  so  much  lauded  by  the 
hon.  Gentlemen ;  and  what  were  they  at 
present  ?  Whilst  the  prices  of  commodities 
had  fallen  very  materially,  owing  to  the 
rise  in  the  value  of  the  currency,  the  wages 
of  labour  had  not  fallen  in  the  same  pro- 
portion. From  Dr.  CJeland's  tables  he 
would  quote  this  statement : — 

Mechanics  Weavers 

tm    dm  $*    d,  *m       dm  M»    d» 

Rate  of    I  1819    .      S6to39  .OS^toIS^ 

Wi«n    i  18S1    .do.        do.  .    0  11    to  1  4 

Thus  the  rise  in  weavers'  wages,  since 
1819,  had  been  fifteen  to  twenty  percent, 
and  that  of  mechanics  stationary.  The 
prices  of  provisions  during  the  same 
periods  stood  thus:— 

Bread  per 
Oatmeal     iirkiar       Cheese    Candles    Soft  Sugar 

S»       d»  9m  dm  im       dm  Mm       dm  dm       dm 

1819    .    I    S    .    0    111    .    0    8^    .     1    0    .    0    7 
1831    .IS.O      8^.06      .07.05^ 

Fall  since  1819:— 
7  per  cent.  IS  p.  cent.  S9  p.  cent.  41  p.  cent.  SI  p.  cent. 

The  Greenwich-hospital  tables,  to  which 
he  appealed  with  confidence,  because  they 
were  official,  and  regularly  kept,  showed 
the  same  results.  He  had  taken  three 
periods  from  these  tables,  and  had  placed 
against  them  the  amount  of  wages  paid 
to  bricklayers,  and  the  price  of  meat  and 
fiour.'    The  account  stood  thus : — 

Wages  of  Bricklayers.        Flesh  per  cwt.  Flour. 

f.    d,  s.    dm  *m    d. 

1799  ...t4....36  10...434 
181f  ...  5  d  ....  78  0  ...  107  5 
1890    ...410....4S6     ...460 

It  thus  appeared,  that  between  1790  and 
1812,  there  was  a  rise  in  wages  of  132  per 
cent.;  and  upon  flesh  and  flour,  of  110 
and  150  per  cent.  Between*  1812  and 
1830  there  had  been  a  fall  of  only 
ten  per  cent  in  wages;  whilst  the  fall 
in  rent  had  been  at  least  fifteen  per  cent ; 
in  the  price  of  flesh  and  flower,  seventy- 
seven  per  cent' and  133  per  cent;  and 
everything  else  in  proportion.  These  facts 
deserved  the  consideration  of  those  who 
were  to  pass  judgment  upon  the  question 
before  the  House,  because  they  showed 
indisputably  that  depreciation,  however 
brought  about,  must  be  injurious  to  the 
operative  classes.  Wages  never  rose  in 
proportion,  or,  at  least,  only  after  a  very 
long  period,  to  the  rise  in  the  value  of 
commodities ;  and  it  was  impossible  to  im- 
press too  strongly  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House  or  of  the  country  this  fact — ^that  the 
labouring  classes  would  not  profit  by  any  at- 
tempt to  depreciate  the  currency*    What 


had  been  characterized  by  the  hon.  mem 
her  for  Whitehaven  as  a  •'  system  of  con- 
fiscation and    public  robbery,"  had  cer- 
tainly not  been  one  of  confiscation    to 
them.     He  did  not  indeed  admit  the  jus- 
tice of  those  words,  as  applied  to  the 
Act  of  1819;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
thought  proper  so  to  apply  them,  he  roust 
admit  them  as  applicable  to  what  must  be 
the  result  of  his    proposition,  with   this 
diflerence,  that  if  the  system  of  confisca- 
tion and  public  robbery  now  proposed  were 
adopted,  it  would  tend  most  materially  to 
injure  the    operative    classes;   so    that, 
whilst  they  participated  in  the  shame  of  the 
Act,  they  would  not  only  be  excluded 
from  any  of  its  supposed  benefits,  but  reap 
from    it  inevitable  misery.     If  the  hon. 
Member's  proposition  would  not  benefit 
the  labouring  classes,    whom   would    it 
benefit?    The  hon.  Member  said,  that  the 
country  prospered  under  the  former  system, 
but  he  on'ly  showed  that  a  fictitious  paper 
money  for  a  time  increased  the  industry  of 
the  country.     He  failed  entirely  in  showing 
any  connexion  between  the  simple  fact  of 
returning  to  the  metallic  standard,  and  the 
distress  of  the  present  time.     No  over- 
issue of  paper  could  take  place,  with  what- 
ever apparent  prosperity  it  might  be  at- 
tended, without  there  necessarily  being  a 
reaction  productive  of  misery ;  and  in  pro- 
portion as  over*(issues  took  place — in  pro- 
portion as  the  stream  had  been  unduly  sup- 
plied— would  the  returning  rush  of  the 
waters  be  great,  and  barrenness  and  dearth 
be  spread  over  the  land.     He  had  heard  it 
said,  •*  We  do  not  wish  to  produce  depre- 
ciation by  any  violent  or  sudden  measure; 
we  mean  to  obtain  an  over-issue  of  paper, 
which  will  create  great  temporary  pros- 
perity, to  be  followed  by  contraction  of 
the  currency,  by  distress,  by  applications 
for  gold,  by  the  inability  of  the  Bank  to 
meet  those  applications ;  and  thus  arrive 
at  an  inconvertible  paper  currency,  which, 
once  again  obtained,  you  will  never  more 
return  to  cash  payments."    That  was  a 
doctrine  which  he  had  heard  propounded, 
although  he  did  not  believe  its  advocates 
would  be  found  openly  to  avow  themselves 
in  that  House.     But,  in  case  they  should, 
he  rejoiced  that  this  Motion  had  been 
submitted    to   the  House  —  he    rejoiced 
that   this    question  of    a    straight  for- 
ward, downright  act  of  spoliation  and  bank 
ruptcy  had  been  ofiered  for  their  decision, 
because  it  would,  he  trusted,  entirely  pre- 
vent any  attempt  at  arriving  at  the  same 
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with  it  the  altered  value  of  money.  He  was, 
therefore,  glad  that  he  had  it  in  his  power 
to  produce  a  document  not  susceptible  of 
this  objection,  inasmuch  as  it  gave  the 
number  of  paupers  relieved,  and  not  the 
money  expended  for  their  relief.  It  did 
not  apply  to  the  kingdom  generally,  but  to 
one  particular  town,  and  that  the  town,  of 
all  others,  which  he  had  most  pleasure  in 
citing  in  this  debate,  the  town  of  Birming- 
ham, near  which  he  resided,  but  of  the 
actual  condition  of  which  he  would  not 
speak,  because  it  was  not  safe  to  do  so. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  he  might  quote  a 
document  without  incurring  the  risk  of  a 
broken  head,  or  a  devastated  house.  This 
document  embraced  three  decennial 
periods;  the  first  from  1801  to  1810, 
wherein  the  average  population  was  64,848 
and  the  average  of  paupers  10,117,  or 
fifteen  per  cent ;  the  second  1 8 1 1  to  1 820, 
wherein  the  average  of  population  was 
76,689 :  and  that  of  paupers  13,800,  or 
eighteen  per  cent;  and  the  third  from 
1821  to  1830,  (which  it  would  be  borne 
in  mind,  was  immediately  after  the  pass*- 
ing  of  the  Act  of  1019,  wherein  the  aver- 
age  of  population  was  95,868,  and  that  of 
paupers  12,606,  being  13J  percent;  a  de- 
crease of  nearly  five  per  cent  as  compared 
with  the  preceding  decennial  period.  He 
would  add  that  every  money  transaction— 
every  bargain  and  sale — every  loan — every 
contract  entered  into  during  the  existence 
of  the  Bank  restriction,  was  with  the  full 
knowledge  of  all  parties  concerned,  that  the 
paper  then  circulating  would  be  ultimately 
converted  into  gold  ;  for  this  they  had  the 
solemn  assurances  of  repeated  Acts  of 
Parliament,  which  assurances  were  made 
good.  That  fact  took  away  the  pretext, 
miserable  as  it  was,  urged  by  those  who 
advocated  what  he  considered  an  act  of 
barefaced  injustice  ;  that  a  previous  act  of 
injustice  had  been  committed.  He  denied 
that,  and  maintained  that  the  Government 
of  this  country  had  hitherto  always  observed 
strict  faith  in  its  engagements.  What 
should  they  gain  by  acceding  to  the  plans 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven  ?  A 
short-lived  semblance  of  prosperity  — a 
parenthesis  of  bubble  speculation — to  be 
succeeded  by  misery  infinitely  greater  than 
the  distress  which  preceded  it.  That  was, 
however,  assuming  that  the  inevitable  con- 
se<)uences  would  not  immediately  follow. 
The  probability  was,  that  they  would.  The 
mere  discussion  of  this  question  had  already 
nipped  the  opening  bud  of  commercial  im- 


provement; and  if  they  moloiiged  tlie 
discussion^-^especially  if  tney  gave  any 
indications  of  an  iotentioii  to  aher  the 
present  monetary  system-^e  was  per* 
soaded  that  evils  would  thicken  aitmnd 
them.  ''We  are  sowing  the  wind,  and  aasiir- 
edlywesball  reap  the  whirlwrnd/Tltsaoleniii 
conviction  was,  that  theslightest  eoncession 
to  the  plan  of  the  hon.  member  for  Wbite^ 
haven  would  be  the  first  step  in  the  road  to 
ruin — the  preliminary  to  national  bank- 
ruptcy— to  a  disastrous  revolntioo  in  pro- 
perty ;  to  characterize  it  in  one  sentence,  its 
impolicy  was  only  equalled  by  its  injustice. 
During  the  canvass  of  a  nmnefous  ooq* 
stttuency,  he  was  asked  by  one  voter,  and 
one  only,  to  give  a  pledge  relating  to  this 
question.  The  elector  said,  '*  Will  you  vote 
for  measures  tending  to  give  the  country  an 
adequate  currency!  To  a  propontkm  so 
fair  and  reasonable  he  could  but  assent.  In 
conformity  to  that  promise  if  the  hon. 
member  for  Whitehaven,  or  any  other  hon. 
Member  would  bring  forward  a  motion  to 
inquire  into  the  adequacy  or  inadequacy  of 
the  present  currency,  he  would  support  it. 
The  gentleman  to  whom  be  bad  dloded 
was  a  respectable  ironmaster ;  a  trade  at 
that  time  sufi^ring  under  great  depressiott, 
but  which,  he  was  happy  to  learn,  bra 
letter  which  he  had  just  received  fh>m  this 
identical  person,  has  now  experienced  a 
great  revival. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thonuon  could  assure  the 
House,  that  it  was  with  great  pleasure  he 
had  given  way  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Forster),  whose  speech  could  not  have 
failed  to  produce  a  great  effect  upon  the 
House,  coming,  as  it  did,  from  one  prac- 
tically engaged  in  the  banking  and  com- 
mercial affairs  of  this  country.  He  was 
not  surprised  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Knaresborough  should  complain  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Whitehaven  had  been  met; 
for  he  seemed,  by  some  happy  turn  of 
mind,  to  imagine,  that  he  could  engraft 
on  a  Motion,  introduced  distinctly  and 
avowedly  for  one  purpose,  another  purpose 
completely  and  enth'ely  difierent ;  and  that 
he  would  have  an  opportunity,  by  voting 
for  the  Committee  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
of  making  that  Committee  subservient  to 
promote  his  own  plan.  After  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  friend,  it  was  impossi- 
ble that  the  House  could  consider  that 
any  other  question  was  before  it  than 
whether  it  should  affirm  or  negative  a  de- 
parture from  the  standard  of  value  aa 
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Ifot  for  tl]e  4)epefit  Qf  I^ndad  preprietoris  i 
not  for  tbiit  pf  (fianufactur^r^  »nd  mer- 
chant9»  mco  tb^ir  benefit  woiild  be  only 
for  a  day ;  i)q(  fof  i\i&  good  of  the  laboiir* 
ipg  fipd  operatiya  classea,  since  tbey  woiild 
b^  doaply  injured  by  it ;  not  for  the  bene  At 
of  the  fundbolderp,  since  they  would  be 
actually  pillaged  by  jt !  For  whose  bene- 
fit was  it  then?  Solely  for  tb^t  of  debtors. 
By  it  Mr,  A,  the  debtor^  would  have  so 
much  the  more,  and  Mr.  B,  the  creditor, 
so  much  the  less.  On  one  hint  that  had 
been  thrown  out  in  the  course  of  the  even- 
ing, he  would  say  a  single  word.  It  had 
been  said^  that,  by  this  depreciation,  the 
public  burthen^  would  be  mininished  ;  he 
admitted  the  assertion,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  be  would  say  that  there  were  other 
ways,  and  happily  nonest  and  honourable 
ways,  to  dimmish  those  burthens,  without 
disturbing  public  cop  tracts.  Would  not  a 
reduction  of  taxation  be  a  more  direct  and 
a  more  honest  mode  of  relieving  those 
bqrtbeps?  and  h^d  nothing  b^en  recently 
done  in  that  way  ?  Upwards  of  6,000,000/. 
had  been  reduced  withip  the  last  four 
ycarSi  i^ud  relief  had  thus  been  afforded  to 
the  people  in  a  more  upright  and  equitable 
manner  than  in  the  way  suggested  by  the 
present  MotioPi  because  the  public  cre- 
ditor had  not  been  deprived  of  that  to 
vrbicb  he  was  fairlv  entitled.  The  hon. 
member  for  BiFmingham,  indeed,  contend- 
ed that  reduction  of  taxation  gave  no  relief, 
which  was  fL  reiparkable  doctrine  to  be 
entertained  by  gentlemen  who  proposed 
to  depreciate  the  currency  as  a  means  of 
lightening  the  public  burthens.  The  hon. 
Gentlenian,  the  meo^ber  for  Oldham,  had 
givep  utterance  to  the  oft*rcpeated  fallacy 
that  the  creditor  bad  gained  enormously 
by  the  appreciation  of  pioney.  He  very 
much  doubted  the  correctness  of  this  as- 
sertion. M  r«  Mushet  had  shown,  as  clearly 
as  could  ba  done  by  figures,  thai  the 
public  craditor,  ioateaid  of  gaining  by  the 
appreciation  of  money,  was,  taking  into 
consideration  the  loss  h^  suffered  during 
the  depreciation,  a  loser  to  the  extent  of 
somewhere  about  44,000/.  a  year.  He  object- 
ed to  the  propositions  of  the  hon.  Member 
because  -he  saw  in  them  the  complete  de- 
rangement of  the  whole  commercial  and 
even  sooial  system  of  the  country.  'He 
believed  that  nothing  but  ruin  and  bank-* 
ruptcy  could  follow  their  adoption,  and 
the  loss  of  that  high  name  for  honour  and 
integrity  which  the  country  at  present  pos- 

tesseditmopg  the  oationaof  Europet  If  tbey 


could  no  longer  bear  the  public  burthens, 
or  pay  that  which  was  due  to  the  public 
creditor^  he  should  say«  ''  compound  with 
bim ;  exhibit  the  state  of  your  affairs ;  say 
that  you  are  notable  to  pay  the  28,000,000/. 
wbioli  ha  at  present  receives  ;  but  do  not 
adopt  that  which  was  only  a  clumsy  means 
of  arriving  at  the  same  end, — which  car- 
ried with  it  a  complete  disruption  of  all 
money  contracts,  and  rendered  insecure 
private  and  public  credit, — which  would 
reduce  to  beggary  not  only  a  few  rich 
fundholders,  as  they  were  termed,  but  no 
less  than  275,000  public  creditors,  who 
received  dividends  under  400/.,  and  which 
would  take  the  means  of  livelihood  from 
the  widow  and  the  orphan."  Let  them 
avoid  doing  an  act  of  that  kind,  not  only 
because  it  would  inflict  on  the  country  all 
the  misery  he  had  pointed  out,  but  because 
in  his  conscience  he  believed  it  would 
cause  them  to  forfeit  that  which  ought  to 
be  as  dear  to  a  nation  as  to  an  individual 
— a  good  name  for  honour  and  integrity. 
Debate  Adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Tuesday,  April  23,   1833. 

MiHDnt.]  Papen  orderad.  On  the  Motion  of  the  Barl 
of  HoBSLTN,  an  Aoootint  of  the  Quantities  of  different 
Hinds  of  Grain  Exported  from  Ireland  to  Great  Britain, 
and  Imported  to  Ireland  ftom  Great  Britain,  in  each  year 
from  ISSO,  to  1830:  and  the  OuanUty  of  all  kinds  of 
Onin  Imparted  to  Great  Britain  from  British  Nwth 
America,  in  each  year  from  1823,  to  1832. 

Petiliona  presented.  By  the  Bishops  of  HiBKroBD  and 
LoMJHUtt  hy  the  Earl  of  Wicu.ow,  and  by  Lords 
WssTsiiMf  PoLTiMORK,  EiJ.aNBOBoooH,  aodSuvriaLD, 
— ^rom  a  great  Number  of  Places, — against  Slavery^ — By 
the  Earl  of  Radnor,  and  by  Lord  Wkbtkrn,  from 
Oxford,  and  other  Pbioes,<^4i0unit  the  Assasiicd  TaicflB.*~> 
By  the  Bishops  of  Lomoow,  Durham,  and  Cubstrr, 
by  the  Marquess  of  Cholmondklev,  and  by  Lord  Fkvrr. 
8RAM,  from  a  Number  of  Places, — for  the  Better  Obsery- 
•nee  of  the  Sabbath.—* By  the  Bishi^  of  Chxsxsr,  from 
Taplow,  against  the  SiUe  of  Beer  Act.— By  ViseouQt 
Melbourwk,  from  Llandrlnio,  against  Tithes. — By  tlie 
Earl  of  PALtcovTH,  from  Truro,  for  making  that  Place 
the  Assise  Town  Iwtaad  of  Launoestoo. — ^By  the  Bishop 
of  LoMOON,  from  twenty-one  PUuvs  In  Essex,  against  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act. 

MbTROPOLITAN    Sl«At7GHTBR.H0U8BS.I 

The  Bishop  of  Llandaff  presented  a  peti* 
tion  from  the  Members  of  the  Association 
for  promoting  Rational  Humanity  towards 
the  Animal  Creation,  complaining  of  the 
position  of  the  great  Metropolitan  Cattle 
Market,  and  praying  for  the  establishment 
of  four  Live  Cattle  Markets,  with  contigu- 
ous Abattoirs t  in  the  outskirts  of  the  City. 
The  petitioners  stated,  that  Smithfield 
market  was  utterly  inadequate  to  the  recep- 
tion of  the  number  of  cattle  necessary  for 
tb«  (X>n8uippti9ii  of  LondoOj  and  that  bein|^ 
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1831-32      ^     •  UfMfim 

In  10  years,  to  25th  March,  1833    62,959,066 


1828-29 
1829-30 
1830-31 


6,332,410 
6,829,042 
6,798,888 


Teuv. 

PopnUtlon 

of  die  United 

Kingdom. 

Amonot  raised 
in  Taxes. 

Expended 

for  tlie  relief  or 

Poor. 

Proportion  of 

Tixes  to  popaijitioii 

of  (Jniled 

Kiofdom. 

Proportion  of  Poor  BMt 

to  Fopoiition  of 

.Eafland  and  WalM. 

1801 
1811 
1821 
1831 

16,338,102 
18,547,720 
21,193,458 
24,271,763 

£. 
34,115,146 
65,173,545 
55,834,192 
46,424,440 

£.• 
4,017,871 
6,656,106 
6,358,703 
6,798,888 

.£.  s,    d. 

2  19 

3  10     3 
2  12     8 
1  18     3 

£.  s,   d, 
0     9     1 
0  13     1 
0  10     7 
0    9    9 

In  order,  however,  to  show  the  real  state 
of  the  case  still  more  clearly,  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  obtain  information  from 
some  of  the  principal  towns,,  and  he  had 
selected  four  manufacturing  places  of  great 
consequence,  (Glasgow,  Manchester,  Shef- 
field, and  Birmingham).  He  considered 
that  these  four  towns  afforded  a  fair  sample 
of  the  town  population  of  Great  Britain ; 
and  if  there  were  any  material  distress  in 
the  country,  it  could  not  fail  to  pervade 
those  industrious  communities.  He  would 
begin  with  Glasgow,  and  first  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  statement  as 
to  the  poor*  The  right  hon.  Member  read 
the  following  paper : — 

Glasgow. — Poor   Rates. — The    assessment 
for  the  mainteDance  of  paupers  in  the  ten  t 
parishes  of  the  Royalty,  exclusive  of  the  sub« 
urbs,  was — 

In  1790 

1800        •       «       . 

1810        ,       •       • 

1820 

1830        •       «       . 


4,534 

5,770 

13,136 

7,866 


'  In  the  town  and  suburbs  the  popula- 
tion in  1830  was  202,426;  the  number 
'  of  paupers  5,006 ;    and  the  total  sum 

*  expended  on  theur  relief,  17,281// 

The  House  must  remember  that  the 
population  of  Glasgow  was  nearly  double 
in  1831,  to  the  population  of  1820;  so 
that,  with  double  the  population,  there  was 
a  diminution  of  the  Poor-rate  by  nearly 
one-half.  He  would  next  read  to  them 
an  extract  of  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  to 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce  at  Glasgow,  a 
man  on  whose  authority  the  House  might 
place  the  utmost  reliance : — 

*  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  during 
'  the  year  which  has  just  expired,  the 

*  hand-weaving  branch  has  been  enjoying 
^  a  profitable  trade,  and  the  prospects  for 

*  the  coming  year  are  so  favourable,  that 

*  the  more  prudent  manufacturers  entertain 
'  fears  that  a  little  further  prosperity  may 

*  occasion  a  revival  of  the  spirit  of  over- 


'  trading.     The  calico-printing  business  is 

*  understood  to  have  been  extremely  pros- 
^  perous  from  the  moment  of  the  repeal  of 

*  the  tax  on  that  article,  and  its  prosperity 

*  still  continues.     The  silk  manufacture, 

*  too,  is  considered  to  have  been  doing 
'  well.  The  hands  generally  belonging  to 
*■  the  different  branches  of  industry  are  iu 
'  full  employment,  and,  with  the  exception 
^of  the   hand-loom    weavers,    at    good 

*  wages.* 

He  would  next  go  to  Sheffield,  the  par- 
ticulars of  which  were  equally  striking,  as 
appeared  by  the  following  statement : — 

*  Population  of  the  township  of  Sheffield 
'—1811,31,314;   1821,35,840;   1831, 

*  59,011. 

*  Poor-rates  of  the  township  of  Sheffield 

*  —1818,31,189/.;  1820,37,467/.;  1822, 

*  20,141/.;  1824, 16,787/.;  1826, 12,967/.; 
'1828,15,926/.;    1830,18,691/.;  1832, 

*  17,342/.' 

Thus  there  appeared  to  be  a  diminution 
of  the  Poor-rate  by  one-half  since  1820, 
during  these  ten  years,  which  had  been 
spoken  of  as  years  of  misery  and  dis- 
tress, in  a  town  with  a  population  increased 
from  35,000  to  60,000.  In  a  letter 
dated  9th  April,  1833,  the  Master  Cutler 
stated  that  "  the  wages  paid  now  in  this 
town  are  not  lower  than  they  were  in 
1798,  and  provisions  are  nearly  at  cheap 
now  as  then.''  Many  improvements,  how- 
ever, had,  in  the  meantime,  taken  place 
in  the  economy  and  application  of  labour, 
so  that  the  workmen's  wages,  although 
nominally  the  same,  are,  really  higher. 
The  Master  Cutler  added,  *'  they  (the 
workmen)  are  certainly  more  comfortably 
situated  than  they  have  been  at  any  time 
during  tlie  last  thirty  years."  He  next 
came  to  the  town  which  he  had  the  hoDOar 
to  represent  (Manchester),  with  respect  to 
which  he  unfortunately  could  not  bring 
forward  such  accurate  statements  as  in  the 
other  cases*    He  kn^w,  that  if  he  looked 
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created  of  so  large  an  amoont  as  to  prevent 
other  more  pressing  reductions. 

Mr.  Cobbeit  said,  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Ahhorp)  seemed  d0termined  to  take  off  no 
taxes  by  which  ihe  mat  bulk  of  the 
population  could  be  relieved.  There  were 
not  fewer  than  300  Members  in  that  House 
who  came  in  under  a  pledge  to  vote  for  the 
repeal  of  the  malt,  the  hop,  the  soap  duties, 
and  the  duty  on  newspapers.  He  was 
quite  astonished  to  find  that  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber asserted  that  the  people  of  England 
expected  nothing  more  than  the  Budget 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord.  They  ex« 
pected  a  great  deal  more.  They  expected 
the  total  repeal  of  the  Malt-duty.  Barley 
was  but  20^.  a  quarter,  the  doty  on  it  when 
malted  was  ^Os.  Sd. .  And  the  price  of  a 
quarter  of  malt  was  not  less  than  60s. 
This  did  not  arise  from  the  expense  of 
malting. 

Lord  Alihorp:  Barley  is  more  than  20«. 
a  quarter. 

Mr.  Cobbeit:  It  was  not  more  in  the 
county  of  Norfolk  last  week.  The  addi- 
tional twenty  shillings  in  the  price  of  the 
malt  was  occasioned  by  the  excise  regula- 
tions, which  subjected  the  maltsters  to 
much  unnecessary  expense,  inconvenience, 
and  difficulty.  The  drink  of  the  whole 
people  was  produced  from  this  article,  and 
they  expected  that  the  duty  would  be  taken 
off.  They  would  then  have  their  quarter 
of  malt  for  20^.  instead  of  GOs,  for  barley 
was  convertible  into  malt  without  any 
expense.  The  people  would  despise  the 
Reform  Bill  and  the  reform,  they  would 
be  ashamed  of  their  jubilees  and  their 
rejoicings  on  the  success  of  that  measure, 
unless  40f.  a*quarter  were  taken  off  the 
price  of  malt.  This  duty  was  one  cause 
why  young  people  were  driven  from  the 
fhrm^houses,  because  of  the  expense  of 
supplying  them  with  beer;  and  it  led  also 
to  the  abuses  arising  from  beer-shops.  A 
Sussex  farmer,  in  his  evidence  before  the 
Committee  last  Session,  said  that  forty-five 
years  back  all  his  labourers  brewed  their 
own  beer,  and  drank  it  with  their  families; 
that,  however,  at  present  nofte  of  them 
brewed  unless  those  to  whom  he  gave  the 
malt.  Country  gentlemen  ought  to  attend 
to  the  vrants  of  the  agricultural  class,  in 
place  of  prosecuting  poor  fellows  for  killing 
their  pheasants  and  hares ;  and  it  would  be 
much  better  if  Lord  Althorp  took  off  the 
malt  duty^  in  place  of  removing  the  duty 
from  tiles  and  other  articles.  The  whole 
amount  which  Lord  Althorp  pretended  to 
take  off  in  his  Budget  would  not  give 


one    farthing    relief    to    the   people   at 
large. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Explanation.!  Sir  Henry  Willoughby 
moved  that  the  Order  of  the  Day  be  read 
for  resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate. 

Lord  Althorp  rose  to  make  an  Explana- 
tion as  to  the  expression  he  had  made  use  of 
last  night,  that  ne,  as  an  honest  man,  could 
not  consent  to  the  Motion.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman thought  that  he  meant  to  imply  by 
that,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Attwood) 
was  a  dishonest  man.  He  had  no  intention  to 
apply  the  words  in  that  sense,  and  could  not 
have,  for  he  must  have  applied  them  to  many 
of  his  personal  friends  who  supported  the 
Motion.  He  should  have  conndered  Inm- 
self  acting  as  a  dishonest  man  if  he  had  not 
opposed  the  Motion,  whether  he  referred  to 
the  former  opinions  he  had  delivered,  or  to 
the  public  situation  he  held.  He  was 
surprised  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
for  one  moment  have  supposed  that  he 
meant  to  imply  anything  dishonest  on  his' 
part  in  bringing  forward  his  Motion. 

Mr.  Attwood  complained  that  the  noble 
Lord's  speech  of  the  night  before  was 
totally  inapplicable  to  his  Motion,  which 
was  for  an  inquiry  into  the  state  of  the 
country,  to  see  how  far  its  evils  had  been 
brought  about  by  our  monetary  system. 
The  noble  Lord  had,  however,  spoken  of 
his  Motion  as  if  it  were  a  Motion  for  a 
Committee  to  alter  the  standard  of  value. 
The  noble  Lord  might  substitute  any 
Amendment  he  jdeased  for  the  Motion; 
but  he  had  a  right  to  complain  that  the 
arguments  urged  by  the  noble  Lord  were 
not  directed  against  anything  he  had  ^aid. 
He  could  scarcely  believe,  that  the  noble 
Lord  could  so  have  misinterpreted  his 
speech,  but  certainly  the  version  given  by 
the  noble  Lord  of  his  speech  was  altogether 
different  from  that  he  had  the  honour  to 
deliver.  The  noble  Lord's  arguments 
were  all  durected  against  depreciation,  and 
the  noble  Lord  used  these  arguments  as  if 
he  had  proposed  depreciation.  He  had 
made  no  such  proposition.  He  had  urged 
the  House  of  Commons  to  inquire  into 
the  condition  of  the  country,  and  what  had 
been  the  effects  of  the  monetary  system  as 
it  now  stands?  His  proposition  was,  to 
inquire  if  they  did  not  possess  some  means 
of  relieving  that  condition  without  com. 
mitting  injustice  in  violating  the'  faith 
pledged  to  the  public  creditor.  He  did  not 
suppose  the  noble  Lord  meant  to  commit  an 
act  of  injustice ;  but  hebfd,  by  hia  mode  of 
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VVguipg  Ihe  que^tioiii  fwiaed  a  pie}udtce 
against  the  Motion  submitted  to  the 
House.  The  nohlo  Lord  had  endeavoured 
to  gain  votes  by  alarming  timid  minds.  He 
wisb^  to  inquire  if  there  were  po  iqeans 
of  relieving  the  papple^  as  hp  believed  there 
were«  without  ^iiy  breach  of  faith ;  an4  if 
there  were  not«  then  certainly  he  should 
propQse  au  inquiry  into  the  propriety  of 
r0(|ucing  the  hv)rt;hf3Ds  of  the  people.  His 
opinions  might  be  wrong,  pr  they  might  be 
right;  bu(  the  question  was,  that  the 
Heforiped  Parliament  should  inqmre  into 
the  distresses  of  the  people,  fhe  noble 
Lovd  said  i^  his  Resplutionj  that  they 
should  not  lower  the  standard  of  value. 
What  did  the  nqble  Lord  mean  ?  Did  he 
m^aa  the  old  standarfli  such  as  it  existed 
4own  to  the  period  of  the  Bank  Restriction 
Act  ?  Did  he  propose  that  the  House 
ihoi|14  n^ver  inquire  into  this  question  to 
gsoertain  whether  t)iat  standard  wore  just, 
and  whether  tbfsy  did  npt  commit  a  great 
injustice  in  now  adopting  it  i  He  would 
undertake  to  show»  that  his  Majesty,  by 
issuing  the  Prpclaqi£|tion  pre^iribed  by  the 
Apt  of  13)6i  which  was  a  part  of  the 
»tand$u:4x  oou}d  at  once  give  considerable 
lelief  tq  the  industrious  classes,  and  par- 
ticularly tp  the  agricultural  class,  by  rais- 
ing the  price  of  agricultural  produce.  Why 
should  the  House  and  the  country  be  for- 
bidden. IQ  inquire  into  this  question  ?  The 
Motion  did  not  ^st  upon  the  footing  it 
was  put  upou  by  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
iright  hon,  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  but  entirely  and  solely  upon  the 
circumstance  whether  the  condition  pf  the 
country  4id  not  depaand  the  attention  of 
that  House. 

Lord  Althorp  complained  of  the  unususd 
oonduet  of  the  hon.  Member,  who  certainly 
had  npt  trespassed  upon  the  Of  ders  of  the 
House,  because  the  motion  for  re4ding  the 
Older  of  the  Day  was  entirely  a  new 
Motion;  but  he  certainly  had  trespassed 
upon  its  usages  in  makiug  a  second  speech 
upon  that  occasion,  while  he  reserved  him- 
self i|i  his  reply  to  refute  the  opinions  of 
his  right  hon.  friend,  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade^  and  his  other  op- 
ponents. The  hon.  Member  had  spoken 
for  three  hours  last  night,  and  tp-night  he 
had  spoken  again.  The  hon.  Member  said 
he  had  misr^resented  him,  and  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  suppose  that  he  had 
heard  the  hon.  Member's  arguments,  but 
the  hon.  Member  heard  his  reply  last 
liight,  and  did  not  then  pontradict  it  The 
t^i)49n9y  9f  tJl  Ibe  )ioi).  Memb9r>  argu- 


luents  were  wl^^t  be  had  stated.    The 
hon.  Member  asked  wb^t  was  the  laeaniag 
of  his  ( Lord  Althorp's)  Resolution?  Notbiog 
could  bfs  more  refQote   from  vague  anil 
indefinite  thfin  that  Resolution.    It  was, 
he  thoughts  extremely  orecise.    It  said, 
''  that  any  alteration  erf*  the  monetary  sys- 
tem of  the  country,  which  would  huve  the 
effect  of  lowering  the  standard  of  value, 
would  be  highly  mexpedipnt."     Could  the 
hon.  Member  doubt   the  e^Tect  of  t}iat? 
Did  it  not  precisely  pledge  the  House  not 
to  lower  the  standard  ?    It  did  not  preclude 
the  Committee  from  making  silver  the 
standard  instead  of  gold,  if  that  would 
not  have  the  effect  of  lowering  the  standard. 
The  hon.  Mepaber,  however^  went  hack 
to  the  old  standard,  and  if  the  pound  of 
silver  were  to  be  coined  as  he  wished  it, 
the  effect  would  be  t»  lower  the  standard.* 
The  hon.  Member  said,  he  wished  to  alarm 
persons ;  the  object,  however,  of  his  Reso- 
lution  was,    to    relieve    Gentlemen  from 
their  alarm.    By  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member — ^he  did  not  say  that  such  was 
the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member,  but  it 
was  the  tendency  of  hb  Motion — ^to  make 
Geiitlemen  who  were  pledged  to  vote  for 
inquiring  into  the  distress  of  the  couQti)'j 
also  vote  for  ^n  alteration  of  the  standard. 
The  hon.  member  for  Oldham,  for  one,  had 
been  caught  by  the  mode  in  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  worded  his  Motion.    To- 
night the  tone  and  language  adopted  hj 
the  hon.  Gentlenian  were  aiSerent  from 
those  he  used  )^st  night.     In  his  speech 
last  night,  he  had  applied  himself— and 
this  was  the  beginning  and  the  end  of  his 
speech — to  sho\v  that  the  distress  of  the 
country  was  caused  by  the  monetary  systeoii 
and  that  by  an  alteration  of  the  monetaiy 
system,  a  rise  of  prices  might  be  produced, 
i^nd  distress  relieved.     He  asked  the  hoa. 
Member  how  he  could  produce  a  rise  in 
prices  if  he  did  not  lower  the  stfUidard  of 
value  ?     In  that  sense  he  had  argued  the 
question,  and  said  that  the  common  sense 
view  of  the  matter  wa%  that  the  effects 
described  by  the  hon.  Memher  could  only 
be  produced  by  lowering  the  standard  of 
value.     The  hon.  Memoer  said  his  Motion 
had  nothing  to  do  with  that,  and  that  the 
Amendment  had  been  directed  wholly  to 
that.     He  certainly  thought,  that  if  the 
Motion  of  thp  hon.  Genueman  were  car- 
ried, and  the  Committee  were  appointed 
under  the  notion  that  the  standard  of  the 
currency  was  to  be  lowered,  it  would  have 
a  most  disastrous  effect.    Therefore  he  had 
thougU  it  his  duty  as  «m  honest  nmo^  uod 
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taking  into  oonndemtion  the  utuatiim  be 
filled^  to  call  upon  the  Hoiue  to  pledge 
itself  befoie  going  into  a  Committee  of 
Inquiiy,  not  to  lower  the  standard  of 
Taiue, 
The  Order  of  the  Day  read. 

StUITS  of   THB  CoimTBlTfv-MoHJSTABY 

Systbm*-* Adjournbo  Dbbatb.]  Sir  H. 
Willanghhtf  was  about  to  address  the  House 
on  a  tedious  subject^  but  he  would  endeavour 
to  make  his  observations  as  brief  as  possible. 
Notwithstanding  the  wei^t  which  he  at« 
taohed  to  the  opinions  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  he  must 
say  that  it  was  his  intention  to  vote  for  the 
inquiry  proposed  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Whitehaven.  He  should  do  so  because  he 
thought  the  state  of  the  country  demanded 
that  inquiry,  and  not  because  he  had  any 
dishonest  design  with  reference  to  the  cur- 
rency. He,  howeveri  should  be  prepared 
to  enter  into  a  consideratum  of  the  mo- 
netary system;  but  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord^  with  as  great  a  horror  of  spoli- 
ation and  confiscation  as  any  man  could 
have.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  go  into 
much  argument  or  lengthened  detail  to 
show  the  existence  or  extent  of  distress 
in  the  country ;  that  part  of  the  question 
lay  in  a  nut-shell.  The  population  at 
present  was  25,000,000 ;  and  he  found  that 
they  were  not  so  well  fed  or  so  well 
cloUied ;  that  they  did  not  possess  so  many 
of  the  necessaries  as  heretofore  the  people 
of  this  country  had  possessed.  That  was 
enough  to  justiiy  any  man  in  desiring  and 
promoting  inquiry  into  the  state  of  the 
country.  The  increasing  amount  of  the 
Poor<»rates»  averaging  62>000j000/.  in  the 
last  ten  years,  was  another  reason  to  infer 
distress  enough  in  the  country  to  warrant 
an  inquiry  on  the  part  of  the  Parliament. 
A  reference  to  the  Report  of  the  Poor  Law 
CommissionerSy  which  he  had  read  through, 
would  incontestebly  prove,  that  the  labourers 
and  the  agricultuial  population  of  the 
country  were  not  in  that  condition  in  which 
they  ought  to  be.  He  would  confine  him* 
self  to  the  most  important  question  in- 
volved in  the  present  discussion— namely, 
whether  or  not  any  portion  of  the  distress 
of  the  country  had  amen  from  the  change 
that  had  been  made  in  our  monetary  system- 
It  was  a  &llacy  to  suppose^  that  those  who 
aopported  the  Motion  tot  inquiry  upon  this 
occasion  were  necessarily  oppcraed  to  the 
Government.  He  was  most  anxious  to 
give  his  support  to  the  present  Government; 
al  the  wpe  time  he.£^(  it  his  duty  to  give 


bis  vote  for  the  Motion  bnoueht  forward 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven.  He, 
for  one,  thought  that  the  pi^atest  imports 
dxm  attached  to  an  inqUuy  of  this  de<- 
scription,  as  the  result  of  such  an  inquiry,  if 
it  should  be  instituted,  might  be  to  discover 
some  mode  of  levying  tha  same  amount 
of  revenue  without  its  pressing  so  heavily 
as  the  present  one  upon  the  industrious  and 
productive  classes  of  the  country.  It  ap* 
peared  to  him  that  a  great  deal  of  un- 
necessary apprehension  had  prevailed  as  to 
the  danger  of  such  an  inquiry  into  the 
state  of  our  monetary  system.  He  was,  on 
the  contrary,  of  opinion,  that,  for  many 
years  past,  great  defects  had  arisen,  and 
great  evils  had  been  occasioned,  in  con- 
sequence of  Parliament  not  having  taken 
into  consideration,  from  time  to  time,  the 
state  of  our  monetary  system.  He  had 
only  to  refer  to  the  various  inquiries  that 
had  taken  place  with  regard  to  the  Bank, 
to  show  that  such  inquiries  were  attended 
with  beneficial  results.  The  consequence 
of  the  inquiries  regarding  the  Bank  had 
been  the  production,  at  length,  of  a  more 
healthy  action  upon  its  part.  So  far, 
therefore,  from  thinking  that  an  inquiry 
into  the  state  of  our  monetary  system  would 
be  fraught  with  any  degree  of  danger, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  many  of  the  evils 
which  now  pressed  upon  the  country  owed 
their  origin  to  a  want  of  parliamentary  in- 
quiry, ^m>m  time  to  time,  into  the  state 
of  that  system.  The  Legislature  of  this 
country,  in  consequence  ot  its  conduct,  had 
become  unwittin^y,  but  justly,  chargeable 
with  every  mistake  and  with  every  blunder 
that  had  been  committed  with  regard  to 
our  monetary  system.  It  was  true  that 
the  system  which  ponunenced  in  1797i  and 
continued  up  to  1619,  was  calculated  to 
defraud  creditors,  parens  of  fixed  incomes, 
and  people  of  that  description;  but  the 
error  committed  in  1819  defrauded  debtors, 
manufacturers,  and  every  individual  con- 
nected with  productive  industry ;  audit  was 
therefore  an  error  of  a  much  more  dangerous 
character,  and  one  that  was  followed  by 
much  more  sweeping  effects.  Why,  then, 
refuse  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
consequences  of  that  error,  and  to  see 
whether  it  was  not  capable  of  amendment? 
It  was  a  curious  circumstance  that  no  hon* 
nor  even  right  hon.  member  of  that  House 
could  state  what  was  the  exact  amount 
of  paper  in  circulation  in  the  country. 
If  the  actual  amount  of  paper  in  circulation 
could  from  time  to  time  be  correctly  ascer** 
tflined  ftnd  made  DiiUic«  mMwnw  eniiaacd  ib 
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prodoctire  nidiutry  oould  then  aee  the 
catues  of  their  lones  in  many  instancesy 
and  could  apply  a  remedy  to  them  if  it 
was  practicable.  If  the  amoant  of  paper 
money  in  drcolation  were  published  from 
time  W  time^  especially  that  portion  of  it  in 
circulation  in  the  country^  he  was  of  opinion 
that  great  benefit  would  be  derived  there- 
from hy  all  the  productive  classes  through- 
out the  country.  The  evidence  given  berore 
the  Bank  Charter  Conmiittee  by  the  able 
men  who  had  been  examined^  demonstrated 
the  necessity  of  the  inquiry  which  was 
now  called  for.  He  was  roidy  to  admit 
that  the  whole  of  this  question  rested 
upon  the  point  whether  it  was  possible 
for  us  to  maintain  our  present  engage- 
ments with  the  standard  which  had  b^ 
established  by  the  Act  of  I8I9.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  said 
that  was  a  permanent  standard  of  value, 
and  that  it  had  been  necessary  for  the 
prosperity  and  existence  of  the  country 
to  return  to  such  a  standard.  He  would 
ask,  then,  whether  gold  was  really  a  stand- 
ard of  permanent  value  ?  He  had  heard 
much  of  the  omnipotence  of  Parliament; 
but  he  would  defy  Parliament,  or  any  other 
body  of  men,  to  render  gold  a  standard 
of  permanent  value,  and  to  say,  that,  hence- 
forth and  for  ever,  gold  should  be  worth 
SL  I7s*  lO^tL  an  ounce.  They  micht  as 
well  thus  attempt  to  fix  permanently  the 
price  of  gold  as  the  price  of  any  other  dfon- 
modity,  exposed  as  it  was  to  similar  vari- 
ations as  to  supply  and  demand,  and  of 
course  to  similar  variations  in  its  price 
in  the  market.  The  price  of  sold  per 
ounce  in  the  rei^  of  Queen  Elizabeth  was 
2L  15s,  lOd,;  m  the  reign  of  James  Ist, 
3L  2s.  Id.;  in  the  reign  of  Charles  2nd, 
Si.  14f.  2d,;  and  in  the  reign  of  George  1st, 
the  price  of  gold  per  ounce  became 
SL  17s.  lOf  d.  Tbit  statement  was  sufficient 
to  show  that  gold  was  not  and  could  not 
be,  a  permanent  standard  of  value.  It  had 
varied  in  price  according  to  the  supply 
of  the  commodity;  and  he  believed  there 
was  no  doubt  that  it  was  every  day  be- 
oomiog  more  and  more  enhanced  in  value. 
If  that  was  the  case— and  he  was  sure 
that  upon  inquiry  it  would  be  found  to  be 
so— -in  what  d^culties  might  not  this 
country  be  plunged,  and  into  what  a  scrape 
might  it  not  get,  if,  with  a  currency 
regulated  by  a  standard  that  varied  accord- 
ing to  the  supply  to  be  obtained  from 
other  countries,  we  should  happen  to 
be  involved  aoain  in  a  general  war? 
By  t^tfdaipg  m  present  standaxd,  they 


nailed  down  the  canency  to  a  stand- 
ard that  was  continnally  altering.  He, 
for  one,  was  opposed  to  retaining  a  metal  as 
a  standard,  which  was  enhancing  in  value 
every  day.  The  result  of  retaining  such  a 
standard  would  be  a  contraction  of  the 
circulating  medium,  fatal  to  the  productive 
industry  of  the  country.  It  required  no 
arguments  to  prove,  that  in  the  present  state 
of  the  country,  it  required  much  more  ex- 
tended currency  than  it  possessed,  for  in- 
stance, in  the  reign  of  William  3rd*  In 
the  reipn  of  King  William,  the  debt  was 
only  16,000,0001.,  the  interest  of  the  debt 
500,000/L,  and  the  taxes  only  4,000,0002.; 
and  therefore  it  was  plain  that  the  state  of 
things  in  1832  required  not  only  that  the 
mass  of  the  currency  shouldbemuch  greater, 
but  that  the  currency  should  have  m  itself 
the  power  of  expansion.  Why  should  they 
measure  their  currency  by  a  measure  which 
was,  as  he  contended,  progressively  becom. 
ing  shorter  and  stricter  ?  Was  it  not  dear 
that  their  doing  so  tended  to  plunge  the  coon- 
try,  and  that  too,  at  no  distant  period,  into 
immense  difficulties  and  embarrassments? 
He  was  as  ready  to  admit  as  the  greatest 
stickler  for  the  maintenance  of  the  pjuiUic 
faith,  that  the  country  was  bound  to  keep 
its  faith  with  the  public  creditor ;  but  he 
could  not  understand  why  we  should  be 
called  upon  to  pay  back  in  an  enhanced 
metallic  currency,  debts  that  had  been  con- 
tracted in  a  paper  currency.  He  could  not 
understand  the  justice  or  the  equity  of  sudi 
a  proceeding.  He  thought  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  institute  this  inquiry,  if  for  no 
other  purpose,  to  see  whether  the  establish- 
ment of  a  silver  standard  might  not  be  more 
advantageous  to  the  country,  under  existing 
circumstances,  than  a  gold  standard.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  it  would,  because  it  was 
progressive  in  its  quantity,  because  it  would 
affinrd  the  paper  money  a  power  of  expan 
sion,  and  because  a  greater  amount  of  paper 
circidation  could  be  borne,  without  any 
injury  to  the  public  faith,  with  a  rilver 
stancUird.  The  introduction  of  such  a 
standard  would  be  most  beneficial  to  the 
productive  classes,  and  eiqpecially  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  It  appeared  to  him, 
that  the  lamdowners,  with  the  best  inten* 
tions  in  the  world  to  promote  their  own 
interests,  had  never  gone  about  the  matter 
in  the  true  and  proper  way.  They  always 
seemed  to  think  that  great  dangers  were 
to  be  apprehended  from  the  importation  of 
foreign  corn,  that  their .  well-doing  and 
their  well-bduff  were  inconsistent  with  the 
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in  a  word/  the  pirofiperity  of  the  landed  in- 
terest depended  upon  the  suffering  of  every 
other  class  of  the  community.  He  differed 
from  them  in  that  vieinr  of  their  interests, 
and  he  was  sure,  that  experience  would 
fully  hear  out  his  opinions.  He  would  ap- 
peal for  proof  to  the  successive  Corn-laws 
that  had  been  passed  for  the  protection,  as 
it  was  called,  of  the  agricultural  interest. 
Had  those  laws  render^  that  interest  pros- 
perous ?  Was  it  not,  on  the  contrary,  in  a 
most  declining  state  ?  Had  not  the  Corn- 
laws  of  1823^  sunk,  a  dead  letter,  to  the 
ground  ?  At  the  very  time  that  the  Go. 
vemment  and  the  Legislatilire  were  endea- 
vouring to  fix  the  price  of  wheat  at  80$.  a 
quarter,  the  change  that  had  been  made  in 
our  monetary  system  rendered  it  absolutely 
impossible  to  retain  it  at  such  a  price.  The 
same  course  was  pursued  in  1827  with 
similar  success.  He  would  now  tell  the 
landlords  that,  with  a  gold  standard,  al- 
ways enhancing  in  value,  it  would  be  im. 
possible  that  the  price  of  com  should  be 
higher  than  50s,  a-quarter,  if  it  should  be 
so  iiigh.  He  thought  that  even  those  who 
were  the  advocates  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  present  system  ought  not  to  oppose  this 
Motion ;  for  if  a  delusion  prevailed  on  the 
subject,  it  would  be  dissipated  at  once  by 
inquiry.  If«  on  the  one  hand,  those  who 
thought  that  the  distress  of  the  country 
arose  from  the  pressure  occasioned  by  the 
contraction  of  the  currency  were  in  error, 
it  surely  would  be  an  important  thing  to 
show  by  inquiry  that  their  views  were  er- 
roneous ;  and  if  on  the  other  hand,  it  should 
be  found  that  relief  would  be  deriv^  from 
a  recurrence  to  a  silver  standard  (he  would 
not  go  over  the  reasons  for  recurring  to 
such  a  standard,  detailed  as  they  were  in 
the  admirable  evidence  given  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Essex  in  1828,  and  in  the  able 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven 
in  1850)  if  it  should  be  found,  he  repeated, 
from  the  result  of  such  inquiry,  that  the 
introduction  of  a  silver  standard  would  be 
the  means  of  affording  practical  relief  to 
the  country,  consistent  with  the  mainte. 
nance  of  the  public  credit,  would  not  the 
inquiry  be  attended  by  most  beneficial  con. 
sequences?  In -supporting  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven,  he  begged 
to  be  understood  as  not  going  further  with 
him  than  as  to  the  propnety  of  inquiry  into 
the  subject.  Of  this  he  was  sure,  that  if 
a  measure  were  brought  forward  for  intro- 
ducing a  silver  standard  (and  he  thought 
such  a  measure  should  emanate  from  the 
Government),  the  eflect  of  it  would  be  to 


increase  the  capital,  and  to  stimulate  the 
productive  industry,  of  the  country  to  an 
inc^culable  extent. 

Mr.  Clay  said,  he  had  but  a  few  observ« 
ations  to  make  on  this  subject,  which, 
however,  was  one  of  considerable  import- 
ance. He  wished  to  remove  the  appre- 
hennons  and  dissipate  the  delusion  which 
prevailed  upon  the  subject.  He  thought 
the  hon.  member  for  the  City  of  London 
(Mr.  Grote)  and  the  right  hon.  member  for 
Manchester  (Mr.  P.  Thomson)  had  in  their 
speeches  last  night  completely  set  aside  the 
clamour  as  to  the  great  distress  of  the  country. 
One  topic,  however,  was  not  sufficiently 
adverted  to.  He  had  heard  much  vague 
declamation,  but  no  attempt  to  connect  the 
existence  of  distress  with  the  resumption  of 
cash  payments.  The  opponents  of  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Attwood) 
had  lef%  nothing  else  with  which  to  grapple. 
It  was  assumed  that  the  Act  of  1819  nar. 
rowed  the  currency,  and  therefore  reduced 
prices;  but  no  proof  whatever  had  been 
offered  to  support  such  an  hypothesis  as  had 
been  advanced  by  the  supporters  of  this 
Motion.  He  would  for  the  present,  admit 
that  the  reduction  of  the  circulating  medium 
might  be  made  a  fsur  ground  of  argument ; 
but,  supposing  it  to  l^  established,  still  it 
would  be  necessary  to  show,  that  the  depre- 
ciation in  the  price  of  commodities  of  all 
sorts  was  such  as  would  lead  to  the  distressed 
state  of  the  country.  He  could  show,  in 
the  first  place,  that  the  distress  was  not  so 
great  as  had  been  stated ;  that  the  issue  of 
currency  was  not  greatly  diminished ;  and 
that  if  it  had  been  diminished,  the  diminu- 
tion was  far  less  than  was  usually  supposed. 
He  thought  the  measure  of  1819  was  a 
wise  and  wholesome  one;  and  he  would 
not  consent  on  this  occasion  to  alter  the 
state  of  our  monetary  system.  The  re- 
duction in  prices  was  trifling ;  but,  trifling 
or  not,  it  was  not  caused  by  the  resumption 
of  cash  payments.  Quite  the  reverse,  as  he 
would  be  able  to  show  from  the  most 
irresistible  evidence.  The  maximum  of 
the  Bank  circulation  was  in  1817,  when  it 
reached  to  29,543,780/^,  and  the  mean 
amount  of  the  circulation  for  the  whole 
year,  was  28,274,880/.  In  the  next  year, 
1818,  it  fell  to  27,200,000/.,  and  the  year 
after  to  26,200,000/.  That  was  somewhat 
below  the  level  of  the  three  years  prior 
to  1817i  when  the  circulation  was  re- 
spectively, in  1814,26,927,650/.;  in  1815, 
26,887,010/.  ;  in  18l6,  26,574,840/. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  great 
increase  of  Bank  of  England  paper  in  1817 
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result  by  a  sidewind  which  would  lengthen 
present  suffering,  and  increase  the  ultimate 
distress.  But  who  did  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man think  would  benefit  by  the  depreci- 
ation ?  He  had  shown  that  it  could  not 
benefit  the  labouring  class.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  the  landed  interest 
was  sufiering.  He  admitted  it ;  but  would 
the  landed  interest  be  relieved  by  a  measure 
of  this  kind,  except  in  so  far  as  it  would 
be  relieved  in  a  manner  which  he  respected 
the  gentlemen  of  England  too  much  to  sup- 
pose they  would  accept — namely,  by  pay- 
ing off  their  fixed  engagements  in  a  depre- 
ciated currency,  Wouldtheir  rents  be  better 
paidin  that  currency  than  in  any  other  !  But 
supposing  their  rents  were  raised,  and  that 
all  other  things  were  raised  in  proportion, 
could  they  purchase  more  of  the  enjoy- 
ments of  life  than  they  could  command  at 
present?  They  could  receive  relief  in 
no  way  but  that  which  he  believed  every 
man  of  honour  would  spurn.  Then  as  to 
the  manufacturers  and  shopkeepers,  how 
would  it  benefit  them  ?  It  would  benefit 
them  to  the  extent  of  their  stock  on  hand, 
and  no  more.  That  might  be  to  the  ex- 
tent of  five,  or  ten,  or  twenty  per  cent, 
or  whatever  might  be  the  amount  of  the 
depreciation.  That  would  be  the  work  of 
a  single  day.  When  the  next  day  they 
came  to  purchase,  they  would  find  that  their 
condition  would  not  be  improved.  Then 
was  there  any  other  party  who  could  de- 
rive a  benefit  from  it  but  the  debtor,  and 
why  should  the  debtor  be  more  an  object 
of  sympathy  than  the  creditor  ?  Putting 
aside  all  considerations  of  honesty,  he  saw 
no  claim  the  debtor  had  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  State.  The  creditor  it  was, 
generally,  who  had  amassed  capita],  and 
who  had  contributed  to  the  increase  of  the 
national  wealth,  while  the  debtor  might 
have  contracted  engagements  he  could  not 
fulfil,  and  might  have  dissipated  gains  he 
had  not  honestly  acquired.  For  his  own 
part,  be  asked  for  equal  justice  for  each 

f»arty,  for  both  debtor  and  creditor ;  but 
ooking  to  the  general  policy  of  such  a 
measure  as  that  before  the  House,  he  would 
ask  what,  if  it  were  carried  into  effect, 
would  become  of  the  desire  of  accumulat- 
ing ;  and  who  would  wish  to  have  property, 
when  the  simple  Jiat  of  the  Legislature 
might  destroy,  in  a  few  hours,  the  result 
of  fifty  years'  persevering  toil,  and  the 
hopes  of  parents  and  children  ?  And  the 
only  reason  for  such  a  step  was,  that  the 
poor  debtor  waft  di«tressed|  whilst  your 


rich  creditor  was  enjoying  all  the  tweets 
of  opulence.     There  was  much  capital  in 
the  country,  which  must  always  remain  in 
it,  and  which  could  not  be  applied  except 
where  it  stood ;  but  there  was  much  also 
that  might  be  transferred :  let  the  experi- 
ment now  proposed  be  once  tried,  and 
away  would  go  a  large  mass  of  the  capital 
which  had  tended  so  much  to  invigorate 
the  industry  and  add  to  the  resources  of 
the  country.     This  was,  in  his  opinion, 
the  fair  long-sighted^  view  of  the  question. 
The  questioii  was  one  of  depreciation  or 
no  depreciation.    The  Committee  which 
the  hon.  Member  called  for  once  granted, 
that  must  follow  (he  would  not  say  that 
it  must  necessarily  follow  as  the  result  of 
that  Committee's  acts),  but  in  the  mind$ 
of   the  public   it  must  follow,  and  the 
effect  must  be  worse,  from  the  fact  of  the 
hon.  Member  leaving  the  extent  of  the 
depreciation  undefined.     If  he  had  9aid 
that  it  would  be  five,  or  ten»  or  fifteen  per 
cent,    men  would   be  prepaied  for  the 
result;    but  leaving  it  indefinite,  he  left 
them  nothing  to  guide  them.    Every  cre- 
ditor in  London  would  know  it  to-morrow, 
and  what  would  be  the  consequence?  An 
hon.  Member  had  stated  some  time  ago, 
that  such  was  the  distress  of  the  country, 
that  every  second   or  third   house  from 
Charing-crosB  to  the  Exchange  contained 
an  insolvent.     Suppose  that  to  be  the  foct, 
what  would  the  creditors  s^y  when  they 
found  a  proposition  of  this  sort  entertained 
and  agreed  to  by^  the  House  ?    The  cre- 
ditor would  go  to  his  debtor  and  say,  **  Pay 
me  at  once,  or  I  shall  sell  all  you  possess ; 
and,  though  it  may  be  at  a  sacrifice,  that 
must  be  better  than  the   indefinite  loss 
which  I  may  sustain  by  waiting  to  obtain 
payment  in  a  depreciated  currency.     I 
shall  realize  what  i  can,  and  transfer  it  to 
a  country  where  the  principle  of  depreci- 
ation may  not  be  so  much  in  fashion.'* 
What  would  be  the  situation  of  the  banks 
if  this  Committee  were  appointed  ?    Was 
there  a  man  who  had  a  bank-note,  who 
would  not  at  once  endeavour  to  turn  it  into 
cash,  that  he  might,  as  much  as  possible, 
guard  against  the  impending  depreciatton  ? 
The  pens  would  be  scarcely  dry  by  the 
means  of  which  the  proceedings  of  that 
House   were    circulated  throughout  the 
country,  before,  provided  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's  proposal  was  adopted,  there  would 
ensue  a  scene  of  universal  bankruptcy  and 
confusion  never  witnessed  in  any  country* 
And  for  wfaoie  benefit  was  this  loha{ipen  ? 
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mftling  tliftt  fall,  upon  the  very  highest 
amount  at  which  the  country  paper  in 
1818  had  ever  been  esttmated^  it  would  not 
neatly  compensate  for  the  increase  of  paper 
and  gold  issue  by  the  Bank  of  England, 
and  therefore  the  circulating  medium  of 
the  countrfi  in  IdSS,  was  as  large,  and  in 
1893  larger  than  it  had  ever  previously 
been,  though  those  years  were  constantly 
referred  to,  as  demonstrating  the  vast  efiect 
of  the  measure  of  1819*  &  it  were  said 
that  a  part  of  the  gold  might  have  left  the 
country,  he  replied  that  the  exchange  on 
Paris,  from  May,  1821,  to  August,  1828, 
rahged  from  twenty  to  sixty  centimes  above 
par,  and  the  stock  of  gold  at  the  bank  in- 
creased from  11,890,000/.  to  12,650,0001. 
The  hott.  Baronet  who  had  preceded  him 
had  stated  that,  on  the  restoration  of  the 
metallic  standiurd,  the  paper  circulation 
vanished  into  thin  air,  and  the  currency 
became  contracted.  But  if  there  were  one 
efiect  which  could  be  clearly  traced  to  the 
measure  of  1819>  it  was  that  it  produced 
an  excess  of  currency  in  18S4;  and  he 
believed,  that  if  the  Restriction  Act  had 
been  in  existence,  the  Bank  would  not  have 
ventured  to  issue  the  same  amount  of  paper 
money,  as  it  did  of  gold  and  paper  united, 
at  that  time.  It  would  have  taken  alarm 
earlier,  and  not  have  contracted  with  Go- 
vernment for  the  purchase  of  the  dead 
weight  annuity.  Up  to  August,  1824,  the 
exchanges  continued  favourable,  and  a  fur^ 
ther  issue  of  gold,  of  more  than  4|000,000/. 
had  taken  place.  At  the  end  of  1824,  the 
exchanges  began  to  turn  against  us.  The 
Bank,  the  conduct  of  which,  since  1825, 
had  been  unexceptionable,  ought  to  have 
taken  earlier  warning  by  the  fall  of  the 
exchanges  in  1824,  and  contracted  its  cir- 
culation. In  1824,  the  circulation  of  the 
country  bankers  increased,  to  within  four  per 
cent  of  what  it  was  in  1818 ;  and  there 
could  be  no  doubt,  that  in  1824  and  in  the 
beginning  of  1825,  the  circulating  medium 
was  the  largest  in  amount  ever  known  in 
this  country.  The  latter  part  of  1825  must 
be  put  out  of  consideration,  in  any  general 
view  of  our  monetary  system,  except  inas« 
much  as  the  calamities  of  that  period  might 
serve  to  warn  us  asainst  the  vicious  system 
to  which  they  might  be  traced.  The  de-* 
mand  for  gold  which  took  place  at  that 
period  was  not  made  with  a  view  to 
exportation,  but  in  order  to  substitute  it 
for  the  1/.  and  2/.  notes  of  the  country 
banks,  which  had  fallen  into  discredit* 
After  1 825,  we  lose  the  advantage  of  Mr* 
Burgess's  valuable  information,  though  we 


9xe  not  tifithout  Evidence  of  a  condurive 
-character  as  to  the  amount  of  out  drcula** 
tion.  The  circulation  of  the  Bank  of 
England,  had  consisted,  of  course,  since 
1821,  almost  wholly  of  notes  of  BL  and 
upwards,  with  the  exception  of  a  small  and 
brief  re*issue  of  1/.  and  21,  notes  in  1826. 
The  mean  amount  of  large  notes  in  circu- 
lation seven  years  beiere  1821,  was 
18ySB2i679L,  seven  years  since  1821,  it 
was  19i556,65d/.,  being  an  increase  of 
1,228,974/.  The  issues  of  gold  by  the 
Bank  of  England  were  as  follows-^ 

IntheUtttthnenioiiUifloflSJU     £fl,4r7,197   0 

18C6 

1827 

1818 

..  1SS9 

1S30 


•  t 


1,668,309  0 
1,558.J15  10 
«.705,818  10 
2,619,557  0 
l,9iO,05S    0 


£11,969449    0 
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in  18S6 

£  5,559,150  0 

•  . 

•  ■ 

1857 

10.559,000  0 

«  « 

«  • 

18S8 

9»99S|IS5  0 

»  I 

•  • 

18f9 

7)008,S75  0 

•  * 

•  * 

1850 

10,222,575  0 

DuHng  the  whole  of  these  years  the 
exchanges  were  so  much  in  fkvour  of  Eng- 
land that  it  was  impossible  gold  could  have 
been  exported*  The  amount  of  gold  issued 
by  the  Bank  from  1819  to  May,  1832,  was 
42,000,000/.,  of  which  6,000,000/.  only 
returned  to  the  Bank,  so  that  86,000,000/. 
remained  in  circulation,  subject,  of  course, 
to  the  fluctuations  of  amount  produced  by 
the  variations  of  the  exchange.  Thev  had 
next  to  inquire  what  was  the  circulation  of 
the  country  banks  subsequently  to  1829. 
He  would  first  refer  to  the  evidence  of  Mr* 
Vincent  Stuckey,  of  Somersetshire,  who 
said,  that  the  place  of  the  small  notes  in 
the  circulation  of  his  several  banks  had 
been  supplied  by  gold;  that  the  sup^ 
pression  of  the  small  notes  had  in  no 
degree  lessened  their  power  or  in.. 
cUnation  to  afford  accommodation  to  their 
customers.  Mr.  Becket,  of  Leeds,  gave 
similar  evidence,  stating  that  since  the  sup- 
pression of  the  IL  notes  the  circulation  of 
their  5/.  notes  hadincretuied  tosomeextentj 
and  the  remaining  deficiency  was  made  up 
by  gold.  Mr.  Loyd,  of  Manchester,  gave 
similar  evidence.  Before  the  suppression  of 
small  notes,  his  bank  issued  25,000/.  a-We^ 
to  different  customers  to  pay  wages ;  they 
now  paid  !^5,000/.  in  sovereigns*  which 
fulfilled  the  same  functions.  Mr.  Rothschild 
said,  there  was  a  perpetual  tendency  of  the 
precious  metals  to  flow  into  England,—* 
the  balance  of  the  exchanges  must  always 
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be  in  bur  favour,  as  we  imported  raw  pro« 
duce,  and  exported  the  same  produce^  as 
manufactured  goods  increased  three  and 
four-fold  in  value.  Mr.  Rothschild  thought 
that  the  skill,  industry,  and  capital  of 
England  would  render  all  the  nations  of 
the  world  our  tributaries.  Mr.  Gumey,  a 
gentleman  largely  engaged  in  bill  trans- 
actions, was  also  of  opinion,  that  our  cir- 
culation subsequent  to  the  resumption  of 
cash  payments  was  fully  equal  to  what  it 
was  before  that  resumption.  To  sum  up 
what  he  had  proved,  he  would  say,  that  in 
1820,  when  the  circulation  of  the  Bank 
was  the  smallest,  it  was  double  that  which 
it  was  from  1800  to  1804*,  when  the  prices 
of  com  and  other  commodities  were,  never 
complained  of.  That  it  increased  between 
1824  and  1825;  that  since  that  time  the 
amount  of  5L  notes  had  increased;  that 
prior  to  1826  there  was  no  diminution  of 
country  circulation ;  and  that  on  the  whole 
before  1826  there  was  no  diminution  what- 
ever, but  a  positive  increase  of  the  drculat- 
ing  medium  of  the  country.  How  then  could 
the  distress  be  deduced  fhon  the  amount 
of  the  present  circulating  medium  ?  It  was 
idle,  vain  and  absurd  to  draw  any  such 
unwarrantable  inference,  and  no  motion 
was  ever  offered  to  the  House  more  than 
the  present  destitute  of  all  foundation. 
Gentlemen,  in  this  discussion,  also,  had  con- 
fined themselves  to  the  issues  of  bank  notes 
and  gold,  while  they  totally  lost  sight  of 
the  enormous  amount  of  transactions  which 
took  place  through  the  medium  of  bills  of 
exchange.  These  bills  formed  a  material 
element  in  the  consideration  of  the  circu- 
lating medium,  although  its  operation  was 
to  the  general  eye  unseen.  He  would  not 
go  over  the  various  causes  which  had 
occurred  since  the  peace  to  depress  prices, 
but  of  this  he  was  certain,  that  any  depres- 
sion that  had  taken  place  was  not  occasioned 
by  legislative  measures,  but  by  other  events. 
The  Legislature  was,  therefore  to  be  ab- 
solved from  all  blame;  and  the  question 
which  they  were  now  called  upon  to  deter, 
mine  was,  wllether  it  would  be  wise  or 
prudent  to  make  a  change  in  the  currency 
the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  derange  all 
existing  contracts.  This  he  was  persuaded 
was  th^  object  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Wliitehaven  had  in  view,  for  the  terms  dP 
that  hon.  Gentleman'smoti(m  must  convince 
every  one  who  read  it  that  his  design  was 
to  produce  an  alteration  in  the  present 
standard  value  of  money  which  would  lead 
to  a  depreciation.  It  should,  however,  be 
borne  in  mind  that  no  experiment  that 
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might  be  made  to  raise  prices  woold 
ceed,  for  no  increase  of  prices  that  ooold 
be  effected  in  this  country  would 
in  the  least  the  prices  abroad,  and  it 
the  foreign  market,  and  not  the  home  de- 
mand, by  which  prices  were  regulated. 
In  the  article  of  cotton,  for  instance,  theie 
was  a  large  surplus,  and  as  that  surplus 
must  find  a  market  abroad,  whenever  that 
was  the  case  prices  must  be  low.  Thus  the 
surplus  on  hand  of  any  article,  or  the  quan- 
tity of  stock,  had  a  good  deal  to  do  in  regu- 
lating its  price.  It  might  be  posdUe  to 
cheat  the  people  of  this  country,  but  they 
could  not  impose  upon  the  foreigner ;  for 
he  would  defy  them  to  raise  the  price  of 
any  article  connected  with  the  export  trade, 
andfindamarketabroadforit.  Hewouldnot 
undertake  to  say  what  the  remedies  were 
that  ought  to  be  applied  to  the  evil,  but  he 
was  satisfied  it  would  be  most  injudicious 
to  take  any  step  that  might  occaaiovi  a 
breach  of  the  national  faith,  with  the  puUic 
creditor.  He  wished  tiiat  joint-stock 
banking  companies  were  incorporated  and 
establiwed,  for  it  was  his  opinion  that  such 
a  system  of  banking  would  go  far  to  relieve 
the  country  from  die  difficulties  in  which 
it  was  now  placed,  and  afford  a  safe  found- 
ation for  tiie  circulating  medium.  He 
doubted  exceedingly  the  policy  of  altering 
the  present  standard  value  of  money  ;  but 
he  should  not  object  to  rendering  a  tender 
in  silver  at  the  market  price  a  l^id  tender, 
which  might  enlarge  the  basis  of  our  cur- 
rency witlKmt  causingdepreciation,  orintro* 
ducing  the  confusion  of  adoublestandaid.  It 
would  be  the  means  of  keeping  the  precioQs 
metals  in  the  country,  and  would,  besides, 
give  a  manifest  advantage  by  extending  our 
trade  with  those  countriesin  which  silver  was 
the  staple  commodity.  He  concluded,  fay 
expressing  it  as  his  opinion,  that  the  Motion 
ought  to  be  rejected,  and  by  dechoing  that 
he  would  give  his  cordial  support  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord* 

Mr.  Wolryche  Whiimore  said,  that  he 
should  not  do  his  duty  if  he  contented  him- 
self with  giving  a  silent  vote  upon  a  sub- 
ject of  such  importance  as  the  present.  If 
the  Motion  of  Uie  hon.  member  for  White- 
haven succeeded,  more  injury  would  he 
done  to  the  country  at  laige  than  by  any 
other  expedient  that  could  be  thought  of. 
The  result  of  it  would  lead  at  once  to  a  de- 
preciation of  the  most  alarming  kind,  and 
he  did  not  think  the  condition  of  the  coun- 
try rendered  so  desperate  an  expedient  jns. 
tifiable.  He  would  not  go  over  the  ground 
his  right  hon.friend  had  travelled  last  ni^t; 
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but  this  he  would  saj,  that^  however  con-i 
▼enient  it  might  be  for  those  who  sought  an 
alteration  in  the  currency  to  depreciate  the 
condition  of  the  country^  he  would  defy 
them  to  make  it  apparent  that  it  was  not 
advancing  in  prosperity.  He  would  ask  the 
House  to  look  at  the  state  of  trade,  and  he 
was  certain  it  would  find  by  any  in- 
quiry it  might  make,  that  consideral^e  ad. 
vanoe  had  been  made  in  the  manufactures, 
commerce,  wealth,  and  the  general  pros- 
perity of  ^e  country.  This  was  an  incon* 
trovertible  fact^  but  it  was  nevertheless 
true,  that  the  advance  of  wealth  and  pros- 
perity which  had  taken  place  was  accom- 
panied by  distress  among  particular  classes. 
He  admitted  that  such  was  the  case ;  and 
he  further  considered  it  to  be  incumbent  on 
the  House  to  endeavour  to  remove  that  dis- 
tress by  every  means  in  its  power.  He  fully 
concuned  with  the  hon.  member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  that  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  Legislature  to  alleviate  the  existing 
distress,  and  promote  the  rapid  advance  of 
prosperity;  but  then  this  could,  in  his 
opini(m,  only  be  done  by  destroying  mono- 
polies, extending  trade,  and  devdoping  the 
resources  of  the  countiy.  If  the  stt£^;e8tion 
whidi  he  had  just  thrown  out  were  aidopted, 
and  accompanied  by  a  judicious  system  of 
emigration,  he  was  convinced  that  a  very 
short  period  indeed  would  elapse  before  the 
country  was  relieved,  and  the  House  saved 
the  trouble  of  attending  to  the  subject. 
It  was  not  true,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Whitehaven  had  stated,  that  the  changes 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  currency  of 
the  country  had  been  the  occasion  of  low 
prices.  On  the  contrary,  these  alterations 
had  Uttle,  if  any,  effect  upon  prices,  com- 
pared with  the  improvements  which  had 
been  made  in  manuiacturing  processes.  If 
the  House  would  allow  him,  he  would  give 
a  striking  proof  of  this  fact  from  Mr.  Bab- 
bage's  work  on  the  '*  Economy  of  Manu- 
factures.'* Mr.  Babbage  said,  '  Twenty 
*  years  since  a  brass  knob  for  the  locks  of 
'  doors  was  made  in  Birmingham ;  the  price 
'at  that  time  being  ISs.  4(2.  per  dozen. 
'The  same  article  is  now  manufactured, 
'  having  the  same  weight  of  metal,  and  an 
'  equal,  or,  in  fact,  a  slightly  superior  finish, 
'at  Is.  d-H*  P^  dozen.  One  circumstance 
'  which  has  |nroduoed  this  economy  in  the 
'manufacture  is,  that  the  lathe  on  which 
'  these  knobs  are  finished,  is  now  turned  by 
'a  steam-engine,  so  that  the  workman, 
'relieved  from  that  labour,  can  make  them 
'  twenty  times  as  fast  as  he  did  formerly.' 
He  quoted  that  merely  to  show  that  a 
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reducdon  of  price  had  taken  place  wholly 
independent  of  our  monetary  system.  There 
was  one  other  point  to  which  he  would 
allude.     The  hon.  member  for  Newcastle 
(Sir  Henry  Willoughby)  had  assumed,  that 
gold  had  increased  in  value,  and  .that  the 
pressure  of  which  he  complained  arose  out 
of  that  circumstance.   The  hon.  Gentleman 
was,  however,  mistaken  in  imagining  that 
the  value  of  gold  had  increased.     AJI  the 
old  sources  from  whence  gold  had  been 
derived  were  still  in  a  state  of  production, 
and  new  sources  of  supply,  especially  in 
North  Carolina,  had  recently  been  opened. 
It  was  obtained  too,  by  less  labour.    A 
correspondent  of  his,  on  whom  he  placed 
great  reliance,  stated,  that  the  produce  of 
the  gold  and  silver  mines  in  Mexico  had 
fallen  from  26,000,000  of  dollars  in  I8O9, 
to  about  8,000,000  in  1825  and  1826.     In 
1829  it  advanced  to   12,000,000,  and  he 
believed  it  had  since  increased  to  about 
16,000,000.  Thebullion  exported,  without 
pajrment  of  duty,  was  probably  4,000,000 
more,  making  about  20.000,000.    His  cor- 
respondent added :  ^  I  am  quite  confident,  that 
if  there  were  a  good  government  in  South 
America,  they  would  carry  the  produce  of 
the  precious  metals  there  to  a  greater  ex. 
tent  than  at  any  former  period  ;  and  this  is 
theopinionof  the  best  informed  persons.  The 
produce  of  the  mines  in  Carolina,  appears, 
by  a  passage  from  the  President  of  Congress 
to  be  as  follows : — "  I  may  state  here,  that 
the  increased  amount,  perhaps,  will  not  be 
considered  very  large,  still  it  shows  that 
there  has  been  a  positive  increase  since  the 
year   1824<.     The  produce  of  the  gold 
mines  in   North    and    South    Carouna, 
amounted,  in  1824,  in  value,  to  15,000 
doUars;  in  1825,  it  was  17,000;  in  1826, 
it  was  20,000  ;  in  1827,  it  was  21,000  ; 
in  1828,  it  was  46,000;  in  1829>  it  was 
140,000;  in  1880,  it  was  466,000;  in 
1881,  it  was  520,000;  and,  in  1832,  it 
was  678,000."'   In  the  Brazils,  there  had 
also  been  a  considerable  increase  in  the  pro. 
duce  of  gold,  as  compared  with  former  years. 
A»  gentleman  who  had  just  returned  from 
the  BrazUs,  and  who  was  extensively  con. 
nected  with  the  mines,  stated :  '  The  pre* 
'  sent  produce  sof  the  gold  mines  in  the 
'  Brazils,  which  was  a£>ut  800,000/.,  is 
'  now  nearly  700,0002.    In  the  same  way 
'  the  Russia  gold  mines  are  in  a  state  of 
'  great  activity.    Thus  it  is  stated  by  those 
'  who  have  a  knowledge  of  the  subject,  that 
'  the  same  principle  which  has  produced  an 
'  extension  in  the  supplies,  with  respect  to 
'  sugar,  coffee^  and  other  articles  of  com^ 
R 


488      State  of  itt  C&untry^     {COMMOTIO}        Moneiafif  Spilm—        484 


*  mercseisinbperationt  or  about  tobein  opera- 

*  tion,witbTe8pecttothepreciou8metal8.  All 
'  concur  in  stating  tbi»-*thaty  in  countries 
^  where  the  precious  metals  areproduced^ 
<  especially  in  South  America—- there  does 
^  exist  the  power  of  producing  them  to  an 

*  immense  extent*  Though,  at  one  jperiod, 
the  produce  of  the  precious  metus  had 
fallen  off,  there  was  now  reason  to  believe, 
that  they  were  again  increasing  in  quantity. 
Before  they  voted  for  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Motion,  he  implored  the  House  well  to 
consider  the  effect  which  any  alteration  in 
the  present  monetary  system  would  pro- 
duce. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them 
that  there  would  be  no  dishonesty  in  such 
a  change;  but  was  the  introduction  of  a 
measure  which  would  have  the  effect  of 
driving  every  species  of  capital  out  of  the 
country  expedient?  Such  would  be  the 
effect  of  any  alteration  depressing  the  cur- 
rency ;  and  he,  therefore,  hoped  the  House 
would  not  consent  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Fryer  said,  that  although  he  did 
not  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  White* 
haven  in  his  views  with  regard  to  the 
alteration  of  the  currency,  yet  he  could  not 
avoid  denying  the  correctness  of  the  state- 
ments  of  the  right  hon.  the  Vice^Presidettt 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who  attempted  to 
persuade  the  House  that  there  was  no 
distress  in  the  country.  At  Wolverhampton 
and  at  Bilston  the  Poor-rates  were  nearly 
doubled  within  the  last  two  years;  and 
yet  there  were  not  in  Great  Britain  two 
places  more  stable  in  the  property  of  the 
manufacturers.  How  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  account  for  that  ?  He  knew 
the  state  of  those  places  well.  He  knew 
that  the  manufacturers  were  dreadfully 
distressed.  The  industrious  classes  might 
be  distressed  either  through  a  want  of 
employment  or  through  a  want  of  sufficient 
food  procured  by  that  employment.  And 
that  was  the  case  in  those  districts.  It  was 
stated  by  the  Poor-law  Commission  that 
the  affairs  of  those  parishes  were  well  man- 
aged. There  was  no  disputing  that ;  and 
yet  the  Poor-rates  were  increasing.  How 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  account  for 
that  ?  How  could  it  be  accounted  for  but 
by  the  general  distress  oS  the  country? 
And  he  said  that  all  the  adjoining  parishes 
which  were  connected  with  .mnnufactuies 
were  in  tlie  same  state.  Although  the 
iron  trade  had  risen  a  little,  it  had  not  risen 
to  a  remunerating  price.  This  was  owing 
to  the  restriction  of  the  trade  of  the  coun- 
try. If  men  were  employed  to-day,  why 
should  they  not  be  employed  to-morrow  f 


It  was  on  account  of  the  restriction  tiadew 
How  else  was  the  condition  of  the  factory 
chOdren  to  be  accounted  for,  whieh  con- 
stituted nearly  one-half  of  the  pofHiktion 
of  Manchester?  But  look  at  the  agrscol- 
tnral  counties :  what  said  the  Report  upon 
the  Poor-laws  but  that  they  were  in  a  slate 
of  pauperism  ?  This  was  the  case  m  evciy 
district  connected  with  agricultural  par- 
suits.  Were  not  whole  parishes  untenant- 
ed ?  And  how  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  account  for  that  ?  Loc^  at  L€indon 
also— look  at  the  great  thoroughftrea  Irom 
Charing  Cross  to  the  Bank— and  what  eoold 
be  seen  but  untenanted  houses,  diaeng^ed 
shops,  and  unoccupied  whaifii?  How  was 
that  aocoonted  for  ?  There  was  never  till 
lately  a  house  to  let  in  Fleet-street  or  Cora- 
hiU.  There  must  be  some  reason  fm  ail 
this.  And  yet  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  that  one-eyed  polHieal 
economist,  denied  that  distress  esciatttL 
And  how  was  it  proved  ?  Did  the  acrvants 
of  the  Goveniment«-did  tlie  Viee-Presi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  suffer  by  it? 
No.  Did  the  army  or  the  navy  nifler? 
No.  He  grudged  them  nathiag.  Those 
who  fought  for  their  ooontry  oug)it  to  he 
well  paid;  bnt  not  those  who  did  not  fight, 
and  never  would  fight.  Well,  bo  asked 
again  did  the  pensioners  at  tha  placemen 
suffer?  No.  They  had  their  pay  repilarly^ 
and  did  not  suffer.  Did  the  fundhcdden 
suffer?  They  were  entitled  to  their  pay ; 
but  who  was  to  pay  them  ?  The  hdboiir 
of  the  country  ought  not  to  be  mortgaged 
—the  land  ought  to  pay  the  debt,  for  the 
land  had  had  the  benefit  of  it.  Did  the 
mortgagees  of  land  suffer?  No.  lliey 
ought  not  to  suffiH*.  They  had  lent  ihcir 
money  on  a  security  which  ought  u»  he 
good  and  valid.  Then  look  at  the  land 
owners.  Did  they  suflbr?  No,  no,  no. 
Let  him  be  heard  out.  lliey  insisted  upon 
the  pound  of  fiesh  from  their  tenants;  and 
hitherto  they  had  not  suffwed ;  bat  Uiey 
would,  and  that  was  the  reason  wh^  the 
currensy  question  was  ooming  fbrward. 
The  landowners  wanted  to  raise  their  tent 
by  a  false  and  fictitious  cufrenoy.  He 
wished  to  have  inquiry,  hut  be  wes  no 
advocate  for  a  depreciated  curteney.  But 
what  cared  the  Government  about  theae 
matters,  as  long  as  the  taxes  were  paid,  and 
the  Budget  full  ?  They  replied^  whet  have 
wetodowith  the  complaints  of  the  people? 
But  he  asked,  would  they  who  lived  by 
their  daily-eamed  biead  he  satisfied  with 
this  answer?  Would  the  ship  owner,  the 
merchant,  the   manufacturer,    ^   diop* 
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Iceeper,  the  operative^wottM  any  one  of 
Uiese  be  sa^fled  with  the  answer  ^  No. 
The  men  in  power  fdt  on  interest  for 
the  monopolist ;  but  who  felt>  or  thought> 
or  took  care  of  the  people  P  He  spoke  for 
all.  What  was  the  cause  of  the  great 
distress  now  existing  ?  Not  the  ourrencj^ 
but  restricted  trade  and  monopolies ;  and 
the  unequal  pressure  of  the  national  Obli. 
gations  caused  the  distress  of  the  people. 
He  maintained  that  the  farmer  had  been 
injured.  By  Peel's  Robbery  Billr— ves^  he 
would  call  it  Peel's  Robbery  Bill— by  that 
Bill  the  farmers  had  been  obliged  to  pay 
their  rent  in  a  currency  of  a  higher  value 
than  that  in  which  they  oontiacted.  He 
thought  that  ought  to  be  remedied.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  we  ought  to  have  paper 
money,  but  that  the  paper  money  ought  to 
be  made  by  the  Government.  The  evils 
of  the  oountty  required  a  remedy  which 
the  House  had  not  yet  heard  alluded  to. 
Monopoly  was  a  great  curse  to  the  country. 
We  ought  to  br^  up  the  monopoly  of  the 
timber  trade-^^we  ought  to  break  up  the 
monopoly  of  the  sugar  trade;  and  till  that 
was  done  no  good  would  be  done*  Indeed 
he  believed  that  the  monopolists  were  the 
eurse  of  the  country.  He  would  not  allow 
himself  to  be  put  down  by  cries  of  question. 
He  advanced  nothing  but  what  was  just 
and  honest ;  he  did  not  support  an  opinion 
merely  because  it  was  expdTienty  nor  would 
he  vote  with  the  men  who  carried  the  Ca- 
tholic question  because  it  was  expedient ; 
no^  no,  he  would  do  no  such  thing.  The 
evils  fk  the  country  were  for  the  most  part 
occasioned  by  these  monopolies.  The  com 
monopolv  was  the  first  which  must  be  done 
away  wiUi.  While  that  tax  existed  the 
masters  would  not  be  able  to  pay  for  ten 
hours*  labour  what  they  now  psod  for  four^ 
teen  or  sixteen  hours'  labour.  Till  that 
tax  was  done  away  with,  the  poorer  classes 
would  get  no  benefit.  The  Government 
had  now  the  power  to  do  away  with  this  tax 
•^but  would  they  do  away  with  it  P  They 
had  the  power,  he  repeated,  and  some  day 
it  must  be  abolished.  They  had  done  what 
they  could  not  undo^they  had  opened  the 
door  of  that  House  to  a  power  which 
eould  no  longer  be  resisted*— they  had 
opened  it  to  the  people,  and  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  people  now  stood  there  ready 
to  grapple  with  the  oligarchy  of  the  lamU 
lordsj  and  they  must  imd  would  have  the 
victory.  What  else  would  be  the  use  of 
Reform  ?  Reform  was  only  good  for  what 
would  follow  it.  The  Ministers  would 
not,  perhaps,  use  the  power  they  possessed 


-—they  were  like  the  man  with  the  ass, 
who  wished  to  please  everybody,  and  who 
pleased  nobody ;  they  would — 'he  was  goinsr 
to  use  a  strong  expression,  but  he  would 
only  say  they  would  be  turned  out  of  their 
places.  But  they  could  not  stop  the  Repeal 
of  the  Com.tax.  He  said  the  Corn-laws 
must  be  repealed.  He  recommended  them 
not  to  resist  too  lone.  What  had  occurred 
in  ancient  Rome  when  the  people  wanted 
to  assert  their  rights  against  the  oligarchy 
who  oppressed  them  ?  It  was  truly  said 
that  muUis  utile  beUum:  Entertaining,  as 
he  did,  the  strongest  opinion  as  to  the 
necessity  of  repealing  the  Corn-tax,  he 
should  wish  to  see  the  Resolution  proposed 
by  the  hon*  member  for  Whitehaven 
altered,  so  that  for  '^  Monetary  System," 
should  be  inserted  ''  Com  Laws,"  and  the 
inquiry  should  be  how  far  the  Com  Jaws 
had  injured  the  agricultural,  manufacturing 
and  commercial  interests  of  the  country 

Mr.  Cayky  solicited  the  indulgence  of 
the  House,  as  he  had  never  before  trea- 
passed  on  its  attention.  The  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  said,  that  the 
landlords  had  not  suffered  as  greatly  as  the 
other  classes  of  the  community;  and  he 
had  given  as  a  proof  of  that  their  unpaid 
rents  and  untenanted  parishes.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  had  said,  that  every  interest 
now  looked  for  protection  through  combi- 
nation. Why,  was  not  that  a  proof  that 
this  measure  had  been  too  long  resisted? 
The  House  of  Commons  had  been  repeat- 
edly called  upon  to  go  thoroughly  into  the 
sulject  of  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  friend  the 
member  for  Whitehaven,  and  it  had  refused 
to  do  so  until  the  country  had  ceased  to 
consult  it  for  general  protection.  But  the 
hon.  Member  had  said  the  landlords  had 
exacted  their  bond  even  to  the  letter.  Was 
that  the  case  ?  Assuredly  not.  The  land- 
lords, instead  of  having  exacted  their  bond, 
had  lowered  their  rents  from  thirty  to  fifty 
per  ceht.  If  he  were  not  mistaken  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  had  stated  to 
him  that  he  had  reduced  his  rents  forty- 
five  per  cent.  In  his  opinion  the  land- 
owners had  suffered  more  than  the  other 
classes.  Many  men  in  humble  circum- 
stances had  in  the  time  of  war  saved  60/. 
and  with  that  purchased  an  acre  of  land. 
That  land  was  now  worth  45/.  Other 
labourers  had  saved  60/.,  and  purchased 
into  the  Funds.  The  parties  who  had  so 
done  now  held  property  worth  7^/-  He 
asked,  therefore,  who  claimed  the  pound  of 
flesh,  the  landowner  or  the  fundholder? 
The    hon*   member   for  Wolverhampton 
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(Mr.  Fryer)  called  for  a  Repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws.  If  that  alteration  was  to  prove 
a  heAefit  to  the  community  it  must  be  by 
lowering  the  price  of  com.  How  would 
that  replenish  the  empty  parishes,  or  enable 
the  existing  tenants  better  to  pay  their 
rents  ?  Besides,  let  him  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  when  the  price  of  com  was  at 
the  highest  the  country  was  acknowledged 
to  be  in  a  most  flourishing  condition.  Thus, 
when  the  price  of  wheat  was  90^.,  Mr. 
Huskisson,  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
declared  that  the  country  was  in  a  highly 
prosperous  condition.  But  if  they  looked 
at  another  period,  1815,  when  the 
price  of  wheat  was  much  lower,  they 
found  that  there  was  a  cry  of.  distress. 
And  further,  if  they  approached  nearer 
to  the  present  time,  and  referred  to 
what  had  occurred  in  1819,  1820,  1821, 
and  1 822,  they  would  find  that  the  average 
price  of  wheat  was  57^-  and  that  then  the 
distress  was  general  and  severe.  Indeed  so 
great  was  it  that  it  led  to  the  Act  of  Lord 
Londonderry  (the  One.pound  Note  Act), 
who  raided  the  price  of  wheat,  for  it  soon 
averaged  64fS.  ;  and  when  that  alteration 
had  been  effected  they  heard  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  at  no 
preceding  period  had  this  country  been 
more  prosperous.  He  asked,  therefore,  if 
in  the  face  of  those  facts  it  would  be  con- 
tended that  any  relief  was  to  be  expected 
by  a  mere  reduction  in  the  price  of  com? 
The  other  hon.  member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  Wolryche  Whitmore)  had  opposed 
the  Motion,  and  had  said,  that  he  had  a 
remedy  for  the  distress  which  existed.  Now 
upon  turning  to  the  Order  Book  it  was  not 
difficult  to  see,  that  the  remedy  contem- 
plated by  the  hon.  Member  was  an  altera- 
tion of  the  Cora  Laws,  and  some  dealing 
with  reference  to  the  precious  metals.  He 
had  already  examined  what  benefit  was 
likely  to- arise  from  the  repeal  of  the  Corn 
Laws.  He  would  now  advert  to  the 
precious  metals.  It  was  proved  beyond 
doubt  that  the  general  supply  of  precious 
metals  had  diminished.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, believe  that  a  reduced  supply  had 
caused  this  country  to  suffer,  for  he  was 
bound  to  take  into  consideration  that  their 
export  to  the  East  had  stopped.  Now,  if 
he  understood  anything  upon  the  subject, 
this  was  dear,  that  if  the  precious  metals 
were  the  sole  medium  of  circulation  the 
prices  of  articles  must  depend  upon  the 
supply  of  precious  metals.  But  the  hon. 
member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  said,  he 
could  not  see  how  prices  were  dependent 


4M 

upon  the  amount  of  cixciilatian.  Sorely  if 
there  was  a  given  quantity  of  gold,  and 
that  remained  stadonary,  while  the  quantity 
of  articles  of  sale,  inaeased,  the  price  thooe 
articles  would  bring,  would  be  reduced  in 
proportion  to  the  increase  in  the  quantity 
of  goods.  Then  the  hon.  member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  had  said,  he  did  not  see 
how  the  value  of  the  precious  metals  oould 
affect  the  prices  of  the  country.  As  a  proof 
that  such  was  the  fact  he  would  suppoee  a 
case.  Suppose  such  a  depredation  of  silver 
that  it  should  be  coined  into  8s,  the  ounce; 
a  bushel  of  com  brought  from  the  Comtiiient 
would  exchange,  say,  for  an  ounce  of  idlver, 
but  this  ounce  in  England  was  8«. ;  there- 
fore the  bushel  of  wheat  would,  cmteris 
paribus^  sell  for  %8, ;  but  when  the  ounce 
of  silver  was  taken  abroad,  it  would  onlv 
sell,  say  for  5s.,  the  continental  price  of 
silver.  Thus  prices  might  in  England  be 
nominally  8^.,  when  abroad  they  were 
really  only  5s.  for  the  same  commodity. 
The  hon.  Member  would  surely  not  ocmteiid 
that  these  nominal  shillings  would  be  of  no 
advantage  to  the  debtor  in  defraying  a 
surreptitiously  increased  nominal  ddbt.  He 
would  then  apply  himsdf  to  some  of  the 
observations  which  had  fallen  £rom  tiie 
noble  Lord  (Lord .  Althorp)  also  toaoae 
which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  member  for 
London  (Mr.  Giote),  and  from  the  right 
hon.  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  as  an  honest  man 
he  must  oppose  the  Motion.  Doubtless  the 
noble  Lcnrd  spoke  with  sincerity^  hot 
certainly  he  (Mr.  Cayley)  did  not  presume 
too  much  when  he  said  that,  as  an  honest 
man,  he  would  support  the  Motion.  His 
views  were  difierent  from  those  of  the  nohJe 
Lord,  but  they  were  con8cientiousl7  enter- 
tained. Now,  he  must  say,  that  he  did  not 
quite  understand  the  extent  of  the  oppoai. 
tion  of  the  noble  Lord,  for  the  noble  Loid 
had  not  distinctly  stated  whether  or  not 
he  objected  to  an  inquiry  into  the  disfress 
of  the  country,  or  what  sort  of  an  inquiry 
he  would  support.  Did  the  noble  Loid 
mean  to  say,  thai  he  would  admit  of  an 
inquiry  into  the  existing  distress,  but  Uiat 
he  would  exclude  from  that  inquiry  all 
reference  to,  or  consideration  of,  tibe  eflects 
produced  by  the  currency  ?  If  the  nohle 
Lord  did  do  so  he  oould  only  illustrate  his 
conduct  in  this  way  :---A  motion  is  made 
in  the  Royal  Society  for  an  inquityiBto 
the  causes  of  a  vitiated  atmosphere,  and 
the  President  proposes  as  an  amendment 
that  all  reference  to  and  consideration  of 
the  effects  produced  by  oxygen  gas  afaoidd 
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be  esdiided.  Or  if  the  noble  Lord^  while 
walking  about  his  domains^  should  meet 
with  a  starring  beggar^  should  say  he 
wanted  to  relieve  him^  should  call  him  into 
his  room  where  there  were  smoking  viands 
upon  the  tahle^  but  should  prohibit  him 
from  touching  them,  the  noble  Lord  would 
act  as  he  was  doing  in  regard  to  this  Motion. 
The  noble  Lord  was  ready  to  allow  inquiry 
but  he  excluded  theoxygen  from  the  investi- 
gation. The  noble  Lord  did  not  contend 
that  the  present  distress  was  not  caused  or 
increased  by  the  present  monetary  sy^m, 
but  he  contented -himself  with  saying  that 
that  system  should  not  be  inquired  into. 
Now  really  that  declaration  would  not 
settle  the  matter.  •  lliey  had  all  heard  of 
the  celebrated  contest  between  philosophers 
in  this  country  and  in  America  as  to  which 
were  the  best  conductors^  nobs  or  points. 
The  great  Franklin  and  his  followers 
adopted  the  nobs!,  and  parties  in  this 
country  favoured  the  points ;  and  the  dis- 
putes were  carried  so  far  that  George  Srd 
sent  a  message  to  the  President  of  the 
Royal  Society  (Sir  John  Pringle),  request- 
ing him  at  once  to  decide  the  matter  in 
favour  of  the  points,  and  so^end  the  dispute. 
Sir  John,  however^  replied  to  his  Majesty 
that'  the  laws  of  nature  were  immutable, 
and  all  that  the  Society  could  do  was  not  to 
say  what  they  should  be,  but  endeavour  to 
discover  what  they  actually  were.  So  with 
the  question  before  the  House.  The 
decision  of  the  noUe  Lord,  unless  founded 
in  truth  would  not  effect  its  settlement. 
There  was  no  Royal  way  to  knowledoe,  nor 
any  Ministerial  road  out  of  national  dutress. 
Judging  from  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord,  he  should  have  to  conclude 
that  an  unreformed  Parliament  had  the 
power  to  impose  upoa  the  country  a  bad 
monetary  system,  but  that  a  reformed 
Parliament,  with  all  its  vaunted  authority, 
had  not  sufficient  power  to  remedy,  or  even 
to  inquire  into  the  evil.  The  noble  Lord 
himsdf  admitted^  that  the  measure  of  18ig 
had  done  a  wrong,  and  yet  he  said  there 
should  be  no  rednns.  Was  it  just,  or  was 
there  any  process  of  reasoning  or  analogy 
by  which  it  could  be  supportd  ?  Suppose 
a  person  had  forged  a  will,  and  through 
the  forgery  obtained  possession  of  an  estate. 
Well,  fifteen  years  mer,  the  rightful  heir 
found  out  that  a  forgery  had  beencommitted, 
was  he  not  to  enter  upon  his  property  be- 
cause the  wrong  had  been  perpetrated? 
Or,  to  put  a  stronger  case,  suppose  the 
person  who  had  acquired  the  property  by 

forgery  had  sold  that  property,  and  twenty- 


five  years  after,  the  rightful  heir  discovered 
the  property,  was  he  to  be  told,  it  was  very 
true,  the  property  ought  to  have  been  his, 
but  that  the  present  holder  had  purchased 
it,  and  therefore  he  must  retain  it  ?  The 
gross  injustice  of  such  a  proceeding  would 
be  too  monstrous  to  be  upheld  for  a 
moment  But  the  case  of  the  currency 
was  yet  stronger.  The  parties  who  had 
suffered  injury  did  not  say  restore  to  them 
every  thing  they  had  been  deprived  of, 
for  the  benefit  done  to  the  one  would  be  more 
than  counterbalanced  by  the  injury  done  to 
the  others;  but  they  said,  let  there  be  a 
compromise — ^let  such  an  arrangement  be 
made  as  will  not  expose  us  to  rum,  and  yet 
will  not  injure  you  to  any  material  degree. 
When  the  noble  Lord  and  others  had 
denied  the  prevalence  of  distress,  the  state- 
ments had  surprised  him.  In  proof  of  that 
distress  he  might  quote  a  variety  of  docu- 
ments. He  held  in  his  hand  the  table 
furnished  by  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham. 
[The  hon.  Member  quoted  the  details,  which 
have  already  been  given  at  pages  36l  and 
954  vol.  xvi.3  Again,  in  1822,  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor  (then  M7.  Brougham)  had 
stated  that  the  only  part  of  the  country  not 
then  suffering  from  distress  was  the  North 
Riding  of  Yorkshire.  He  had  the  honour 
to  represent  that  district,  and  he  thought 
his  hon.  colleague  would  bear  him  out 
when  he  stated  that  it  was  no  longer  so 
fortunate  as  in  1822.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  letter  from  an  eminent  physician  in 
Whitby  who  had  practised  in  that  neigh- 
bourhood for  upwards  of  thirty  years.  From 
that  letter  it  appeared  that,  notwithstanding 
the  diminution  of  servants'  wages  from  28e. 
to  14^,  the  farmers  were  failing  in  scores, 
that,  in  fact,  such  was  the  state  of  things 
that  they  must  soon  have  relief  or  revolu- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  also  read  another 
letter,  from  which  it  appeared  that  dreadful 
distress  was  prevalent  in  Whitby  and  the 
neighbourhood.  But  he  found  also,  in  the 
divisions  which  had  taken  place  in  that 
House  upon  the  question  whether  or  not 
there  should  be  inquiry  into  the  distress,  a 
proof  of  the  conviction  having  increased  ** 
of  the  distress  having  become  more  pressing. 
In  1822,  when  Mr.  Western  brought  for- 
ward the  subject,  194  voted  against,  and 
only  30  for,  his  Motion.  In  18.^0,  when 
Mr.  Davenport  introduced  the  subject,  his 
motion  was  lost  by  a  majority  of  255  to  87. 
And  when,  a  few  nights  since,  the  hon. 
member  for  Birmingham  submitted  his 
Motion,  the  Noes  were  I94  only  to  173. 
Ayes,  That  circumstance  fully  proved  that 
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was  to  supply  the  defieieticy  occasioned  by 
the  want  of  country  bank  paper^  nor  that 
its  contraction  in  1818  was  caused  by 'the 
restoration  of  that  paper.  Thus,  the  num- 
ber of  commissions  of  bankruptcy  against 
country  banks,  was,  in  1814, twenty-nine; 
in  1815,  twenty- six;  and  in  1816,  thirty- 
seven.  The  effect  was,  to  diminiMli  the 
circulation  of  country  notes^  and  the  bank 
of  England  supplied  the  deficiency.  A 
similar  train  of  circumstances  took  place  in 
1825,  1826,  and  1827-  In  1818,  the 
country  issue  increased,  as  would  appear 
from  the  stamp  returns;  the  stamps  for 
country  bank  notes  having  increased  in 
1817,  from  9,075,958,  to,  in  1818, 
12,316,868.  It  was  certain  that  the  gene, 
ral  circulation  of  country  bank  notes  was 
greater  in  1818  than  it  had  been  in  any  year 
since  I8O9.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
it  hud  increased  four  or  five  millions  between 
I8I6  and  1818.  At  that  time  the  cir- 
culation of  the  Bank  of  England  was  about 
25,000,000^  In  the  subsequent  years  the 
country  bank  circulation  did  not  much 
diminish.  Mr.  Burgess  made  a  very  ac 
curate  calculation  of  the  reduction  of  the 
amount  of  country  issues:  and  it  was 
stated,  that  that  reduction  did  not  amount 
to  more  than  two  per  cent  in  consequence 
of  the  Act  of  I8I9.    Mr.  Burgess's  table 


was  this 

* 

COUNTRY    BANK 

CIRCULATION. 

1818  a«niin«d  ai  100.        /. 

».     d. 

1819     . . 

decreflM           1 

15    0  per 

centftom  I8I8 

1880     .. 

ditto      .  1,      5 

16  10 

ditto 

I8Y1     .  . 

ditto      . .      6 

19    0 

ditto 

192t     .. 

ditto      . .     11 

18    1 

ditto 

18t3     .. 

ditto      . .     11 

IS   0 

ditto 

1824     . . 

ditto     ..      4 

11    9 

ditto 

1855     .. 

increase          % 

5    6 

on  ditto 

From  these  facts  it  was  evident  that  the 
paper  circulation  of  the  country  was  at  a 
great  height  in  1818,  and  that  after  the 
Act  passed  for  the  resumption  of  cash  pay- 
ments it  continued  at  a  great  height.  In 
the  month  of  February,  1819>  the  Bank  of 
England  circulation  was  25, 1 26,700/.  1 1  then 
held  securities  to  the  amount  of  30,000,000/. 
At  the  close  of  1 8 19  the  issues  had  increased 
to  25,252,690/.,  and  its  securities  hod  in- 
creased to  3 1,700,000/.  The  bullion  then  in 
the  Bank  was,  3,595,350/. :  so  that  several 
months  after  the  Act  of  I8I9  passed,  the 
Bank,  instead  of  making  preparations  for 
resuming  cash  payments,  had  increased  its 
issues,  ougmented  its  securities,  and  di- 
minished its  stock  of  gold.  In  1820, 
the  mean  amount  of  Bank  of  England 
notes  was  23,920,080/. ;  in  round  numbers, 
24,000,000/.,  or  a  diminution  of   some. 


thing  more  than  four  per  cent  upoki  the 
mean  circulation  of  181 9.  The  country 
bank  circulation  had  also,  according  to 
Mr.  Burgess's  table  fallen  four  per  cent, 
as  compaml  with  1819*  Now,  although, 
for  the  diminution  of  the  countiy  bank 
circulation,  causes  quite  independent  of 
the  approaching  resumption  of  ca&h 
payments  might  be  assigned;  yet  the  di- 
minution of  1820,  in  that  circulation,  as 
well  as  the  diminution  of  four  per  cent  in 
the  Bank  of  England  circulation  may  be 
ascribed  to  preparation  for  the  approaching 
change  in  our  monetary  system.  Would 
the  House  believe,  aft;er  the  assertions  so 
confidently  made  of  the  astounding  effects 
produced  by  the  Bill  of  I8I9,  £at  the 
trifling  contraction  of  the  currency  which  he 
had  stated,  was  absolutely  the  wholeamount 
of  the  effect  produced  by  that  Bill  upon  the 
circulation,  and  the  measure  of  its  whole 
operation  upon  prices.  It  was  deserving  of 
remark,  that  the  variation  between  181 9 
and  1820  was  less  than  had  occurred  in 
several  years  of  the  Bank  restriction,  and 
than  hud  subsequently  occurred ;  and  that 
tho  amount  of  Bank  dnsulation  in  1990, 
was  fifty  per  cent  above  the  amount  during 
the  highest  price  ever  known  of  com  m 
1801,  and  very  greatly  above  the  amount 
of  the  Bank  circulation  during  the  ranfle  of 
high  prices  from  1809  to  1813.  In  May, 
1821,  the  Bank  recommenced  cash  pay* 
ments.  On  the  28th  of  February,  1821, 
the  note  circulation  was  23,884,920/.,  and 
on  the  3 1st  of  August,  20,295,300/. ;  there- 
fore the  diminution  was  3,589,620/.  But 
there  was  gold  issued  by  the  31st  of 
August  to  the  amount  of  5,657 flSSL,  and 
the  excess  of  circulating  medium,  therefore, 
was  2,067^433/.  In  1822,  August  31,  the 
note  circulation  was  17i464,790/. ;  and  the 
further  issue  of  gold  was  5,417>41l/l, 
making  the  whole  circulatingmedium,  as  de. 
pendingon  theBank  of  England,  28,536,254/ 
In  1823,  August  31,  the  note  circulation 
was  19,231,240/.,  and  the  further  issue  of 
l^ld,  2,633,328/.,  making  a  total  drculat. 
ing  medium  of  32,936,032/.,  which  showed 
an  excess  of  circulation,  so  far  as  the  Bank 
of  England  was  concerned,  of  between  four 
and  five  millions,  above  the  mean  amount  of 
the  highest  year  before  the  resumption,  and 
more  than  3,000,000/.  above  the  very 
highest  amount  that  the  note  circulation 
alone  had  ever  reached.  By  reference  to 
Mr.  Burgess's  table,  it  would  be  seen  that 
the  country  circulation  had  fallen  between 
eleven  and  twelve  per  cent  in  1822  and 
1823,  as  compared  with  1816;  but  est!* 
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mftting  tliftt  fall,  upon  the  very  highest 
amount  at  which  the  countrj  paper  in 
1818  had  ever  heen  estiniated,  it  would  not 
neatly  compensate  for  the  increase  of  paper 
and  gold  issue  hy  the  Bank  of  England, 
and  therefore  the  circulating  medium  of 
the  country,  in  18S3,  was  as  large,  and  in 
18^3  larger  than  it  had  ever  previously 
heen,  though  those  years  were  constantly 
referred  to,  as  demonstrating  the  vast  efiect 
of  the  measure  of  1819*  &  it  were  said 
that  a  part  of  the  gold  might  have  left  the 
country,  he  replied  that  the  exchange  on 
Paris,  from  May,  1821,  to  August,  1828, 
rahged  from  twenty  to  sixty  centimes  ahove 
par,  and  the  stock  of  gold  at  the  bank  in* 
creased  from  11,890,000/.  to  12,650,000/. 
The  hon.  Baronet  who  had  preceded  him 
had  stated  that,  on  the  restoration  of  the 
metallic  standibrd,  the  paper  circulation 
vanished  into  thin  air,  and  the  currency 
became  contracted.  But  if  there  were  one 
efiect  which  could  be  clearly  traced  to  the 
measure  of  1819)  it  was  that  it  produced 
an  excess  of  currency  in  1824;  and  he 
believed,  that  if  the  Restriction  Act  had 
been  in  existence,  the  Bank  would  not  have 
ventured  to  issue  the  same  amount  of  paper 
money,  as  it  did  of  gold  and  paper  united, 
at  that  time.  It  would  have  taken  alarm 
earlier,  and  not  have  contracted  with  Go- 
vernment for  the  purchase  of  the  dead 
weight  annuity.  Up  to  August,  1824,  the 
exchanges  continued  favourable,  and  a  fur* 
ther  issue  of  gold,  of  more  than  4,000,000/. 
had  taken  place.  At  the  end  of  1824,  the 
exchanges  began  to  turn  against  us.  The 
Bank,  the  conduct  of  which,  since  1825, 
had  been  unexceptionaUe,  ought  to  have 
taken  earlier  warning  by  the  fall  of  the 
exchanges  in  1624,  and  contracted  its  cir- 
culation. In  1824,  the  circulation  of  the 
country  bankers  increased,  to  within  four  per 
cent  of  what  it  was  in  1818 ;  and  there 
could  be  no  doubt,  that  in  1824  and  in  the 
beginning  of  1825,  the  circulating  medium 
was  the  largest  in  amount  ever  known  in 
this  country.  The  latter  part  of  1825  must 
be  put  out  of  consideration,  in  any  general 
view  of  our  monetary  system,  except  inas* 
much  as  the  calamities  of  that  period  might 
serve  to  warn  us  against  the  vicious  system 
to  which  they  might  be  traced.  The  de- 
mand for  gold  which  took  place  at  that 
period  was  not  made  with  a  view  to 
exportation,  but  in  order  to  substitute  it 
for  the  1/.  and  2/.  notes  of  the  country 
banks,  which  had  fallen  into  discredit. 
After  1 825,  we  lose  the  advantage  of  Mr. 
Burgess's  valuable  information,  though  we 


are  not  tifithout  Evidence  of  a  oendutf  ve 
character  as  to  the  amount  of  our  circular 
tion.  The  circulation  of  the  Bank  of 
England,  had  consisted,  of  course,  since 
1821,  almost  wholly  of  notes  of  51.  and 
upwards,  with  the  exception  of  a  small  and 
brief  re*issue  of  1/.  and  2/.  notes  in  1826. 
The  mean  amouut  of  large  notes  in  circu- 
lation seven  years  before  1821,  was 
18,382,679^M  seven  years  since  1821,  it 
was  19,556,653/.,  being  an  increase  of 
1,223,974/.  The  issues  of  gold  by  the 
Bank  of  England  were  as  follows-^ 

In  the  iMt  three  monUu  of  1825     £fl.477,197    0 

I8ft6 

1827 
ISfS 
18S9 
1830 


. » 


• « 


1,668,309  0 
1,558.^15  10 
S.705.818  10 
2,619,557  0 
1,940>05S    0 


£l»,9e9«li9    0 


AMOUNT  OP  BULLION  AND  COIN  IN  THE  BANK. 


in  1896 

£  5,559,150  0 

.  . 

.  ■ 

18«7 

10,359,000  0 

4   t 

.  « 

18S8 

9«998,1S5  0 

.  • 

•  • 

18f9 

7»008,«75  0 

•  * 

•  t 

1850 

10,222,575  0 

DuHng  the  whole  of  these  years  the 
exchanges  were  so  much  in  fhvour  of  Eng- 
land that  it  was  impossible  gold  could  have 
been  exported*  The  amount  of  gold  issued 
by  the  Bank  from  I8I9  to  May,  1832,  was 
4a,000,000/.>  of  which  6,000,000/.  only 
returned  to  the  Bank,  so  that  36,000,000/. 
remained  in  circulation,  subject,  of  course, 
to  the  fluctuations  of  amount  produced  by 
the  variations  of  the  exchange.  Thev  had 
next  to  inquire  what  was  the  circulation  of 
the  country  banks  subsequently  to  1829. 
He  would  first  refer  to  the  evidence  of  Mrt 
Vincent  Stuckey,  of  Somersetshire,  who 
said,  that  the  place  of  the  small  notes  in 
the  eirculation  of  his  several  banks  had 
been  supplied  by  gold;  that  the  sup-> 
pression  of  the  small  notes  had  in  no 
degree  lessened  their  power  or  in. 
clination  to  afford  accommodation  to  their 
customers.  Mr.  Becket,  of  Leeds,  gave 
similar  evidence,  stating  that  since  the  sup- 
pression of  the  iL  notes  the  circulation  of 
their  5/.  notes  had  increased  to  some  extent, 
and  the  remaining  deiioiency  was  made  up 
by  sold.  Mr.  Loyd,  of  Manchester,  gave 
similar  evidence.  Before  the  suppression  of 
small  notes,  his  bank  issued  25,000/.  a-vlre^ 
to  different  customers  to  pay  wages ;  they 
now  paid  25,000/.  in  sovereigns,  which 
fulfilled  the  same  functions.  Mr.  Rothschild 
said,  there  was  a  perpetual  tendency  of  the 
precious  metals  to  flow  into  England,—* 
the  balance  of  the  exchanges  must  always 
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be  in  our  favour,  as  we  imported  raw  pro- 
duce, and  exported  the  same  produce,  as 
manufactured  goods  increased  three  and 
four-fold  in  value.  Mr.  Rothschild  thought 
that  the  skill,  industry,  and  capital  of 
England  would  render  all  the  nations  of 
the  world  our  tributaries.  Mr.  Gumey,  a 
gentleman  largely  engaged  in  bill  trans* 
actions,  was  also  of  opinion,  that  our  cir- 
culation subsequent  to  the  resumption  of 
cash  payments  was  fully  equal  to  what  it 
was  before  that  resumption.  To  sum  up 
what  he  had  proved,  he  would  say,  that  in 
1820,  when  the  circulation  of  the  Bank 
was  ihe  smallest,  it  was  double  that  which 
it  was  from  1800  to  1804*,  when  the  prices 
of  com  and  other  commodities  were  never 
complained  of.  That  it  increased  between 
1824  and  1825;  that  unce  that  time  the 
amount  of  5U  notes  had  increased;  that 
prior  to  1826  there  was  no  diminution  of 
country  circulation ;  and  that  on  the  whole 
before  1826  there  was  no  diminution  what- 
ever, but  a  positive  increase  of  the  drculat- 
ing  medium  of  the  country.  How  then  could 
the  distress  be  deduced  from  the  amount 
of  the  present  circulating  medium  ?  It  was 
idle,  vain  and  absurd  to  draw  any  such 
unwarrantable  inference,  and  no  motion 
was  ever  offered  to  the  House  more  than 
the  present  destitute  of  all  foundation. 
Gentlemen,  in  this  discussion,  also,  had  con- 
fined themselves  to  the  issues  of  bank  notes 
and  gold,  while  they  totally  lost  sight  of 
the  enormous  amount  of  transactions  which 
took  place  through  the  medium  of  bills  of 
exchange.  These  bills  formed  a  material 
element  in  the  consideration  of  the  circu- 
lating medium,  although  its  operation  was 
to  the  general  eye  unseen.  He  would  not 
go  over  the  various  causes  which  had 
occurred  since  the  peace  to  depress  prices, 
but  of  this  he  was  certain,  that  any  depres- 
sion that  had  taken  place  was  not  occasioned 
by  legislative  measures,  but  by  other  events. 
The  Legislature  was,  therefore  to  be  ab- 
solved from  all  blame;  and  the  question 
which  they  were  now  called  upon  to  deter- 
mine was,  whether  it  would  be  wise  or 
prudent  to  make  a  change  in  the  currency 
the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  derange  all 
existing  contracts.  This  he  was  persuaded 
was  the  object  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Wliitehaven  had  in  view,  for  the  terdis  of 
that  hon.  Gendeman'smotion  must  convince 
every  one  who  read  it  that  his  design  was 
to  produce  an  alteration  in  the  present 
standard  value  of  money  which  would  lead 
to  a  depreciation.  It  should,  however,  be 
borne  in  mind  that  no  experiment  that 


might  be  made  to  raise  prices  would 
ceed,  for  no  increase  of  prices  that  ooold 
be  effected  in  this  country  would  influence 
in  the  least  the  prices  abroad,  and  it  was 
the  foreign  market,  and  not  the  home  de- 
mand, by  which  prices  were  regulatied. 
In  the  article  of  cotton,  for  instance,  there 
was  a  large  surplus,  and  as  that  surpim 
must  find  a  market  abroad,  whenever  that 
was  the  case  prices  must  be  low.  Thna  the 
surplus  on  hand  of  any  article,  or  the  quan- 
tity of  stock,  had  a  good  deal  to  do  in  regu- 
lating its  price.  It  might  be  possible  to 
cheat  the  people  of  this  country^  but  they 
could  not  impose  upon  the  foreigner ;  for 
he  would  defy  them  to  raise  tbe  price  of 
any  article  connected  with  the  export  trade, 
and  find  amarket  abroad  for  it.  He  wooldnot 
undertake  to  say  what  the  remedies  were 
that  ought  to  be  applied  to  the  evil,  but  he 
was  satisfied  it  would  be  most  injudicious 
to  take  any  step  that  might  occasion  a 
breach  of  the  national  faith  with  the  public 
creditor.  He  wished  that  joint-stock 
banking  companies  were  incorporated  and 
establiwed,  for  it  was  his  opinion  that  such 
a  system  of  banking  would  go  far  to  relieve 
the  country  from  we  difficulties  in  which 
it  was  now  placed,  and  afford  a  safe  found- 
ation for  tiie  circulating  medium.  He 
doubted  exceedingly  the  policy  of  altering 
the  present  standud  value  of  money  ;  but 
he  should  not  object  to  rendering  a  tender 
in  silver  at  the  market  price  a  legal  tender, 
which  might  enlarge  the  basis  of  our  cur- 
rency wit&mt  causingdepredation,  orintio- 
ducing  the  confusion  of  adouUe  standard.  It 
would  be  the  means  of  keeping  the  preetous 
metals  in  the  country,  and  would,  besides, 
give  a  manifest  advantage  by  extending  our 
trade  with  those  countriesin  which  silver  was 
the  staple  commodity.  He  concluded,  by 
expressing  it  as  his  opinion,  that  the  Motion 
ought  to  be  rejected,  and  by  dedaring  that 
he  would  give  his  cordial  support  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord* 

Mr.  Wolryciie  WkUmore  said,  that  he 
should  not  do  his  duty  if  he  contented  him- 
self with  giving  a  silent  vote  upon  a  sub- 
ject of  such  importance  as  the  present.  If 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  White- 
haven succeeded,  more  injury  would  be 
done  to  the  country  at  large  than  by  any 
other  expedient  that  could  be  thought  of. 
The  result  of  it  would  lead  at  once  to  a  de- 
preciation of  the  most  alarming  kind,  and 
he  did  not  think  the  condition  of  the  coun- 
try rendered  so  desperate  an  expedient  jua. 
tifiable.  He  would  not  go  over  the  ground 
his  right  hon.  friend  had  travelled  last  nigbt ; 
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but  this  he  would  say,  that«  however  con-* 
▼enient  it  might  be  for  those  who  sought  an 
alteration  in  the  currency  to  depreciate  the 
condition  of  the  country^  he  would  defy 
them  to  make  it  apparent  that  it  was  not 
advancing  in  prosperity.  He  would  ask  the 
House  to  look  at  the  state  of  trade,  and  he 
was  certain  it  would  find  by  any  in- 
quiry it  might  make,  that  consideral^e  ad. 
vanoe  had  been  made  in  the  manufactures, 
commerce,  wealth,  and  the  general  pros- 
perity of  the  country.  This  was  an  incon- 
trovertible fact,  but  it  was  nevertheless 
true,  that  the  advance  of  wealth  and  pros- 
perity which  had  taken  place  was  accom- 
panied by  distress  among  particular  classes. 
He  admitted  that  such  was  the  case ;  and 
he  further  considered  it  to  be  incumbent  on 
the  House  to  endeavour  to  remove  that  dis- 
tress by  every  means  in  its  power.  He  fully 
concuxred  with  the  hon.  member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  that  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  Legislature  to  alleviate  the  existing 
distress,  and  promote  the  rapid  advance  of 
prosperity;  but  then  this  could,  in  his 
opinion^  only  be  done  by  destroying  mono- 
polieSy  extending  trade,  and  developing  the 
reaouroesof  the  countiy.  If  the  suggestion 
which  be  had  just  thrown  out  were  adopted, 
and  accompanied  by  a  judicious  system  of 
emigration^,  he  was  convinced  that  a  very 
short  period  indeed  would  elapse  before  the 
country  was  relieved,  and  the  House  saved 
the  trouble  of  attending  to  the  subject 
It  was  not  true,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Whitehaven  had  stated,  that  the  changes 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  currency  of 
the  country  had  been  the  occasion  of  low 
prices.  On  the  contrary,  these  alterations 
had  little,  if  any,  effect  upon  prices,  com- 
pared with  the  improvements  which  had 
been  made  in  manufacturing  processes.  If 
the  House  would  allow  him,  he  would  give 
a  striking  proof  of  this  fact  from  Mr.  Bab- 
bage's  work  on  the  "  Economy  of  Manu- 
factures.'* Mr.  Babbage  said,  '  Twenty 
'  years  since  a  brass  knob  for  the  locks  of 

*  doors  was  made  in  Birmingham ;  the  price 
'at  that  time  being  ISs.  4d.  per  dozen. 
'The  same  article  is  now  manu&ctured, 

*  having  the  same  weight  of  metal,  and  an 
'  equal,  or,  in  fact,  a  shghtly  superior  finish, 
'  at  Is.  94d  per  dosen.  One  circumstance 
'  which  has  |nroduced  this  economy  in  the 
'  manufacture  is,  that  the  lathe  on  which 
'  these  knobs  are  finished,  is  now  turned  by 
'a  steam-engine,  so  that  the  workman, 
'relieved  from  that  labour,  can  make  them 
'  twenty  times  as  fast  as  he  did  formerly.' 
He  quoted  that  merely  to  show  that  a 
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reduction  of  price  had  taken  place  wholly 
independent  of  our  monetary  system.  There 
was  one  other  point  to  which  he  would 
allude.  The  hon.  member  for  Newcastle 
(Sir  Henry  Willoughby)  had  assumed,  that 
gold  had  increased  in  value,  and  .that  the 
pressure  of  which  he  complained  arose  out 
of  that  circumstance.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
was,  however,  mistaken  in  imagining  that 
the  value  of  gold  had  increased.  AU  the 
old  sources  from  whence  gold  had  been 
derived  were  still  in  a  state  of  production, 
and  new  sources  of  supply,  especially  in 
North  Carolina,  had  recently  been  opened. 
It  was  obtained  too,  by  less  labour.  A 
correspondent  of  his,  on  whom  he  placed 
great  reliance,  stated,  that  the  produce  of 
the  gold  and  silver  mines  in  Mexico  had 
fallen  from  26,000,000  of  dollars  in  1809, 
to  about  8,000,000  in  1825  and  1826.  In 
1829  it  advanced  to  12,000,000,  and  he 
believed  it  had  since  increased  to  about 
16,000,000.  The  bullion  exported,  without 
pajrment  of  duty,  was  probably  4,000,000 
more,  making  about  20.000,000.  His  cor- 
respondent aSled : '  I  am  quite  confident,  that 
'if  there  were  a  good  government  in  South 
'  America,  they  would  carry  the  produce  of 
'the  precious  metals  there  to  a  greater  ex- 
'  tent  than  at  any  former  period  ;  and  this  is 
'  theopinionof  thebestinformed  persons.  The 
'  produce  of  the  mines  in  Carolina,  appears, 
'  byapassasefrom  the  President  of  Congress 
'  to  be  as  follows :— "  I  may  state  here,  that 
'  the  increased  amount,  perhaps,  will  not  be 
'  considered  very  large,  still  it  shows  that 
'  there  has  been  a  positive  increase  since  the 
'  year  1824.  The  produce  of  the  gold 
'mines  in  North  and  South  Carohna, 
'amounted,  in  1824>  in  value,  to  15,000 
'  dollars ;  in  1825,  it  was  17,000;  in  1826, 
'  it  was  20,000  ;  in  1827,  it  was  21,000  ; 
'  m  1828,  it  was  46,000;  in  1829>  it  was 
'  140,000;  in  1830,  it  was  466,000;  in 
*  1881,  it  was  520,000;  and,  in  1832,  it 
'  was  678,000."'  In  the  Brazils,  there  had 
also  been  a  considerable  increase  in  the  pro. 
duce  a£  gold,  as  compared  with  former  years. 
A»  gentkman  who  had  just  returned  from 
the  BnusUs,  and  who  was  extensively  con- 
nected with  the  mines,  stated :  '  The  pre- 
'  sent  produce  eof  the  gold  mines  in  the 
'  Bracils,  which  was  about  300,000/.,  is 
'  now  nearly  700,0002.  In  the  same  way 
'  the  Russia  gold  mines  are  in  a  state  of 
'  great  activity.  Thus  it  is  stated  by  those 
'  who  have  a  knowledse  of  the  sulject,  that 
'  the  same  principle  wbich  has  produced  an 
'  extensbn  in  the  supplies,  with  respect  to 
'  sugar,  coffecj  and  other  articles  d[  com<« 
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'  meroeisinopenition,  orabouttobein  opera- 

*  tionywitbiespecttothepreciousmetaU.  All 
'  concur  in  stating  tbift— that^  in  coontries 
^  wbere  tbe  precious  metals  are  produced— * 
^  especially  in  Soutb  America-— tbere  does 
^  exist  tbe  power  of  producing  tbem  to  an 

*  immense  extent*  Thougb,  at  one  period, 
tbe  produce  of  tbe  precious  metiJs  bad 
fallen  off,  tbere  was  now  reason  to  believe, 
tbat  tbey  were  again  increasing  in  quantity* 
Before  diey  voted  for  tbe  bon.  Gentleman's 
Motion,  be  implored  tbe  House  well  to 
consider  tbe  effect  wbicb  any  alteration  in 
tbe  present  monetary  system  would  pro- 
duce. Tbe  bon.  Gentleman  bad  told  them 
tbat  tbere  would  be  no  disbonesty  in  sucb 
a  cbange;  but  was  tbe  introduction  of  a 
measure  wbicb  would  bave  tbe  effect  of 
driving  every  species  of  capital  out  of  tbe 
country  expedient?  Sucb  would  be  tbe 
effect  of  any  alteration  depressing  tbe  cur- 
rency ;  and  be,  tberefore,  boped  the  House 
would  not  consent  to  tbe  Motion. 

Mr.  Fryer  said,  tbat  altbougb  be  did 
not  agree  witb  tbe  bon.  member  for  Wbite* 
baven  in  bis  views  with  regard  to  the 
alteration  of  the  currency^  yet  he  could  not 
avoid  denying  tbe  correctness  of  the  state* 
ments  of  the  right  bon«  the  Vice*Pre8ideilt 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who  attempted  to 
persuade  the  House  that  tbere  was  no 
distress  in  the  country.  At  Wolverhampton 
and  at  Bilston  the  Poor-rates  were  nearly 
doubled  within  tbe  last  two  years;  and 
yet  there  were  not  in  Great  Britain  two 
places  more  stable  in  the  property  of  the 
manufacturers.  How  did  tbe  right  bon. 
Gentleman  account  for  tbat?  He  knew 
the  state  of  those  places  well.  He  knew 
tbat  the  manufacturers  were  dreadfully 
distresaed.  The  industrious  classes  might 
be  distressed  either  through  a  want  of 
employment  or  through  a  want  of  sufficient 
food  procured  by  that  employment.  And 
that  was  the  case  in  those  districts.  It  was 
stated  by  the  Poor-law  Commission  that 
the  afiairs  of  those  parishes  were  well  man- 
aged. There  was  no  disputing  that ;  and 
yet  tbe  Poor^jates  were  increasing.  How 
did  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  account  for 
that  ?  How  could  it  be  accounted  for  but 
by  the  general  distress  oi  the  country? 
And  he  said  that  all  the  adjoining  parudies 
which  were  connected  wiUi  manufactuies 
were  in  the  same  state.  Although  the 
iron  trade  had  risen  a  little,  it  had  not  risen 
to  a  remunerating  price.  This  was  owing 
to  the  restriction  of  the  trade  of  the  coun- 
try. If  men  were  employed  to-day,  why 
should  ibey  not  be  employed  to-morrow  ? 


It  was  on  acoount  of  the  nrtrielioii'traiae. 
How  else  was  the  oonditum  of  the  hetarj 
duldren  to  be  accounted  for,  which  odd* 
stituted  nearly  one-half  of  the  popaktaon 
of  Manchester?  But  look  at  the  agrienl- 
tnral  counties :  what  said  the  Report  upon 
tbe  Poor-laws  but  that  they  were  in  a  state 
of  pauperism  ?  This  was  the  case  in  eveiy 
district  connected  with  agricultural  pur- 
suits. Were  not  whole  parities  untenaat- 
ed  ?  And  bow  did  the  r^ht  hon.  Gentle* 
man  acoount  for  that  ?  Loc^  at  Lcmdon 
also — look  at  tbe  great  thorou^ifkres  fiom 
Charing  Cross  to  the  Bank— and  what  could 
be  seen  but  untenanted  houses,  disengaged 
shops,  and  unoccupied  wbaifii?  How  was 
that  accounted  for?  There  was  nerer  tin 
lately  a  bouse  to  let  in  Fleet-street  or  Cam- 
bill.  Thete  must  be  some  reason  for  all 
this.  And  yet  the  Viee<- President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  that  one-eyed  political 
economisti  denied  that  dis^ess  iKsieteit, 
And  how  wss  it  proved  ?  Did  the  aervaists 
of  the  C}oveniment«-did  the  Vice-Presi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  suier  try  it  ? 
No.  Did  the  umy  er  tho  navy  miSerf 
Nos  He  grudged  them  nathiiig.  Those 
who  fought  for  their  oountry  ou|^  to  be 
well  paid;  but  not  those  who  did  not  ficht, 
and  never  would  fight.  Well,  ho  amd 
again  did  the  penrioncrs  of  tho  platfipfn 
suffer?  No.  They  had  their  pay  jtegBiuHy, 
and  did  not  suffer.  Did  tbe  fundboldan 
suffer?  They  were  entitled  to  their  pay; 
but  who  was  to  pay  tbem  ?  The  Islioiir 
of  tbe  country  ought  not  to  be  nor^a|^ 
-*«the  land  ought  to  pay  the  debt»  £ar  the 
land  had  had  tbe  benefit  of  it.  Did  the 
mortgagees  of  land  suffer?  No.  They 
ought  not  to  suffer.  They  had  lent  their 
money  on  a  security  which  ou^t  w  be. 
good  and  valid.  Then  lock  at  %h»  land 
owners.  Did  they  sofinr?  No^  no^  no. 
Let  him  be  heard  out.  lliey  insiatod  upon 
the  pound  of  flesh  from  their  tenanta;  and 
hitherto  they  had  not  sufiiaced;  but  tlwy 
wouldf  and  that  was  the  reason  wh(y  the 
currenty  question  was  ooming  forwnnL 
The  land^wnos  wanted  to  rake  thoir  leott 
by  a  falae  and  fictitious  eunenesr*  He 
wished  to  have  inquiry,  hut  be  waa  no 
advocate  for  a  depreciated  ourrsn^.  But 
what  oared  the  Government  about  these 
matters,  as  long  as  the  tascs  were  paid,  and 
tbe  Budget  full  ?  They  replied,  what  hnve 
wetodo  with  the  oomptaintB  of  the  people? 
But  he  asked,  would  they  «holiv«d  hy 
their  daily-eamed  brsad  bt  sotiafiad  with 
this  answer  ?  Would  the  ship  owner,  the 
merchant,  tbe   manufiMtuver,   die   Aa^ 
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Ineeper,  tbe  oper&tive*-*woald  Any  one  of 
tiiese  be  satistted  witb  tbe  aoBwer  P  No. 
The  men  in  power  felt  an  interest  for 
the  monopolist ;  but  who  felt>  or  thought> 
or  took  care  of  the  people  P  He  spoke  for 
all.  What  was  tbe  cause  of  tbe  great 
distress  now  existing  ?  Not  the  currency^ 
but  restricted  trade  and  monopolies ;  and 
the  unequal  pressure  of  the  national  bbli. 
gations  caused  the  distress  of  tbe  people. 
He  maintained  that  the  farmer  had  been 
injured*  By  Peel's  Robbery  Billr— yes^  he 
would  call  it  Peel's  Robbery  Bill— by  that 
Bill  ihe  fanners  had  been  obliged  to  pay 
their  rent  in  a  currency  of  a  higher  value 
than  that  in  which  they  contracted.  He 
thought  that  ought  to  be  remedied.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  "wb  ought  to  have  paper 
money,  bat  that  the  paper  money  ought  to 
be  made  by  the  Govextiment.  The  evils 
of  the  cottntty  required  a  remedy  which 
the  House  had  not  yet  heard  alluded  to. 
Monopoly  was  a  great  curse  to  the  country. 
We  ought  to  break  up  the  monopoly  of  the 
timber  trftdo-^-we  ought  to  break  up  the 
mmiqioly  joi  the  sugar  trade ;  and  till  that 
was  done  no  good  would  be  done*  Indeed 
be  beUeved  that  the  monopolists  were  the 
curse  of  the  country.  He  would  not  allow 
himself  to  be  put  down  by  cries  of  question. 
He  advanced  nothing  but  what  was  just 
and  honest ;  he  did  not  support  an  opinion 
merely  because  it  was  expedient,  nor  would 
he  vote  with  the  men  who  carried  the  Ca- 
tholic question  because  it  was  expedient ; 
no,  no,  he  would  do  no  such  thing.  The 
evUs  of  the  country  were  for  tbe  most  part 
occasioned  by  these  monopolies.  The  com 
monopolv  was  the  first  which  must  be  done 
away  with.  While  that  tax  existed  the 
masters  would  not  be  able  to  pay  for  ten 
hours'  labour  what  they  now  paid  for  four.. 
teen  or  sixteen  hours'  labour.  Till  that 
tax  was  done  away  with,  tbe  poorer  classes 
would  get  no  benefit.  The  Government 
had  now  the  power  to  do  away  with  this  tax 
•^but  would  they  do  away  with  it  f  They 
had  the  power^  he  repeated,  and  some  day 
ft  must  be  abolished.  They  had  done  what 
they  coold  not  undo^they  had  opened  the 
door  of  that  House  to  a  power  which 
eoold  no  longer  be  resisted<--«they  had 
opened  it  to  the  people,  and  the  Representa. 
tives  of  the  people  now  stood  there  ready 
to  ffrapple  with  the  oligarchy  of  the  laod^ 
•lords,  and  they  must  imd  would  have  the 
▼tetoxy.  What  else  would  be  the  use  of 
Reform  ?  Reform  was  only  good  for  what 
woald  follow  it.  The  Ministers  would 
not,  perhaps,  use  the  power  they  possessed 


— they  were  like  the  man  with  tbe  ass, 
who  wished  to  please  everybody,  and  who 
pleased  nobody ;  they  would— ^be  was  goinff 
to  use  a  strong  expression,  but  be  would 
only  say  they  would  be  turned  out  of  their 
places.  But  they  could  not  stop  the  Repeal 
of  tbe  Corn-tax.  He  said  tbe  Corn-laws 
must  be  repealed.  He  recommended  them 
not  to  resist  too  lone.  What  had  occurred 
in  ancient  Rome  when  tbe  people  wanted 
to  assert  their  rights  against  the  oligarchy 
who  oppressed  them  i  It  was  truly  said 
that  tnuUis  utile  bellum:  Entertaining,  as 
he  did,  tbe  strongest  opinion  as  to  the 
necessity  of  repealing  tbe  Corn-tax,  he 
shoOld  wish  to  see  tbe  Resolution  proposed 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven 
altered,  so  that  for  '^  Monetary  System," 
should  be  inserted  ''  Com  Laws,"  and  the 
inquiry  should  be  how  far  the  Com.laws 
had  injured  the  agricultural,  manufacturing 
and  commercial  interests  of  tbe  country 

Mr.  Cayky  solicited  the  indulgence  of 
the  House,  as  he  had  never  before  trea- 
passed  on  its  attention.  The  hon.  Member 
who  had  Just  sat  down  had  said,  that  the 
landlords  had  not  suffered  as  greatly  as  the 
other  classes  of  the  community;  and  he 
had  given  as  a  proof  of  that  their  unpaid 
rents  and  untenanted  parishes.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  had  said,  that  every  interest 
now  looked  for  protection  through  combi- 
nation. Why,  was  not  that  a  proof  that 
this  measure  had  been  too  long  resisted? 
The  House  of  Commons  had  been  repeat- 
edly called  upon  to  go  thoroughly  into  the 
subject  of  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  friend  the 
member  for  Whitehaven,  and  it  had  refused 
to  do  so  untU  tbe  country  bad  ceased  to 
consult  it  for  general  protection.  But  the 
hon.  Member  had  said  the  landlords  had 
exacted  their  bond  even  to  the  letter.  Was 
that  the  case  ?  Assuredly  not.  The  land- 
lords, instead  of  having  exacted  their  bond, 
had  lowered  their  rents  from  thirty  to  fifty 
per  ceht.  If  he  were  not  mistaken  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  bad  stated  to 
him  that  he  had  reduced  his  rents  forty- 
five  per  cent.  In  his  opinion  the  land- 
owners had  suffered  more  than  the  other 
classes.  Many  men  in  humble  circum- 
stances had  in  tbe  time  of  war  saved  6QL 
and  with  that  purchased  an  acre  of  land. 
That  land  was  now  worth  45/.  Other 
labourers  had  saved  60^,  and  purchased 
into  the  Funds.  The  parties  who  bad  so 
done  liow  held  property  worth  7^/.  He 
asked,  therefore,  who  claimed  the  pound  of 
flesh,  the  landowner  or  tbe  fundholder? 
The    hon*   member   for  Wolverhampton 
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(Mr.  Fryer)  called  for  a  Repeal  of  the 
Cam.law8.  If  that  alteration  was  to  prove 
a  hehefit  to  the  community  it  miut  be  by 
lowering  the  price  of  com.  How  would 
that  replenish  the  empty  parishes,  or  enable 
the  existing  tenants  better  to  pay  their 
rents  ?  Besides^  let  him  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  when  the  price  of  com  was  at 
the  highest  the  country  was  acknowledged 
to  be  in  a  most  flourishing  condition.  Thus, 
when  the  price  of  wheat  was  90f.,  Mr. 
Huskisson,  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
declared  that  the  country  was  in  a  highly 
prosperous  condition.  But  if  they  looked 
at  another  period,  1815,  when  the 
price  of  wheat  was  much  lower,  they 
found  that  there  was  a  cry  of  distress. 
And  further,  if  they  approached  nearer 
to  the  present  time,  and  referred  to 
what  had  occurred  in  I819,  1820,  1821, 
and  ]  822,  they  would  find  that  the  average 
price  of  wheat  was  57^*  and  that  then  the 
distress  was  general  and  severe.  Indeed  so 
great  was  it  that  it  led  to  the  Act  of  Lord 
Londonderry  (the  One.pound  Note  Act), 
who  raised  the  price  of  wheat,  for  it  soon 
averaged  64«.  ;  and  when  that  alteration 
had  been  effected  they  heard  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  at  no 
preceding  period  had  this  country  been 
more  prosperous.  He  asked,  therefore,  if 
in  the  face  of  those  facts  it  would  be  con- 
tended that  any  relief  was  to  be  expected 
by  a  mere  reduction  in  the  price  of  com  ? 
The  other  hon.  member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  Wolryche  Whitmore)  had  opposed 
the  Motion,  and  had  said,  that  he  had  a 
remedy  for  the  distress  which  existed.  Now 
upon  turning  to  the  Order  Book  it  was  not 
difficult  to  see,  that  the  remedy  contem- 
plated by  the  hon.  Member  was  an  altera- 
tion of  the  Com  Laws,  and  some  dealing 
with  reference  to  the  precious  metals.  He 
had  already  examined  what  benefit  was 
likely  to  arise  from  the  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws.  He  would  now  advert  to  the 
precious  metals.  It  was  proved  beyond 
doubt  that  the  general  supply  of  precious 
metals  had  diminished.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, believe  that  a  reduced  supply  had 
caused  this  country  to  suffer,  for  he  was 
bound  to  take  into  consideration  that  their 
export  to  the  East  had  stopped.  Now,  if 
he  understood  anything  upon  the  subject, 
this  was  clear,  that  if  the  precious  metals 
were  the  sole  medium  of  circulation  the 
prices  of  articles  must  depend  upon  the 
supply  of  precious  metals.  But  the  hon. 
member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  said,  he 
could  not  see  how  prices  were  dependent 
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upon  the  amount  of  cizealation.  Smdy  if 
there  was  a  given  quantity  of  gold,  and 
that  remained  stationary,  winle  the  quantity 
of  articles  of  sale  incraised,  die  price  tboae 
articles  would  bring,  woold  be  reduced  in 
proportion  to  the  increase  in  the  quantity 
of  goods.  Then  the  hon.  member  for  thie 
Tower  Hamlets  had  aaid,  he  did  not  see 
how  the  value  of  the  predous  metals  oould 
affect  the  prices  of  the  country.  As  a  proof 
that  such  was  the  fact  he  would  suppose  a 
case.  Suppose  such  a  depreciation  of  silver 
that  it  should  be  coined  into  %s.  the  oanoe; 
a  bushel  of  com  brought  fifom  the  Continent 
would  exchange,  say,  for  an  ounce  of  silver, 
but  this  ounce  in  England  was  %s. ;  thexe- 
fore  the  bushel  of  wheat  would,  caieris 
parUnu,  sell  for  Bs. ;  but  when  die  onnoe 
of  silver  was  taken  abroad,  it  would  only 
sell,  say  for  5#.,  the  continental  price  of 
silver.  Thus  prices  might  in  En^^and  be 
nominally  Ss,,  when  abroad  they  weie 
really  only  5s.  for  the  same  commodity. 
The  hon.  Member  would  surely  not  contend 
that  these  nominal  shillings  would  be  of  no 
advantage  to  the  debtor  in  defiraying  a 
surreptitiously  increased  nominal  debt*  He 
would  then  apply  himself  to  some  of  tlie 
observations  which  had  fallen  from  die 
noble  Lord  (Lord  ■  Althorp)  also  to  some 
which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  member  for 
London  (Mr.  Giote),  and  from  the  right 
hon.  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  diat  as  an  honest  nun 
he  must  oppose  the  Motion.  Doubdess  the 
noble  Lend  spoke  with  sincerity,  bnt 
certainly  he  (Mr.  Cayley)  did  not  presume 
too  much  when  he  Sfud  that,  as  an  honest 
roan,  he  would  support  die  Motion.  His 
views  were  difierentfrom  those  of  the  nofaie 
Lord,  but  they  were  conscientiously  enter- 
tained. Now,  he  must  say,  that  Ke  did  not 
quite  understand  the  extent  of  the  oppoai- 
don  of  the  noble  Lord,  for  die  noble  Lotd 
had  not  disdnctly  stated  whether  <ir  not 
he  objected  to  an  inquiry  into  the  distren 
of  the  country,  or  what  sort  of  an  inquiry 
he  would  support  Did  the  noUe  Lord 
mean  to  say,  thai  he  would  admit  of  nn 
inquiry  into  the  existing  disttessy  bat  that 
he  would  exclude  from  that  inqoiiy  nil 
reference  to,  or  coiisideradon  of,  the  eShats 
produced  by  die  currency  ?  If  the  nolile 
Lord  did  do  so  he  could  only  illustrate  iiis 
conduct  in  this  way  :«-*A  motion  is  made 
in  the  Royal  Society  for  an  inquiry  into 
the  causes  of  a  vitiated  atmosphere,  stud 
the  President  proposes  as  an  amendment 
that  all  reference  to  and  consideration  of 
the  efifects  produced  by  oxygen  gas  dkould 
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be  esduded.  Or  if  the  noble  Lord^  while 
walking  about  his  domainsj  should  meet 
wiUi  a  starving  beggar^  should  say  he 
wanted  to  relieve  him,  should  call  him  into 
his  room  where  there  were  smoking  viands 
upon  the  table,  but  should  prohibit  him 
from  touching  them,  the  noble  Lord  would 
act  as  he  was  doing  in  regard  to  this  Motion. 
The  noble  Lord  was  ready  to  allow  inquiry 
but  he  excluded  theoxygen  from  the  investi- 
gation. The  noble  Lord  did  not  contend 
that  the  present  distress  was  not  caused  or 
increased  by  the  present  monetary  system, 
but  he  contented  himself  with  saying  that 
that  system  should  not  be  inquired  into. 
Now  really  that  declaration  would  not 
settle  the  matter.  •  lliey  had  all  heard  of 
the  celebrated  contest  between  philosophers 
in  this  country  and  in  America  as  to  which 
were  the  best  conductors,  nobs  or  points. 
The  great  Franklin  and  his  followers 
adopted  the  nobs,  and  parties  in  this 
country  favoured  the  points ;  and  the  dis- 
putes were  earned  so  far  that  George  3rd 
sent  a  message  to  the  President  of  the 
Royal  Society  (Sir  John  Pringle),  request- 
ing him  at  once  to  decide  the  matter  in 
favour  of  the  pmnts,  and  so'end  the  dispute. 
Sir  John,  however,  replied  to  his  Majesty 
that'  the  laws  of  nature  were  immutable, 
and  all  that  the  Society  could  do  was  not  to 
say  what  they  should  be,  but  endeavour  to 
discover  what  they  actually  were.  So  with 
the  question  before  the  House.  The 
decision  of  the  noble  Lord,  unless  founded 
in  truth  would  not  effect  its  settlement. 
There  was  no  Royal  way  to  knowledge,  nor 
any  Mmisterial  road  out  of  national  distress, 
Judffing  from  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Cord,  he  should  have  to  condude 
that  an  unreformed  Parliament  had  the 
power  to  impose  upon  the  country  a  bad 
monetary  system,  but  that  a  rdbrmed 
Parliaunent,  with  all  its  vaunted  authority^ 
had  not  sufficient  power  to  remedy,  or  even 
to  inquire  into  the  evil.  The  noble  Lord 
hims^admitted,  that  the  measure  of  I8I9 
had  done  a  wrong,  and  yet  he  said  there 
should  be  no  redress.  Was  it  just,  or  was 
there  any  process  of  reasoning  or  analogy 
by  which  it  could  be  supported  ?  Suppose 
a  person  had  forged  a  will,  and  through 
the  forgery  obtained  possession  of  an  estate* 
Well,  fifteen  years  i^ter,  the  rightful  heir 
found  out  that  aibrgery  had  been  committed, 
was  he  not  to  enter  upon  his  property  be- 
cause the  wrong  had  been-  perpetrated? 
Or,  to  put  a  stronger  case,  suppose  the 
person  who  had  acquired  the  property  by 
liprgery  had  solid  that  pioper^i  and  twenty- 


five  years  after,  the  rightful  heir  discovered 
the  property^  was  he  to  be  told^  it  was  very 
true,  the  property  ought  to  have  been  his, 
but  that  the  present  holder  had  purchased 
it^  and  therefore  he  must  retain  it  ?  The 
gross  injustice  of  such  a  proceeding  would 
be  too  monstrous  to  be  upheld  for  a 
moment.  But  the  case  of  the  currency, 
was  yet  stronger.  The  parties  who  had 
suffered  injury  did  not  say  restore  to  them 
every  thing  they  had  been  deprived  of, 
for  the  benefit  done  to  the  one  would  be  more 
than  counterbalanced  by  the  injury  done  to 
the  others;  but  they  said,  let  there  be  a 
compromise — ^let  such  an  arrangement  be 
made  as  will  not  expose  us  to  rum,  and  yet 
will  not  injure  you  to  any  material  degree. 
When  the  noble  Lord  and  others  had 
denied  the  prevalence  of  distress,  the  state- 
ments had  surprised  him.  In  proof  of  that 
distress  he  might  quote  a  variety  of  docu- 
ments. He  held  in  his  hand  the  table 
furnished  by  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham. 
[The  hon.  Member  quoted  the  details,  which 
have  already  been  given  at  pages  36 1  and 
954  vol.  xvi.3  Again^  in  1822,  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor  (then  M;*.  Brougham)  had 
stated  that  the  only  part  of  the  country  not 
then  suffering  from  distress  was  the  North 
Riding  of  Yorkshire.  He  had  the  honour 
to  represent  that  district,  and  he  thought 
his  hon.  colleague  would  bear  him  out 
when  he  stated  that  it  was  no  longer  so 
fortunate  as  in  1822.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  letter  from  an  eminent  physician  in 
Whitby  who  had  practised  in  that  neigh* 
bourhood  for  upwards  of  thirty  years.  From 
that  letter  it  appeared  that,  notwithstanding 
the  diminution  of  servants'  wages  from  28^ 
to  14^,  the  farmers  were  failing  in  scores^ 
that,  in  fact,  such  was  the  state  of  things 
that  they  must  soon  have  relief  or  revolu- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  also  read  another 
letter^  from  which  it  appeared  that  dreadful 
distress  was  prevalent  in  Whitby  and  the 
neighbourhood.  But  he  found  also^  in  the 
divisions  which  had  taken  place  in  that 
House  upon  the  question  whether  or  not 
there  should  be  inquiry  into  the  distress,  a 
proof  of  the  conviction  having  increased  -^ 
of  tl^ie  distress  having  become  more  pressing. 
In  1822,  when  Mr.  Western  brought  for- 
ward the  subject,  194  voted  against,  and 
only  30  for,  i^&  Motion.  In  18.^0,  when 
Mr.  Davenport  introduced  the  subject,  his 
motion  was  lost  by  a  majority  of  255  to  87* 
And  when,  a  few  nights  since,  the  hon. 
member  for  Birmingham  submitted  his 
Motion,  the  Noes  were  I94  only  to  173 
Ayes.  That  circumstance  fully  proved  that 
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in  the  minds  of  the  Representativefi  of  the 
people  there  was  an  increased  conviction 
that  the  distress^  instead  of  having  dimi- 
nished^ had  hecome  more  oppressive.  With 
respect  to  the  Poor-rates^  to  state  the 
nuked  amount  was  a  very  fallacious  way  of 
putting  the  matter.  The  amount  ought  to 
he  considered  in  connexion  with  that  of  the 
population  and  of  the  value  of  the  circulating 
medium.  From  1801  to  1811  the  popula- 
tion  had  increased  14|-  per  cent ;  from  1811 
to  1821  it  had  increased  17  per  cent ;  and 
from  1821  to  1831  it  had  increased  16^ 
per  cent.  Now,  in  1814,  the  number  of 
commitments  in  England  and  Wales  was 
4,025j  and  in  1832  it  was  1 4,947 ;  showing 
an  increase  of  crime,  arising  chieflyi  as 
he  should  contend,  from  destitution,  alto- 
gether disproportioned  to  the  increase  in 
the  population.  He  was  aware  that  some 
reiuction  bught  to  be  made  in  the  last 
amount,  in  consequence  of  the  change 
effected  by  the  Bills  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  ( Sir  R.  Peel),  but,  on  Uie  other 
hand,  some  additions  ought  to  be  made  on 
account  of  the  summary  convictions  by 
Magistrates,  whiah  were  latterly  greatly 
increased.  Then,  with  respect  to  the  Poor- 
rates.  In  1812  they  were  6,600,000/.;  in 
1813, 6,300,000/.;  and  in  1815, 6,100,000/. 
The  average  price  of  wheat  during  the 
whole  period  was  99s,  per  quarter.  Taking 
that  into  consideration,  and  supposing  the 
depreciation  in  the  value  of  money  was 
thirty  per  cent,  it  would  follow  that  in  the 
present  circulation  the  amount  of  Poor- 
rate  in  the  year  1813  was  only  4,000,000/. ; 
in  the  year  1814,  only  3,600,000/.;  and  in 
1815,  the  year  of  greatest  depreciation,  no 
more  than  2,700,000/.-— *whereas  in  1832  it 
was  8,600,000/. — or  near  200  per  cent 
more  than  it  was  in  1815.  Besides,  in 
1822  various  important  improvements  had 
been  made  in  the  expenditure  of  the  Poor, 
rates,  and  so  much  more  caution  had  been 
introduced  in  their  application  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  burthen  of  the  Poor-rates  upon 
the  country,  instead  of  having  nearly  trebled, 
had  quadrupled  since  1815.  Then,  again, 
when  he  referred  to  the  amount  of  emigra- 
tion at  different  periods,  he  foun^  strong 
reason  to  believe  that  the  distress  had  gone 
on  increasing.  In  the  first  year  ^ter  the 
declaration  of  peace  the  number  of  emigrants 
to  Canada  was  1,250.  From  that  time  up 
to  1826  the  average  number  each  year  was 
9,000  and  upwards.  The  number  that 
passed  through  Quebec  in  1827  was  15,862; 
in  1828,  it  was  12,697 ;  in  1829,  it  was 
15,945  i  in  1830|  it  was  28,100 ;  and  in 


1831,  it  was  50,254.  Further,  if  he  turned 
to  the  account  of  the  number  of  the  Irisli 

rr  passed  from  Liverpool  to  Ireland, 
found  a  great  inereafle.  In  1894  the 
number  passed  was  2,481,  and,  in  1831, 
it  was  5,863 ;  showing  an  increase  of  up. 
wards  of  100  per  cent;  and  that  increase  be 
could  not  but  attribute  to  the  diminntion  of 
profitable  employment.  But  if  these  state- 
ments were  not  enough  to  show  that  the 
distress  had  increased,  and  greatly,  not- 
withstanding all  that  had  fauen  from  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  he  wduld  also  refer  to  the 
number  of  insolvents  during  difibrent 
periods.  In  1814  the  number  was  1,899, 
m  1815  it  was  2,862,  and,  not  to  trouble 
the  House  with  an  enumeration  of  the 
number  in  every  year,  in  1828  it  was 
3,263,  and  in  1829  it  was  4,063.  Dunne 
the  first  four  years  of  the  period  he  had 
alluded  to,  the  total  number  was  only 
about  6,000,  while  the  total  number  in  the 
last  four  years  was  above  16,000.  That 
there  was  great  increased  distress  he  thought 
could  not  be  denied.  But  it  was  said,  that 
the  currency  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
distress.  That  was  a  position  to  which  he 
could  not  consent,  for  it  was  in  opposition 
to  evidence  and  to  reason.  In  support 
of  that  view,  the  hon.  Member  quoted  the 
evidencegiven  by  Mr.  Palmer,  Mr.  Richards, 
Mr.  Rothschild,  and  other  gentlemen  he. 
fore  the  Committee  on  the  Bank  Charter,  and 
said,  that  he  would  require  no  other  proof  of 
the  propriety  of  acceding  to  the  Motion  cf 
his  hon  friend  the  member  for  Whitehaven. 
He  contended  from  this  evidence  it  was 
plain  that  the  distress  under  which  the 
country  laboured  in  1815  and.  1816  had 
been  produced  by  a  diminution  of  cizca- 
lating  medium  to  the  amount  of  twenty* 
three  per  cent,  and  that  a  state  of  pros. 
pcrity  resulted  irom  the  increase  of  that 
medium  in  the  years  1818  and  I8I9. 
Similar  misery  also  was  the  condition  of 
the  country  in  1822,  y^hen  the  circulating 
medium  became  again  decreased ;  and  similar 
prosperity  was  the  result  of  an  increase  in 
the  years  1823  and  1824.  The  question 
under  consideration,  it  should  he  reooUeeted, 
was  not  one  in  which  political  parties 
were  marshalled  in  opposition.  It  was  a 
great  national  question  brought  forward 
to  attain  a  great  national  good.  What 
was  it  the  House  had  to  decide  ?  Simply 
whether  there  was  in  the  Parliament  of 
the  country  the  power  to  relieve  that 
distress  under  whidi  the  people  labooied  ; 
and  then  whether^  possessing  that  power^ 


M*  ^    • 


418 


A4f0um9d 


{April  23} 


Debate. 


4d4 


Psrliamiiit  would  have  the  himeaty  and^ 
detenoination  to  exesrt  it.  To  deny  to 
Parliament  the  possession  of  soeh  a  power 
would^  in  his  opinion^  be  the  height  of 
absurdity.  Whether  it  was  prepared  to 
exert  it  he  feared  was  a  far  different  and 
«ery  uncertain  consideration.  It  had  been 
said  that  they  should  wait  a  little^  for  that^ 
ere  long,  all  things  would  find  their  level. 
He  maintained,  however,  there  was  no 
necessity  for  delay,  for  that,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  level  so  expected  had  been  already 
attained.  Did  not  the  progress  of  emigra- 
tion, did  not  ^e  work-house,  the  prisons, 
and  the  treadmill,  corroborate  the  asser- 
tion? Ireland  was  reduced  to  the  level 
of  Whitefootism,  and  England  to  the  level 
of  famine,  and  yet  they  were  told  to  wait 
before  they  attempted  le^lative  relief. 
There  was  but  one  other  level  to  which, 
as  yet,  the;^  had  not  arrived,  and  it  would 
go  well  with  the  country  if  its  advance 
eould  be  stopped ;  he  meant  that  by  which 
the  property  of  its  people  would  be  reduced 
to  an  absolute  nothing.  What,  then,  was 
to  be  done  became  the  all-absorbing  ques> 
tion.  E^itend  the  circulating  medium, 
and  raise  the  prices.  They  had  the  power 
to  raise  thQ  prices,  and  he  was  certain  it 
could  be  done  with  little  or  no  injury  to  any 
class  of  the  community.  Did  the  House 
recollect  what  was  the  result  which  had 
attended  the  raising  of  the  prices  in  1807  ? 
Why  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  of  that 
day  repeatedly  declared  in  Parliament  that 
it  was  attended  with  prosperous  results 
to  every  branoh  of  interest  in  the  state. 
The  holders  of  fixed  annuities,  it  was  said, 
would  su&r  ;  undoubtedly,  in  an  abstract 
point  of  view,  they  would  sufier,  but,  if 
the  facilitiea  for  obtaining  employment 
which  a  prosperous  condition  in  the  trade 
and  commerce  of  the  country  would  hold 
out  were  considered,  he  thought  he  should 
be  fully  justified  in  saying,  that  what  was 
lost  by  the  holder  of  fixed  annuities  on  the 
one  hand  would  be  amply  made  up  to  him 
on  the  other.  In  the  lower  and  middle 
daasea  of  society,  when  employment  was  not 
to  be  obtained  by  the  family  of  an  annui^ 
ty  holder,  they  were  thrown  back  on  it  for 
support;  while,  when  employment  was 
abundant,  and  the  country  in  a  state  of 
prosperi^,  the  annuity  remained  untouch- 
ed and  unimpaired.  With  regard  to  an 
increased  circulating  medium,  what  did  he 
want?  Certainly  not  an  unlimitted  paper 
currency*  What  he  desired  to  have  was 
an  inquiry  first,  as  to  whether  a  silver 
rtfndi^  was  practiciJje^  andt  nooiidly^ 


whether  the  system  of  banking  could  not 
be  rendered  so  perfect  as,  without  endan- 
gering the  security  of  property,  to  admit 
the  issuing  of  notes  without  reserve. 
Again,  he  repeated,  he  would  never  sanc- 
tion an  unlimited  issue  of  paper  without 
full  responsibility  on  the  part  of  the  issuers. 
Generally  speaking,  he  was  not  an  advocate 
for  free  trade,  but  least  of  all  kinds  of  free 
trade  would  he  advocate  that  of  paper  cur- 
rency. Earnestly  entreating  the  House  to 
weigh  well  their  decision,  he  would  con- 
clude the  observations  he  had  to  ofier.  If 
relief  were  afforded  to  the  country — ^if 
Parliament  evinced  at  least  an  anxiety  to 
consider  what  remedy  could  be  adopted — 
his  solemn  conviction  was,  that  there  existed 
no  cause  for  fear — but  if,  on  the  contrary, 
nothing  were  done— if  the  people  were 
longer  to  continue  hopeless — ^no  man  could 
answer  fur  the  results.  Grant  but  what 
the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven  proposed, 
and  a  child  might  guide  the  team  of  Go. 
vernment  with  a  sUken  cord.  Refuse  it, 
and  an  angel  from  heaven  would  fail 
in  controlling  it.  Between  '^  relief  and 
revolution"  were  they  about  to  decide, 
and  sincerely  did  he  pray  that  God  might 
inspire  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  to 
grant  that  which  they  had  now  the  power 
to  grant,  but  which  very  shortly  they 
would  have  neither  the  power  to  grant  or 
object  to.  If  relief  were  granted  all  would 
yet  be  well ;  but,  if  denied,  ere  long  the 
floodgates  which  controlled  the  waters  of 
popumr  feeling  would  burst,  and  the  coun- 
try be  deluged  by  one  wide  torrent  of 
dismay,  revolution,  and  anarchy. 

Mr.  Baring  felt  justified,  no  less  by  the 
frequent  occasions  in  which  his  opinions 
relating  to  the  subject  of  currency,  and 
banking  had  been  canvassed,  than  by  the 
magnitude  and  inunense  importance  of  the 
question  before  the  House,  to  request  its 
attention  for  a  very  short  period.  The 
main,  indeed  the  sole,  question  on  which 
the  opinion  of  the  House  was  to  be  ex- 
pressed was,  whether  it  would  be  justified 
in  concurring  in  an  arbitrary  departure 
from  the  existing  standard  of  die  country  ? 
This  was  the  abstract  question,  divested 
of  all  those  shades  in  which  its  originators 
sought  to  envelop  it,  on  which  the  House 
would  have  to  decide,  and  consequently 
would  constitute  the  topic  to  which  he 
meant  to  apply  his  observations.  Of  the 
importance  of  the  subject,  or  of  the  sus. 
pense  with  which  the  decision  of  the 
House  was  awaited  by  the  country,  he 
need    say   nothing.       Every    individual 
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throughout    Great   Britain  connected  in 

any   way  with  property  or  with    trade 

was    on    the    tiptoe    of    expectation    to 

know  what    the  wisdom    of    their   Re. 

formed  Parliament  was  about  to  do  with 

the  present  question.     In  fact^  the  country 

en  masse  was  waiting  to  see  whether  the 

beauteous  fruits  of  their  Reform  mania 

would  prove  a  measure  which^  if  carried 

into  efiect^  would  demonstrate  to  the  world 

that  Reform  had  given  to  the  country  a 

Parliament  better  suited  for  a  country  of 

savages,  where  the  first  elements  of  society 

were  in  full  sway,  than  for  a  country  which 

maintained  that  position  among  the  nations 

of  Europe  which  Great  Britain  had  for 

years  done.     To  contend  that  there  was  no 

pressure  of  dist^^  in  the  country  would  be 

of  course  futile,  even  if  necessary  for  the 

case  which  he   proposed  to  submit.     He 

would  admit   thiEtt  something  should  be 

done  to  relieve  that  distress ;  but  the  prin* 

ciple  to  which  he  had  to  call  the  attention 

of  the  House  was,  whether,  supposing  the 

pressure  of  public  distress  tenfold  what  it 

was,  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member 

for  Whitehaven,   in   the  first  place,  was 
justifiable ;    and,  in  the  second,  whether  it 

was  such  a  measure  as  held  out  reasonable 

expectations  of  relief  from  that  condition  to 

which  the  country  was  reduced.     For  his 

part    he    could    scarcely    conceive  ^how 

a    country    where    the    state    of   things 

was    necessarily  very  artificial,    any  man 

beyond    the   precincts  of   Bedlam  could, 

with  a  view  of  relieving  the   distressed 

condition  of  the  people,  think  of  making  a 
proposition,  the  effect  of  which  would  be 

to  throw  loose  on  the  world  the  medium 
and  measure  by  which  property  was  valued. 

By  what  process  of  mind  the  hon.  member 
for  Whitehaven  had  worked  himself  into  a 
belief  of  the  expediency  of  such  a  proposi- 
tion he,  of  course,  knew  not ;  but  his  doing 
so  served,  he  thought,  as  a  striking  illustra- 
tion of  a  principle  often  advanced,  namely, 
that  the  brightest  talents  and  highest  abili- 
ties were  at  times  liable  to  ab^rations  of 
tlie  most  unaccountable  nature.  He  was 
perfectly  willing  to  give  the  hon.  member 
for  Whitehaven  the  fullest  credit  for  the 
perfect  honesty  and  sincerity  of  the  views 
which  he  had  propounded  concerning  the 
currency,  and  he  readily  believed  that  the 
hon.^  Member  was  actuated  by  whdt  he 
considered  the  good  of  the  country;  there- 
fore, if  durine  any  observation  he  might 
offer,  he  should  use  the  words  spoliation, 
and  other  synonymous  terms,  he  must  be 
opDsidered  to  use  them  simply,  wi(h  refer-  J 
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ence  to  the  effects  which  the  piopssed  alter- 
ation would  bring  upon  the  property  of  the 
kingdom ;  he  giving  the  hon.  Member  credit 
for  equal  honesty  of  opinion  with  that  en- 
tertained by  himself.    It  seemed  to,  him, 
that  the  hon.  Member,  in  his  aspinUaana 
after    the    power  of  effecting  monetaip 
changes,  would  make  a  good  ChanceUor  of 
the  Exchequer-— not,  certainly,  to  the  oidi« 
nary  continental  sovereigns,  but  he  would 
make  a  good  minister  to  the  Grand  Signior, 
to  whom  he  would  be  invaluable,  as  hia 
proposal  formed,  in  fact,  the  usual  Tarkisii 
bu^^t.    In  the  course  of  some  researchea 
which  he  had  made  relative  to  this  subject, 
he  had  met  with  an  account  of  the  various 
depreciations  of  the  currency  which,  had 
taken  place  in  Turkey.  A  French  gentleman 
of  the  hame  of  Joubard,  a  member  of  the 
Institute,  had  drawn  out  a  chronological  ac^ 
count  of  all  thcxvaiiations  in  the  value  of 
the  Turkish  piastre,  from  the  time  of  M»» 
hornet  I.,  which  was  inserted  in  the  annual 
publication  of  the  French  Board  of  Longi- 
tude, from  which  it  appeared  that  a  aenea 
of  depreciations  had  heea  carried  into  effect 
at  various  epochs,  the  most  conspicuous  of 
which  were  those  of  1823  and  1827.     In 
the  year  1823  the  piastre  was  twice  depre- 
ciated, and  in  1827  the  sam^  so  that  those 
years  might  be  considered  as  having  semi- 
annual budgets;  and  the  value  of   the 
piastre  was  now  reduced  from  Ss.  to  Sd^ 
The  gentleman,  to  whose  industry  these 
accounts  were  due,  in  a  few  observations 
annexed  to  them,  says :  '  that  the  alteration 
'  in  the  value  of  money  in  a  state  must  he 
^  considered  as  a  proof  of  great  public  mi- 
'  sery,  and  also  of  a  very  vicious  policy,  was 
^  a  fact  which  no  longer  admitted  of  doubt; 
'  for  even  in  those  countries  where  political 
'  economy  was  least  understood,  this  truth 
'  was  acknowledged,  and  that  even   the 
'  Turks  themselves  had  at  length  their 
'  eyes  opened  to  this  fact.'    And^  notwith* 
standing  this,  his  hon.  friend  had  brought 
himself  to  think  that  the  refomied  ParliiH 
ment  wanted  its  eyes  opened  in  a  oontKBry 
sense  to  that  of  the  Turks.    He  had  been 
given  to  understand,  that,  in  the  early  part 
of  the  evening,  a  conversation  had  taken 
place  betw'een  the  hon.  member  for  White- 
haven, and  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp) 
regarding  the  question  under  discuasiaD,  in 
which  something  like  a  disclaimer  had  been 
made  by  the  former,  of  any  intention  to 
lower  the  standard  of  the  oountiy,  and 
some  intimation  of  the  latter,  that  he  en- 
tertained no  intention  of  prechiding,  by  his 
Amendmentj  an  inquiry  intQ  the  propie^ 
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of  any  alleratkm  in  the  standsfrd,  as  related 
to  dlver^  ot  other  circuktioii  of  bullion  in 
the  country.    The  disdosure  of  such  in- 
tentions  he    thought,    in   some   degree, 
saftisfactoryi   and  he  wished  it  had  been 
explicitly  stated,    that  such  an  inquiry 
should   take  place.    At  the  same  time, 
the  Hoiise   should   disdaim    any  inten- 
tion  of    sanctioning   the    lowering    the 
standard  of  value,  or  that  it  contemplated 
such  means  of  relieving  the  pressure  of 
distress  as  had  been  now  proposed.    He 
was  ready  to  admit,  and  had  done  so 
on  aU   the  discussions  which  had  arisen 
on  the  subject,  from  that  on  the  Bullion 
Report  to  the  latest  discussion — ^that  the 
settlement  made  in  1819  was  not  a  fair  nor 
judicious  settlement ;  and  he  was  therdbre 
willing  that  Parliament  should  give  a  dis- 
tinit  pledge  to  the  country,  that  it  would 
hereafter  go  into  the  consideration,  whether 
the  circulatiDg  medium  of   the  country 
could  not  be  improved.    He  stated,  at  the 
time,  that  he  did  not  agree  in  the  expedi. 
ency  of  the  course  which  was  pursued,  and 
every  day's  experience  had  tended  to  con-* 
vinoe  him  that  he  had  taken  a  correct  view 
of  «thc  subject.    Of  course,  he  could  not 
take  upon  himself  to  say  in  what  manner 
the  House  would  decide ;  but  he  believed 
that  every  one  of  those  Gentlemen  who 
would  give  a  vote  for  this  Motion,  had 
formed,  in  his  own  mind,  a  scheme  as  to 
the  standard  of  value  in  the  country.    Of 
this,  however,  he  was  sure,  that  if  this 
House  were  to  pledge  itself  to  such  a  de- 
preciation of  the  cusrency  as  the  supportersof 
the  Motion  contemplated,  the  genend  feding 
of  the  community*— he  meant  of  those  who 
were  capable  of  forming  an  opinion-^-would 
be  that  the  present  was  a  Parliament  in 
which  there  was  no  security  whatever  for 
property.   He  should  feel  it  to  be  an  insult 
to  the  House  to  enter  into  any  discussion 
as  to  the  predous  metals  bdng  the  best 
medium  for  the  circulation  of  value  through 
the  world ;  but  Mr.  Gallatin  had  plaoed 
that  point  in  so  dear  a  light,  that  he  could 
not  refrain  from  calling  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  ei^ressions  whidi  he  had 
used  respecting  it,  in  his  report  upon  the 
currency  of  America.    Having  quoted  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  Gallatin,  which,  he  said, 
was  confirmed  by  the  most  andent  records 
how  in  existence,  he  called  upon  the  House 
to  hesitate  before  it  came  to  a  vote  which 
would  thsow  to  the  winds  all  the  eimeri* 
enoe  of  past  ages,  and  all  the  aocumulated 
information  of  the  present  times.    What, 
10  point  of  fiictii  WKS  tlie  nature  of  the  pro- 


posal so  v^pely  put  forth  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Whitdiaven  ?     Did  he  desire 
an  unlimited  issue  of  paper  currency  ?  But 
a  very  few  evenings  had  passed  over  since 
a  motion  had  b^n  made   by  the  hon. 
member   for  Birmingham,   in  proposing 
which,  the  hon.  Member  distinctly  told  the 
House   that  nothing  would  relieve  the 
country  but  an  issue  of  thirty  millions 
a-year  in  notes  for  a  few  years,  adding, 
that  when  they  had  served  their  purpose, 
they    might     be    all    burned    together. 
[Mt.  Thomas  AUwood^-l^o,  no;  I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind.]]    Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  might  not  have  meant  to  bum  the 
notes  when  they  had  served  his  purpose,  but 
rather  like  a  Dutch  Minister  in  olden  times, 
to  convert  the  usdess  paper  currency  into 
an  ornamental  papering  for  the  rooms  of 
his  house.    At  all  events  the  proposition  to 
which  he  alluded  was  to  rdieve  the  distress 
of  the  country  by  the  issue  of  a  valudess 
medium.    Now  was  such  the  course  which 
the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven  meant  to 
recommend  ?    As  well  as  he  had  been  able 
to  comprehend  his  intention,  he  thought  it 
was  so.    Supposing  it  to  be  so,  he  was 
anxious  then  to  ascertain  what  the  medi- 
tated paper  currency  was  to  be,  in  what 
shape  it  was  to  appear,  and  to  what  extent 
its  issue  was  to  be  carried.  ~  As  to  the  real 
value  of  such  a  medium  he  could  form  but 
one  opinion,  namdy,  that  paper  currency 
framed  on  another  pnndple  than  that  of  a 
mere  promise  to  pay  on  demand  was,  when 
viewed  in  regard  to  security,  iKterly  and 
entirely  valueless,  the  drculation  of  which 
only  depended  on  the  individual  prosperity 
of  the  parties  who  threw  it  out  on  the 
market.    What,  he  asked,  would  be  die 
inevitable  result  of  such  a  state  of  things  ? 
Confusion  and  insecurity.     It  might  per- 
haps, be  asked  what  had  been  the  result  of 
the  issue  of  paper  currency  during  the  last 
war?     Unquestionably  in  that  case  the  re- 
sult had  been  prosperous ;  but  let  the  House 
for  a  moment  consider  how  every  circum- 
stance combined  to  effect  pro^rity.    In  the 
first  place  England  then  enjoyed  the  trade 
of  the  whole  world,  while  she  was  making 
rapid  advances  in  manufacturing  industry, 
and  skilL    She  likewise  possessed  the  mo- 
nopdly  of  the  seas,  the  whole  world  bdng 
in  fact  under  her  blockade.    And,  in  addi. 
tion  to  these  circumstances,  20,000,000/., 
30,000,000^,  and  in  one  year  he  bdieved 
45,000,000/.,   were    borrowed  on   pubHc 
credit,  and  spent  profusely  through  the 
country.    By  that  means  a  great  temporary 
prosperity    was    unquestionably   ftttiune4 
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which  gave  a  momentairy  vigour  to  the 

grotperity  of  the  people^  hut  suhsequently 
»ft  them  more  enfeehled  and  more  din- 
trested  than  ever.  Supposing  thiee  or  four 
of  tile  gentry  of  a  county^  each  possessing 
lOjOOOi.  a-year,  were  to  mortgage  their 
propertiesj  and  spend  the  whole  proceeds  in 
one  year,  they  would  unquestionably  pro- 
duce great  temporary  prospeiity  in  that 
district;  hut  the  result  would  be  that  at 
the  eMpiration  of  the  year,  having  spent 
their  meai\s,  they  would  have  recourse  to 
the  workhouse,  accompanied  by  the  conso- 
latory feeling  that  they  had  so  impaired  the 
moral  tone  of  those  whom  they  sought  to 
benefit  as  to  have  left  them  in  a  far  more 
distressed  condition  than  when  they  set 
out  Such  had  exactly  been  the  case  with 
Grreat  Bsitain.  In  one  or  two  years  the 
vesouraes  of  several  had  been  squandered 
lavishly,  and  the  moral  tone  of  the  people 
destroyed ;  and  although  the  country  was 
not  in  the  workhouse,  a  degradation  from 
which  it  was  only  saved  by  the  fact  of  there 
being  no  workhouse  large  enough  to  hold 
it,  yet  it  was  in  a  situation  quite  as  bad. 
It  was  easy  enough  to  contract  a  debt,  and 
prooure  a  temporary  state  of  prosperity  by 
Its  means;  but  the  *^ revocare  gradutn'* 
generally  caused  infinitely  more  distress 
and  misery  than  the  temporary  prosperity 
of  a  few  years  could  compensate.  His  sin* 
cere  opinion  was,  that  for  the  last  year  or 
two  the  country  had  been  taking  a  turn 
upwards  in  regard  to  prosperity.  In  the 
year  1810,  ^vhen  the  late  Mr.  Homer  pro. 
duoed  his  report  on  the  bullion  question,  he 
concurred  in  every  sentiment  which  it  con. 
taincd  except  the  last-<^namcly,  that  in  the 
midst  of  the  war,  when  our  expenditure  was 
annually  40,000,0001.  and  upwards,  when 
we  were  running  on,  as  the  sailors  would 
say,  with  all  our  flying  kites  alof^^we 
ouffht  to  come  within  two  years  to  a  me* 
talHc  circulation.  It  appeared  strange  to 
him  that  a  conclusion  so  preposterous  should 
have  ever  come  into  the  heads  of  two  such 
able  men  as  Mr.  Homer  and  Mr.  Huskisson. 
He  agreed  with  then  in  all  their  principles, 
but  he  differed  from  them  in  the  conclusion 
to  be  drawn  from  those  principles,  and  by 
so  doing  had  rendered  himself  liable  to  the 
taunt  which  had  often  been  cast  upon  him 
since,  that  he  had  argued  one  way  and 
had  voted  another.  He  had  equally  voted 
asainBt  the  famous  resolution  proposed  by 
Mr.  Vanstttart,  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. That  resolution  had  met  with. ge- 
neral condemnatimi,  even  from  unreforroed 
Parliame&tt;  but  he  had  heaid  la«t  night. 
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in  a  Reformed  Parliament,  ftom  so  grest  sn 
authinity  as  the  hon.  member  for  LondoQi 
some  things  which  were  well  calculsted  to 
support    that  resolution*     The  argument 
used  by  that  hon.  Member  rested  upon  this 
false  basis,  that  the  alteration  of  ^e  value 
of  money  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Turi- 
ation  of  prices.     Now,  if  that  were  lo,  be. 
yond  all  question  the  resolution  of  Mr. 
Vansittart  was  well  founded.    He  con- 
tended, however,  that  it  was  not  so;  ssdia 
support  of  his  argument  referred  to  a  speech 
delivered  by  Mr.  Henry  Thornton,  in  the 
year  1811,  upon  receiving  the  report  of  the 
bullion  committee.    He  recommended  thst 
speech  to  the  attention  of  the  hon.  member 
for  London,  and  also  of  the  rij^t  hon. 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who 
had  rested  a  little  too  much  upon  Mr* 
Mushet's  statements  respecting  die  appnd- 
ation  and  depreciation  en  money  during  the 
war.     Mr.  Henry  Thornton^  who  was  a 
cautious  praotical  man,  dedai^d  that  in  his 
opinion  it  was  impossible  to  calculate  ex. 
actly  the  fall  of  money  in  1811.    *'It  ivas 
material,"  said  he,  "  to  observe  that  there 
had  since  the  beginning  of  the  war  been  a 
continual  fall  in  the  value  of  money— Jie 
meant  of  money  commonly  so  called,  whe* 
ther  consisting  of  cash  or  paper.     This  had 
been  estimated  by  some  at  sixty  or  seventy 
per  cent,  and  certainly  was  not  less  than  forty 
or  fifty  per  cent."  Now,  ^ongh  there  wasa 
long  passage  in  Mr.  Henry  Thorn  toD*sqpeedi 
showing  now  this  gave  a  stimulus  w  the 
prosperity  of  the  country^  by  the  great  sd- 
vantage  which  it  hold  ou^  to  borrowers,  he 
would  not  read  it  at  present^  being  quite 
content  to  have  placed  before  the  House  the 
opinion  of  such  a  man  upon  the  imposa- 
bility  of  calculating  exactly  the  depred- 
ation of  money  during  the  cantiiioance  of 
the  war.    It  would  be  recollected,  howeveri 
that  Mr.  Thornton,  who  was  accustomed  as 
a  practical  man  to  feel  his  way  cautioinly 
in  the  world  of  business,  declared  that  that 
fall  could  not  be  less  than  forty  per  cent 
A  contrary  opiniDn»  howeveVf  prevailed,  and 
the  Legislature  acted  upon  it.     They  saw 
nothing  but  the  differenee  between  the 
value  of  gold  and  that  of  p^er.     He  an* 
doubtedly  admitted,  that  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, it  was  a  gtwe  undertaking  ia 
1819  to  comeback  to  paymente  in  gold; 
and  opposed  aa  he  was  to  the  piopoaitian  of 
bis  hon.  friend  the  member  for  WidtehaTeHf 
to  revert  back  to  paper,    he  admitted  ss 
readily  that  the  main  difficultiea  of  the 
country  had   arisen   from    t|ie   strugfj^ 
wbioh  it  bad  then«  m  imch  to  ila  hoooiiii 
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though  not  perhaps  so  much  to  its  opulence, 
thought  proper  to  make.  He  stated  on 
that  occasion  that  he  thought  the  philoso. 
phers  were  wrong;  hut  when  they  came 
to  the  question  or  a  great  depreciation,  he 
was  ready  to  avow  that  he  shrunk  hack. 
They  now  had  experience  from  what  had 
since  passed.  It  was  impossihle  to  say  what 
the  extent  of  the  depreciation  was ;  hut  he 
would  relate  a  fact  illustrative  of  the  point 
When  he  was  at  Paris  the  emperor  of  Russia 
then  stood  in  our  present  situation  with 
respect  to  his  paper  currency,  or  in  point  of 
degree,  he  was  m  a  worse  situation.  His 
paper  was  depreciated  in  the  ratio  of  four 
to  one.  Four  Gentlemen  were  appointed 
to  meet,  and  the  case  was  proposed  to  them. 
He  was  one  of  the  four,  and  Mr.  Gallatin 
was  another.  It  was  their  unanimous 
opinion  that  greater  injustice  would  he  done 
by  endeavouring  to  return  to  a  standard 
than  by  continuing  the  circulation  of  the 
depreciated  paper  currency,  and  they  re- 
commended that  the  depreciation  should  be 
allowed  to  stand  as  it  then  stood.  Sofarftrom 
this  being  a  justification  of  the  proposal  of 
his  hon.  mend  it  ought  rather  to  operate  as 
a  warning  to  him.  What  injustice  what 
misery,  what  ruin  to  individuals  ensued  the 
moment  a  Government  departed  fVom  a 
sound  principle  of  currency. 

What  a  tangi«d  w«b  we  weave 
When  firat  we  piacUae  to  deceiva. 

It  was  now  merely  for  Gentlemen  to  cob. 
sider  whether  they  had  heard  enough  from 
tiiettion.  member  for  Whitehaven^  and  from 
his  hon.  relative,  to  say  if  thty  would  trust 
themselves  with  such  pilots  on  a  sea  so 
stormy.  Putting  ande  the  integrity  of  the 
meayuve^  he  would  say  to  those  who  ad- 
ministered the  affidrs  of  a  great  country, 
that  all  tricks  in  finance,  suoh  as  tampering 
with  the  eurrency,  never  could  answer  any 
end ;  and  tho  moment  they  abandoned  prin.. 
dpLe,  they  were  led  into  a  maie  of  which 
they  never  oould  see  the  oondusion.  But 
taking  a  more  narrow  view  of  the  subject, 
be  would  call  the  attention  of  the  country 
gentlemen  to  the  consideration  of  how  it 
would  affect  their  interests^  for  he  knew 
that  the  topic  was  popular  with  country 
gentlenien,  and  he  had  reeeired  several 
letters  from  his  eonstitoents  reoomnendiBg 
that  the  standard  should  be  lowered.  A 
sort  of  myet/ery  was  supposed  by  country 
gentlemen  to  hang  about  the  question^  and 
many  shook  their  neads,  and  wereheud  to 
say  that  all  the  evils  of  the  country  were 
connected  with  the  state  of  the  currency, 
ind  in  nying  this  they  tfaoufcht  thai  Aey 


had  uttered  somethbg  very  wise.    Now, 
how^  he  be^ed  leave  to  ask,  would  the 
proposed  measure  operate  on  the  country 
gentlemen  ?  The  protection  of  the  interests 
of  the  country  gentlemen  was  supposed  to 
rest  upon  their  monopoly  by  the  exclusion 
of  foreign  com  from  the  home  market  of 
consumption.     If  the  country  gentlemen 
would  support  a  proposition  which  would 
bring  the  value  of  the  IL  down  to  10^., 
they  would  thereby  bring  their  protecting 
com  duty  down  firom  60^.  to  30s.    If  the 
Com-laws  turned  on  the  pivot  of  60e., 
which  he  believed  they  did,  the  moment 
they  depreciated  the  standard^  they  would 
depreciate  in  precisely  the  same  proportion 
the  protecting  duty,  for  peo^sle  abroad  would 
not  care  fbr  our  depreciation ;  and  if  60r. 
in  England  were  reduced  to  the  value  of 
only  80^.,  foreigners  would  act  upon  that 
fact.    The  country  gentlemen  might  then 
come  to  Parliament  and  wish  the  dOs.  to 
be  made  IfiOf.,  and  then  they  would  have 
nothing  to  fear ;  but  they  would  have  to 
fight  with  the  hon.  members  for  Wolver- 
hampton and  other  towns  who  were  not 
the  sort    of   antagonists    whom    country 
gentlemen  liked  to  encounter  on  that  sub- 
ject.   The  whole  turned  on  the  currency^ 
and  their  10/.  would,  in  fact,  become  5/.  at 
once.  When  the  Curreney4aws  were  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  he  had  made 
the  same  observation ;  and  when  the  Re* 
form  Bill  was  brought  fbrward  he  had  said 
the  same  thing.    He  had  pointed  out  the 
fluctuating  nature  of  the  value  of  money, 
and  had  said  that  of  ail  bases  the  most 
absurd  was  that  of  resting  the  representa- 
tion of  a  country  on  the  value  of  its  cur- 
rency.    Nothing  could  be  more  unstates.    ^ 
man-like  than  to  build  the  constitution  of  a 
country  on  the  fluctuating  value  of  money. 
Ministers  would  not  do  this  with  respect  to 
tithes.     No,   they  were    not  allowed    to 
depend  on  the  value  of  money ;  they  must 
be  made  to  change  with  a  com  rate ;  and 
yet  when  they  were  building  a  constitution, 
they  never  thought  of  this.  Those  Reform- 
ers who  thought  that  lOL  waa  too  small  a 
qualification,  and  those  who  thought  that 
oOyr.  were  toa  low  a  com  duty,  he  would 
advise  to  consider  what  would  be  the  effect 
of  acceding  to  the  present  Motion.    He 
would  now  state  to  what  extent  he  should 
be  inclined  to  go  if  a  measiMO  had  been 
brought  fbrward  by  any  sober-— if  any 
measure  had  been  brought  forward  rf  a 
more  sober  description,  and  which  would 
excite  no  doubt  or  uncertainty  in  the  coun- 
try.   In  audi  A  eaee  he  should  hate  beeu 
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waUiag  to  go  into  a  Compiittee^  to  see  if 
■ome  imilations  of  the  currency  could  not 
be  estalwahed,  no  as  to  ^ve  greater  facili- 
ties to  the  general  business.  The  positive 
lowering  of  the  currency  to  the  indefinite 
extent  of  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member, 
was  what  he  for  one  would  demur  to.  He 
would  now  state  to  what  extent  he  thought 
the  alteration  of  the  present  system  might 
be  carried.  The  alteration  he  should  wish 
to  see  made>  according  to  his  views,  if  the 
House  granted  a  Committee,  would  be  with 
respect  to  making  the  notes  of  the  Bank  of 
England  a  legal  tender  in  the  country.  He 
did  not  know  what  the  noble  Lord's  inten- 
tions were  with  respect  to  the  alterations 
to  be  made  in  the  E^k  Charter.  The  dis*^  > 
tzesi  of  the  Bank  of  England  might  arise 
from  a  call  for  money,  either  to  carry  gold 
out  of  the  country  or  to  guard  against  any 
internal  panic  Although  a  panic  mi^ht 
have  noUiing  political  in  its  nature,  like 
that  of  1825,  it  would  still  be  fatal  to  the 
credit  of  the  Bank.  The  drafts,  on  the 
other  hand,  made  merely  to  balance  foreign 
exchanges,  the  Bank,  if  it  conducted  itself 
well,  would  always  be  able  to  meet.  The 
country  felt  safe  on  ihis  subject,  and  the 
Bank  n^ust  very  ill  conduct  its  afiairs  in- 
deed, if  one  or  two  millions  did  not  enable 
it  to  meet  any  thing  of  this  sort.  The 
other  case  was  of  a  more  serious  nature, 
and  it  could  not  be  better  exemplified  than 
by  a  short  statement  of  how  it  operated  in 
1825.  In  that  year  the  distress  was  general, 
and  the  Bank  was  drained  of  its  gold,  not 
for  the  purpose  of  sending  it  abroad,  for  it 
was  actually  coming  in  from  abroad  at  that 
time ;  but  everybody  wished  to  be  paid  in 
that  metal ;  and  a  country  banker,  a  banker 
of  Norwich,  told  him  at  that  period  that 
he  could  not  sleep  quiet  at  night  in  his 
bed,  unless  he  had  obtained  a  sovereign  for 
every  one-pound  note  he  had  in  the  house. 
Such  was  the  extent  of  the  panic,  that  the 
Bank  was  completely  drained  of  its  specie. 
The  Bank  ^vas  within  an  ace  of  stopping 
payment,  and  it  had  been  saved  by  no 
virtue  of  its  own,  but  by  means  of  paying 
out  its  half-sovereigns  and  one-pound  notes. 
Against  an  operation  of  this  sort  no  pru- 
dence on  the  part  of  the  Bank  could  guard. 
He  would  defy  the  Bank  to  be  penectly 
secure  on  this  point,  let  it  conduct  its 
affairs  however  cautiously  and  with  what- 
ever prudence,  unless  it  carried  on  its 
transactions  in  that  cramped  manner  which 
would  be  injurious  to  the  circulation  of  the 
country.  Those  who  took  gold  for  Bank 
of  £ngbjmd  notes,  would  have  riept  quietly 


in  their  beds  if  they  eoald  have  ofiesed 
bank-notes  for  gold  to  those  who  held 
their  paper.  If  Bank  of  England  notes, 
therefore,  were  made  a  \sffl  tender,  it 
would  maJdj  relieve  the  country,  and 
it  woufi  leave  the  Bank  oi  En^aod 
only  exposed  to  the  influence  of  forago 
markets,  and  the  Bank  would  not  then 
be  constantly  cramping  the  circtdatioii 
of  the  country.  His  second  object  in  the 
Committee  would  relate  to  the  silver  stand- 
ard. When  they  had  before  returned  to 
cash  pajrments  he  had  given  hia  opinion  on 
the  sulject.  The  philosophen  had  said— i 
CAfr.  M.  AUwood  laughetLl — The  hon.' 
member  for  Whitehaven  would  not  suppose 
that  he  had  called  him  a  philaBopfaer---4mt 
the  philosophers  had  said,  that  his  tfaeoiy 
was  not  sound.  Now  he  would  maintain 
that  two  metals,  gold  and  silver,  were  liable 
to  fewer  vanations,  and  that  money,  having 
its  foundation  in  two  precious  metals,  was 
less  liable  to  vary  in  rdalaon  to  commodities 
than  money  having  its  standard  fixed  in 
one  metal ;  and  the  agio  between  gold  and 
silver,  which  so  much  disturbed  the  imagi- 
nations of  the  philosophen,  was  nothing  of 
any  consequence  compared  to  the  inoouTe- 
nience  of  confining  the  Bank  to  one  metal, 
and  which  was  not  the  metal  of  general 
circulation.  This  was  a  subject  worthy  of 
the  most  serious  inquiry.  Mr.  Gallatin  was 
desirous  that  the  same  circulation  should  be 
common  to  aU  countries  which  w^xe  con- 
nected by  commerce,  and  no  man  of  enhaged 
views  and  practically  acquainted  with  com- 
merce could  doubt  the  soundness  of  the 
opinion.  At  no  distant  time  this  point 
must  be  submitted  to  an  inquiry.  The 
silver  standard  was  established  in  Holland, 
France,  and  in  other  parts  of  the  world ; 
and  he  hardly  knew  a  country  where  silver 
was  not  the  practical  standard,  but  where 
gold  was  not  the  tender.  Some  Gentlemen 
said  that  silver  would  drive  out  gold ;  but 
gold,  on  the  contrary,  might  drive  out 
ulver,  and  there  was  no  reason  why  they 
might  not  circulate  together.  Thu  wis 
the  case  in  Holland.  In  the  small  kingdom 
of  the  Netherlands  the  gold  in  drculatioa 
amounted  to  ten  millions,  whilst  the  silver 
was  four  millions  and  a  half.  He  believed 
it  was  rather  cheaper  to  pay  in  gold  than 
in  silver.  In  France  the  premium  was 
about  one-tenth  or  one.«ighth  per  cent  for 
gold,  and  this  had  been  increased  in  ooose* 
quence  of  the  demand  in  England  for  gold. 
This  would  cease  if  England  were  to  adopt 
a  silver  stanflard.    He  knew  that  the  phib- 

8opher«  had  be«a  »gaia8(  bin  on  tbM  sub* 


^ 


« >■ 


SOS 


A^awnud 


{Apftit  23} 


DeMi. 


50d 


jeet^  find,  what  was  wane,  he  had  had  all 
the  Bank  of  England  against  him.  Mr. 
Hoskisson  had  got  him  before  the  Privy 
Coundl  upon  the  subject  after  the  gentle^ 
men  of  the  Bank  of  England  had  been 
examined  on  it,  and  he  had  said  that  what 
he  (Mn  Baring)  had  spoken  wasallnon. 
sense ;  but  he  (Mr.  Birring)  had  now  the 
satisfiiction  of  knowing  that  all  those  gen- 
tlemen who  had  opposed  him  had  altered 
their  opinion^  and  that  the  gentleman  who 
was  lately  at  the  head  of  the  Bank>  and 
who,  perhaps,  was  the  most  able  man  that 
had  ever  been  at  the  head  of  any  bank  (he 
meant  Mr.  Horsley  Palmer),  had  given  his 
opinion  in  favour  <^  a  silver  standara.  One 
important  advantage  of  a  silver  currency 
would  be  a  conformity  to  the  rest  of  the 
world.  He  wished  that  England  would 
get  into  an  exact  conformity  with  France, 
and  other  countries  would  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  two  such  nations,  to  the  great 
benefit  of  all  countries.  He  wished  to  see 
this  and  simikr  questions  cordiaUy  em- 
braced by  the  two  nations,  instead  of  keep- 
ing up  the  old  jealousies  and  bickerings 
between  them*  .The  question  now  before 
the  House  was,  whether  it  would  depart 
from  the  present  standard ;  but  his  proposal 
was,  not  to  alter  the  standard  of  value,  but 
to  put  it  on  two  legs  instead  of  one.  If 
the  public  excitement  on  the  deeper  ques- 
tion then  before  them  could  be  got  rid  of—- 
and  that  excitement  might  be  done  away 
with  by  the  vote  of  that  night— -then  would 
it  be  safe  to  look  to  the  two  points  he  men- 
tioned, and  see  whether  or  not  a  material 
facility  might  be  given  to  the  circulating 
medium  of  the  country.  When  those  two 
points  were  settled,  he  should  not  object  to 
inquire  whether  from  their  operation  it 
would  not  be  safe  to  come  to  an  issue  of 
one-pound  notes.  He  did  not  mean  to  pledge 
himself  to  an  issue  of  one-pound  notes,  but 
he  saw  no  reason  why,  under  the  additional 
securities  he  pointed  out,  it  might  not  be 
resorted  to.  Should  those  securities  become 
sufficient,  he  thought,  and  it  had  always 
been  his  opinion,  that  a  oncpound  note 
/drculation  was  most  useful  in  facilitating 
business.  There  were,  to  be  sure,  two 
objections  to  it.  He  meant  the  increased 
temptation  to  forgery,  and  the  uncertainty 
of  those  poor  people  who  had  small  sums 
in  the  country  bonks.  However,  he  con- 
tended that,  in  many  places,  a  small  circu- 
lation would  be  most  useful,  particularly 
among  farmers,  and  in  small  towns  in  agri- 
cuHural  districts.  It  was  not  correct  to 
slate  that  manufacturers  were  much  dis- 


tressed, but  it  was  true  that  great  distren 
prevailed  among  the  agriculturists— that 
farmers'  capitals  were  much  reduied.  In 
small  agricultural  towns  the  distress  some- 
times proceeded  from  a  want  of  a  small 
circulation,  to  enable  the  farmer  to  transact 
business  with  greater  facility  with  the  small 
tradesmen  of  country  towns.  That  a  more 
extended  circulating  medium  would  do  them 
good  was  not  only  his  opinion,  but  it  was 
also  that  of  his  constiti^ents.  Afler  these 
statements,  it  might  be  plausibly  asked  of 
him  why  he  objected  to  go  into  the  present 
Committee  of  Inquiry  now  asked  for  f  His 
reason  was,  that  he  objected  to  go  into  such 
a  Committee  with  a  man  who  clearly  wanted 
a  complete  subversion  of  the  standard  of 
value  of  the  country.  That  hon.  Member 
had  drawn  up  Resolutions  in  the  way  of  all 
those  who  intend  to  catch  flies  draw  up 
Resolutions,  for  he  could  turn  round  if  they 
were  not  agreed  to,  and  say,  "  What !  you 
won't  go  into  an  inquiry  about  the  distiess 
of  the  country  ?"  It  was  impossible  for 
him  to  go  into  an  inquiry  on  the  present 
subject  with  the  hon.  Member,  for  he  could 
npt  separate  his  avowed  opinions  from  any 
measures  he  proposed!  no  matter  how  they 
were  coloured  or  concealed.  He  might  as 
well  CO  into  an  inquiry  about  the  distress 
of  Ireland  with  the  hon.  and  learned  mem« 
her  for  Dublin,  who  would  state,  and  no 
doubt  from  conviction,  that  the  union  of 
the  two  countries  was  the  cause  of  that 
distress,  and  that  separation  was  the  only 
remedy.  Or  he  might  as  w^  go  into  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  on  the  distress  of  the 
country  with  that  great  philosopher,  Mr. 
Owen,  always  supposing  that  one  of  the 
fruits  of  Reform  was  the  return  of  that 
philosopher  to  that  House,  who,  of  course, 
would  make,  on  the  subject  of  that  general 
distress,  a  flaming  speech  on  the  community 
of  goods,  wives,  and  every  thing  else ;  and 
who  would  attribute  the  distress  to  some- 
thing wrong  in  the  social  system.— From 
these  remarks  it  would  be  readily  seen  that 
he  could  not  consent  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Whitehaven,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  House  would  give  a  distinct  and 
positive  opinion  on  the  sulnect,  so  as  to 
calm  the  fears  and  alleviate  the  evils  which 
agitating  it  had  so  extensively  produced. 

Sir  Roberi  Peel :  Although,  Sir,  I  be- 
lieve that  I  shall  agree  with  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Baring)  in  the  practicsJ  conclusion 
to  which  I  uiall  come,  and  the  vote  I  shall 
give  on  the  present  question,  yet  he  pro- 
pounded^ in  the  course  of  his  speedi,  some 
doctrines  which  excite  in  my  mind  so  anieh 
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iaaht  and  appiehennon.  that  I '  feel  no 
ieruple  jba  to  the  piopriety  of  immediately 
fbllowidg  him  in  the  course  of  debate^  I 
must  begin  by  observing^  that  as  my  hon. 
friend  is  prepBffed  to  maintain  the  opinions 
expressed  in  the  concluding  part  of  his 
speech,  it  would  have  been  but  just  and 
becoming  in  him  to  have  abstained  from 
those  terms  of  contemptuous  severity  ap- 
plied in  the  commencement  of  that  speech 
to  those  with  whom  the  present  Motion 
originated.  My  hon.  friend,  although 
prepared  rigidly  to  adhere  to  the  metalHc 
standard,  is  yet  willing  to  admit  of,  nay  to 
advise,  an  inquiry  into  three  very  important 
alterations  in  the  established  monetary  sys* 
tern:  first,  the  union  of  silver  with  gold  as 
a  joint  standard  of  value;  secondly,  per* 
mission  to  every  country  banker  to  ofier  as 
a  legal  tender.  Bank  of  England  notes  in 
exchange  for  his  own  promissory  notes; 
and  thirdly,  to  sancrion  the  re-issue  of  1^ 
and  HL  notes.  If  my  hon.  friend  be  really 
prepared  to  grant  a  Committee  of  Inquiry 
mto  the  policy  of  three  such  important  and 
extensive  alterations  as  thebe^  he  surely  must 
foresee  that  his  own  course  will,  in  great 
measure,  cause  that  state  of  suspense— will 
raise  all  those  doubts  in  commercial  deal- 
ingSy  which,  in  the  first  part  of  his  speech, 
he  uxged  as  a  main  obstacle  and  impediment 
in  the  way  of  lus  assenting  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven.  The 
re-issue  of  IL  and  2/.  notes !  Whyi  Sir,  I 
never  felt  confidence  in  predicting  the  re- 
sult of  any  political  measure,  greater  than 
that  which  I  feel  in  predicting  what  must 
be  the  consequence  of  permitting  the  re^ 
issue  of  1/.  and  SL  notes.  That  conse- 
quence will  inevitably  be,  the  disappear.- 
ance  of  the  gold  currency  from  circi^tion. 
I  do  not  rely  on  mere  reasoning  for  the 
proof  pf  this,  but  I  refer  to  the  example  of 
every  country  in  which  small  notes  have 
been  allowed  to  circulate.  In  Scothmd  you 
have  1/.  and  S/.  notes ;  such  notes  being 
nominally,  and  indeed  practically,  when 
tendered  by  the  holders,  convertible  into 
ooiu ;  but  it  is,  nevertheless,  true  that  they 
have,  in  point  of  fact,  excluded  from  circu- 
lation the  whole  of  the  metaUic  curreney. 
In  Ireland  you  have  also  1/.  and  9/.  notes, 
and  the  same  consequence  has  followed. 
In  America  there  are,  or  at  least  there  were 
permitted^  notes  of  still  smaller  value,  and 
the  result  has  been  the  same  not  only  with 
respect  to  gold  coin,  but  to  silver  also.  The 
currency  of  the  cheaper,  has  banished  that 
of  the  more  precious,  material.  So  it  will 
be  in  England.    By  permitting  the  issue 


of  small  notes^  you  will  afiM  a  difeel  fke. 
mium  to  the  country  banker  to  diaooun^e, 
as  fEKT  as  possible,  the  circulation  of  coin  in 
his  neighbouriiood.  No  one  can  deny  that 
whilst  the  small  notes  maintain  their  aredit, 
they  are  a  cheaper  instrument  of  circuit* 
tion,  and  one  not  less  efficacious  than  gold; 
and  that  it  would  be  a  podtive  pecnniaiy 
advantage  to  the  country  to  get  rid  of  the 
gold  currency  altogether,  if  you  oould  ea* 
sure  entire  and  permanent  confidence  in 
paper  and  Uie  fixed  value  of  it,  after  the 
exclusion  of  gdd.  But  I  contend  that 
there  is  no  security  in  an  immense  mass  of 
paper  drcolation,  professedly  oonvectihle 
info  gold— but  not  resting  for  its  basis  upon 
a  metallic  circulation.  You  think  yoo  can 
take  effectual  precautions  against  panics^ 
commercial  or  political,  hy  insistiDg  on  aeea* 
rity  from  the  issuers  <^  paper.  TneiecsB, 
in  truth,  be  no  effisotual  seourity  agaioat 
such  panics  and  their  disastrous  efot» 
The  biast  security  is  the  pieseaoe  of  %  ne.. 
taUic  currency  equally  difiiised  througfaost 
the  country.  But  take  what  piQcautiona 
you  please  to  ensue  the  salvem^  of  eouu 
try  bank»*-compel  them,  if  yon  wiD^  ta 
deposit  Exchequer JmIIs  or  funded  property, 
or  to  assign  land  as  a  security  fat  tUr 
issues,— I  assert,  yon  do  positively  nothing 
by  these  precautions  to  contrd  the  exoeia* 
ive  issue  of  paper,  or  to  ensure  the  oom^ 
potency  of  these  banks  in  the  time  of  pres. 
sureandalaim,  to  fulfil  their  engagementa; 
whieh  engagements  are,  expressly— 4opa(y 
a  definite  weight  of  gold  in  exchange  for 
their  promissory  notes.  You  oonsider  the 
banks  safe^  and  the  holders  of  banlunotes 
secure,  provided  the  notes-aie  issued  on  the 
security  and  deposit  of  real  capilaL  Why, 
this  reasoning  would  prove  that  thewhi:^ 
landed  and  funded  property  of  the  conntiy 
might  be  converted  into  drcolating  me* 
dium,  and  that  there  would  be  no  cunger 
of  excess  in  the  issue,  howeverextamvaganU 
so  long  as  thae  was  a  corresponding  de» 
posit  of  property.  Now,  in  my  opinion, 
sudi  a  depoeat  may  be  the  guarantee  of  the 
ultimate  solvency  of  a  par&ular  bank,  in  a 
sound  state  of  the  currency,  but  it  is  no 
guarantee  whatever  that  that  bank  will  be 
able  to  pay  its  notes  in  gold  on  denmsid, 
after  gold  shall  have  bewi  hanidifd  fima 
drculation.  Depend  upon  it,  tiie  tine 
will  shortly  come  when  the  demand  wiD 
be  made ;  and  if  made  and  refused,  what 
is  this  but  inability  to  meet  engageaMmts, 
and  fulfil  positive  contracts  ?  ladmit,  tiiat 
fay  the  re-issue  of  small  notes,  you  may 
give  a  stimulus,  a  fictiltoits  stimulus  la 
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ti«d6;-<-«]l  may  go  on  well  for  fevetal 
months ;  gcM,  being  no  longer  indispens* 
able  for  domestic  circulation^  will  flow  out 
of  the  country  for  the  purpose  of  effecting 
foreign  payments-— the  importation  of  fo- 
reign articles  will,  for  a  time,  be  promoted, 
the  export  of  ihe  gold  will  at  first  counter- 
act the  tendency  to  an  unfavourable  ex. 
change^  or  at  least  diminish  the  indications 
of  it ;  and  you  will,  in  short,  have  every 
symptom  of  increasing  prosperity ;  but  in 
the  course  of  eighteen  months  or  two  years, 
the  currency  will  become  excessive,  the 
exchanges  will  rapidly  fall ;  there  will  be 
a  demand  upon  the  bank  for  gold;«^the 
bank  will  take  the  alarm,  will  refuse  ac- 
commodation, tmd  contract  its  issues  :«*-the 
demand  for  gold  will  extend  to  all  the 
issuers  of  paper,  then  will  come  the  npid 
and  rimultaneous  sale  of  publie  securities, 
and  the  renewal  of  that  panic  and  all  its 
consequences,  of  which  you  had  the  dis- 
astrous experience  in  the  winter  of  18S5. 
The  bank  may  remain  solvent  in  one  sense, 
that  is,  may  have  means  beyond  its  Uabi^ 
lities;  but  it  will  be  unable  to  meet  its 
obligations  to  impatient  creditors,  fi^  de» 
mand  instant  paynent'in  gold.  Wliat 
must  be  the  result  ?  Actual  fiulure,  or  a 
restriction  imposed  by  authority. 

With  respect  to  my  hon.  friend's  pro. 
position  for  a  joint  gold  and  silver  standard, 
it  has  been  already  submitted  to  this  House, 
and  hasbeen  n^atived,  among  other  reasons, 
because  its  duect  tendency,  and,  indeed, 
avowed  otject,  was  to  lower  the  standard 
ofvalue. 

Mr.  Baring :  One  word  in  explanation. 
I  have  always  contended,  that,  on  the 
adoption  of  a  gold  and  silver  standard, 
it  must  be  so  regulated  as  not  to  lower 
the  general  value  of  the  pound  sterling. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  Then  mr  hon.  fnend 
must  take  the  present  market-price  of 
silver,  and  not  the  old  Mint  price,  for  the 
standard.  The  market-price  of  silver  is 
now,  I  believe,  4x.  11  if.  per  ounce;  the 
Mint  price  of  silver,  when  silver  was  a 
legal  tender,  was  5$.  Std.  per  ounoei  If 
my  hon.  friend  should  take  the  Mint 
price  of  silver  for  the  stiindard  of  value, 
he  would  depreciate  the  present  standard ; 
if  he  should  take  the  market-price,  he  will 
not  adhere  to  the  ancient  standard.  That 
the  same  great  principles  which  apply  to 
gold  as  a  standard  of  value,  in  respect  to 
its  controlling  excessive  issues,- and  regu- 
lating the  vdue  of  paper,  apply  equdly 
to  silver,  or  to  a  jmnt  stancbrd  of  gold  and 
Sliver,  1  do  not  deny ;  but  there  are  many 


considerations,  such,  for  instance^  as  whe- 
ther silver  ever  was,  poioticaUy,  the  stand-, 
ard  of  value,  in  this  country,  after  the  gold 
currency  was  reformed ;  whedier  jrou  can 
maintain,  in  the  same  country,  two  metala 
constantly  varying  in  their  relative  value, 
as  a  standard ;  whether  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  maintain  them  if  you  could  ; 
these  are  oonsiderations  which  would  re- 
quire very  serious  inquiry,  but  into  which 
I  will  not  now  enter. 

The  third  suggestion  of  my  hon.  friend 
is,  that  every  country  banker  shall,  here- 
after, be  allowed  to  aJBPer  Bank  of  England 
notes  in  exchange  for  his  own  notes,  when 
presented  for  payment.  But  it  is  impossible 
to  stop  there.  If  a  Bank  of  England  note 
is  to  be  a  legal  tender,  on  the  part  of  a 
country  banker,  so  must  it  be  on  the  part 
of  every  other  man  in  the  country.  Will 
my  hon.  friend  say,  that  his  proposition 
is  to  be  limited  to  country  bankers  }  That 
the  issuers  of  paper  shall  have  the  special 
exclusive  privilege  of  disdhai^;ing  their 
debts  in  other  paper?  That  a  customer 
who  has  deposited  gold  with  a  oountry 
banker,  and  who  aiks  to  have  that  gold 
returned,  may  receive  for  answer*-*^"  We 
have  710  gold  for  you,  but  here  is  a  Bank  of 
England  note ;''  while  that  same  customer 
shi£  remain  under  the  obligation  of  disi^ 
charging  all  his  own  debts  and  incum- 
brances in  standard  gold?  But,  suppose 
the  customer  shall  draw  a  draft  upon  the 
country  banker  for  Ai^  10«.,  or  wanting  100 
sovereigns,  shall  draw  on  successive  days 
twenty  drafts  for  sums  below  5L,  how  are 
these  drafts  to  be  paid,  except  in  gold, 
unless,  indeed,  my  hon.  friend's  other  plan 
of  issuing  1^  notes  shall  have  been  already 
adopted?  It  is  dear  that  the  issue  of 
notes  below  5/.  must  be  the  concomitant 
of  a  plan  which  would  make  Bank  of 
England  paper  a  legal  tender,  and  would 
relieve  the  country  banker  from  the  lia- 
bility to  pa3nnents  in  cash.  But  these 
are  great  changes  to  make  in  our  monetary 
system  ;  so  great  and  important,  indeed, 
that  I  must  again  say,  that  if  a  Gimmittee 
were  granted  to  consider  them,  there  would 
arise  all  that  agitation  and  suspense  in 
pecuniary  dealings,  which  my  hon.  friend 
is'the  first  to  deprecate,  and  which,  as  he 
justly  says,  would,  in  the  present  artificial 
state  of  society,  a^  the  peculiar  oondition 
of  the  oommercial  classes,  i^grarate  evay 
evil  under  which  we  are  now  said  to  be 
sufiering. 

The  House,   Sir,  will  probably  expect 
from  me,  or  at  least  wiU  not  be  surprised. 
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that^  I  should  wish  to  state  my  views  upon 
the  principal  points  which  are  the  im- 
mediate subject  of  debate.'  Such  references 
have  been  made  to  the  part  1  personally 
took,  in  1819^  in  establishing  the  present 
system  of  our  currency  ;  the  importance  of 
the  subject  is  so  great ;  the  interest  I  fed 
in  it  on  every  ground,  public  and  private, 
is  so  overwhelming ;  that,  wearied  as  the 
House  must  be  by  a  debate,  duU  and 
tedious  from  the  abstruse  and  abstract 
nature  of  its  subject,  I  yet  hope  from 
its  indulgence  a  patient  hearing.  No 
doubt  the  most  important  part  of  the 
question  is,  the  practical  one  — namely, 
die  consideration  of  what  can  be  done  in 
the  present  condition  of  society  for  the 
purpose  of  relieving  the  distress  alleged  to 
exist ;  but  still  I  cannot  permit  to  pass 
without  remark,  the  references  which  have 
been  made  to  the  Act  of  I8I9.  I  might 
pass  by  those  references  if  personal  feelings 
were  alone  concerned.  I  m^ht  submit,  in 
silence,  to  the  imputations  of  rashness  and 
folly,  if  the  consequence  was  mere  injustice 
to  ^e  authors  of  the  measure ;  but  I  well 
know  that  such  injustice  is  not  the  sinole 
consequence;  that  if  without  contradiction 
you  can  stigmatLiBe  the  Act  of  I8I9,  as  an 
Act  of  confiscation— if  you  may  take  for 
granted  that  though  possibly  well  in- 
tended, it  was,  in  fact,  founded  on  in- 
justioe  and  injury-— J  well  know  that  you 
cannot  do  this  without  undermining  the 
foundations  of  the  whole  monetary  system, 
and  preparing  for  its  total  subversion.  To 
avert  such  an  evil,  I  am  prepared  to  deny 
the  justice  of  the  aspersions  cast  upon  the 
measure  of  1819-  Gentlemen  who  have 
taken  part  in  this  debate  speak  of  the 
promoters  of  that  Act  as  if  they  were 
repentant  sinners,  as  if  they  acknowledged 
the  evil  which  they  had  done,  and,  made 
wise  by  experience,  bitterly  lamented  the 
consequences  of  their  folly.  I  scorn  those 
vile  imputations  of  base,  interested  motives 
which  have  been  thrown  out  in  other 
places.  I  know  that  they  will  not  in- 
fluence the  judgment  of  this  House.  I 
have  beard  none  of  them  within  these 
walls.  I  would  to  God  that  I  had ;  and 
that  those  men  who  are  bold  enough,  when 
they  have  no  one  present  to  conme  them 
—who  are  not  sparing  of  their  calumnies 
and  menaces  when  they  are  addressing 
inflammable  assemblies  of  the  people- 
would  here,  face  to  face,  in  presence  of  the 
accused  redeem  their  pledges,  and  repeat 
their  accusations. 
An  hon.  Gentleman,  the  member  for 
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Knaxesborough,  with  intentions,  at  leasts 
for  which  I  return  him  my  sincexe  thanks, 
has  been  kind  enough  to  throw  his  pro« 
tecting  shield  over  me.  He  said,  ''the 
Bill  of  J  819  was  not  Mr.  Peel's  Bill.  Oh, 
no !  he  was  an  ingenuous  young  man, 
ignorant  of  the  subject  of  currency, 
performing  a  task  thrown  upon  him  by  the 
Ministers,  and  all  the  blame  belongs  to 
Lord  LiverpooL"  Sir,  I  will  iv>t  allow  the 
blame,  if  there  be  blame,  to  be  transferred 
to  any  one^  still  less  to  one  who  is  no 
more*  I  was  not,  in  1819>  connected  with 
the  Government.  I  had  quitted  office,  and 
had  no  denre  to  return  to  it ;  but  I  was 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  In- 
quiry, and  I  brought  in  the  Act  of  I8I9 
in  consequence  of  a  conviction,  founded 
on  positive  demonstration,  that  there  could 
be  no  standard  of  value  except  a  definite 
weight  of  the  precious  metals,  and  that  a 
paper  circulation,  inconvertible,  or  resting 
on  anything  but  a  metallic  basis,  must  be 
liable  to  injurious  fluctuations  both  in 
amount  and  value,  and  exposed  to  the 
constant  hazard  of  discredit.  In  181 9,  the 
question  came  before  the  House  for  final 
decision.  In  my  opinion,  that  question 
was,  the  choice  between  two  alternatives— 
eternal  Bank  restriction,  or  the  return  to 
cash  payments  without  further  dday. 
Gentlemen  now  speak,  as  if  no  evils  had 
been  suffered  before  1819*  They  assume 
that  the  Act  of  I8I9  was  brought  in  with- 
out experience  of  past  embarrassment,  with- 
out the  pressure  c^any  actual  evil,  without 
any  expectation  or  demand  on  the  part  of 
the  public ;  and  the  hon.  member  for 
Knaresborough  is  simple  enough  to  think, 
that  the  House  of  Commons  was,  on  a 
sudden,  deluded  by  a  speech  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  heard,  and  which 
he  describes  as  void  of  all  matter— of  all 
reasoning — ^but  which  very  strongly  re- 
minded him  of  the  harp  of  Orpheus.  The 
harp  of  Orpheus  1  Does  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man really  think  that  Orpheus  would  have 
chosen,  for  the  subject  of  his  lyre,  the 
Bullion  Report?  or  that  having  chosen  it, 
and  having  poured  forth  a  melody  with 
soft  tones,  but  ''  without  matter "  or  the 
"  shadow  of  an  argument,"  he  would  have 
been  able  to  caj<de  the  simple  understand- 
ings of  city  merchants,  and  to  soften  the 
flinty  hearts  of  Bank  Directors ; 

Mulcentemque  Tigres,  et  agentem  carmiiie 
quercHS. 

What  a  notion,  that  the  House  of  Commons 
was  taken  by  surprise  on  the  currency 
question   in   the   year    1810!    that  the 
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lettoratioii  of  tbe  metallic  standard  was 
heard  oi,  for  the  first  timej  in  1819 1  Whj^ 
the  BuUion  Report  had  been  made  in 
1810 — that  is^  nine  years  before^  and  had 
provoked  a  pamphlet  from  almost  every 
man  that  could  write.  When  Mr.  Homer 
proposed,  in  181 1^  among  other  resolutions, 
that  cash  payments  should  be  resumed 
within  two  years  of  that  date,  that  re- 
solution was  negatived,  and  other  resohu 
tions  proposed  by  Mr.  Vansittart  were 
adopted.  But  did  these  latter  resolutions 
sanction  the  doctrine,  that  cash  payments 
must  never  be  resumed  ?  Did  they  in- 
timate that  the  public  creditor  must  be 
repaid  in  depreciated  currency  ?  No  such 
thing.  Among  these  resolutions  of  Mr. 
Vansittart,  was  one,  expressly*  record- 
ing it  as  the  qpinion  of  the  House,  that 
it  was  expedient  that,  at  the  earliest 
period  compatible  with  the  public  safety, 
the  Bank  should  resume  its  payments 
in  coin  at  the  ancient  standard  of  value. 
Peace  arrived  in  1814<;  and  what  course 
did  Parliament  pursue?  It  distinctly  re- 
o^nised  the  justice  of  resuming  cash  pay- 
ments. It  *  recognised  the  daim  of  the 
public  creditor  to  repayment  in  cmn,  and 
limited  the  further  restriction  on  the  Bank 
to  one  year.  In  1 81 5,  war  again  broke  out, 
and  the  battle  of  Waterloo  was  fought. 
The  restriction  was  continued;  but  was 
again  limited  to  one  year.  The  year  1816 
came,  and  it  was  found  necessary  to  continue 
the  restriction  for  a  further  period  of  two 
years;  but  in  the  preamble  of  the  continuing 
Bill,  there  was  admitted,  by  universal  con- 
sent, a  distinct  recognition  that  the  Bank 
ought  to  prepare  for  the  immediate  resump- 
tion of  cash  payments;  1818  arrived,  and 
there  was  again  an  almost  unanimous 
expression  of  opinion  in  Parliament,  that 

-the  time  had  arrived  when  the  ancient 
standard  must  be  restored,  no  one  then 
doubting  the  claims  of  the  public  creditor, 
in  point  of  justice,  or  denying  the  general 
policy  of  returning  to  cash  payments.  An- 
other postponement,  however,  took  place, 
limited  to  a  year;  but,  in  1819i  the  House 
became  weary  of  these  continued  delays, 
and  a  Committee  was  appointed,  mainly  on 
the  suggestion,  and  at  the  instance  of  Mr. 
Tiemey,  to  inquire  into  the  whole  subject, 
and  the  best  mode  of  insuring  the  resump-* 
tion  of  cash  payments.    As  I  have  already 

'  said,  I  was  not  in  office,  but  I  was  selected 
as  Chairman  of  that  Committee,  and  I  pre- 
sented its  report  to  the  House.  The  sub. 
stance  of  it  was,  that  at  the  end  of  four 
^  years  from  its  date,  cash  payments,  according 
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to  the  indent  standard,  must  be  resumed ; 
but  that  the  resumption  should  be  effected 
by  gradaal  steps,  assuming  the  actual 
market-price  of  gold,  at  the  time,  as  the  pre. 
paratory  and  provisional  standard.  I  ask 
the  House  this  question — if  cash  payments 
were  ever  to  be  resumed,  had  not  the  time 
then  arrived?  Four  years  had  elapsed 
since  the  peace,  when  the  inquiry  was  com- 
menced ;  and  iif  we  had  then  deferred  the 
actual  resumption  to  a  later  period  than 
18S3 — that  is,  for  more  than  eight  years 
after  the  conclusion  of  peace — do  you  think 
it  ever  would  have  taken  place  at  all  ?  that 
the  Bank,  or  the  public  would  have  believed 
that  we  were  in  earnest  ?  I  greatly  doubt 
whether  the  old  doctrines  about  paper  and 
gold  are  not  still  maintained — whether 
there  are  not  many  of  those  whom  I  am 
now  addressing,  who  dream  of  inconvertible 
paper,  or  of  some  other  foundation  for  paper 
currency,  than  a  metallic  basis.  \No,  no/] 
I  rejoice  to  hear  the  denial;  but  this  I 
know,  that  many  of  the  arguments  urged 
by  those  •  who  vote  for  the  Committee, 
apply  with  as  much  force  to  the  adoption  of 
any  determinate,  unvarying  metaUic  stand- 
ard, as  to  the  ancient  standard. 

I  have  now  done  with  the  assertion,  that 
the  House  was  taken  by  surprise  by  the  Act 
of  18 19.  I  approach  another  assertion^-* 
that  although,  m  1819,  it  might  be  fit  to 
prepare  for  cash  payments,  yet  that  another 
standard  of  value  should  have  been  adopted, 
and  that  the  ounce  of  gold  should  have  been 
coined  into  5/.,  or  6L,  or  some  other  sum, 
instead  of  SL  I7s.  lOd,  That  is  easy  wis- 
dom—even if  in  this  case  it  be  wisdom — 
which  is  acquired  after  the  event.  It  is 
very  well  to  say  now — that  the  ancient 
standard  should  not  have  been  resumed^— 
that  after  all  the  promises  made  during  the 
war — after  the  unanimous  expressions  of 
opinion,  repeated,  time  after  time,  in  &vour 
of  the  resumption  of  cash  payments  at  the 
ancient  standard — another,  and  a  lower 
standard  should  have  been  taken;  but  I 
should  like  to  ask  any  impartial  man,  who 
remembers  the  state  of  public  feeling  and 
public  opinion  in  1819>  what  would  have 
been  the  fate  of  a  proposition,  in  that  year, 
to  enable  the  Bank,  to  dicharge  its  promis- 
sory notes  at  the  rate  of  15s,  in  the  pound ! 
What  i  with  the  feeling  on  the  subject  of 
forgery  of  notes-^with  the  impression  that 
the  Bank  had  amassed  great  gains  by  means 
of  the  Bank  restriction — that  the  nominal 
rise,  in  the  price  of  gold,'  was  owing  to 
excessive  and  most  profitable  issues  of  paper, 
do  you  think  that  Parliament  would  have 
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toleratecl  —  would  have  listened  for  one 
moment  to— the  proposali  that  the  issuers 
of  the  Bank  of  England  paper,  and  of  all 
other  paper,  should  compound  with  their 
creditors,  by  debasing  the  standard  ?  Who 
was  the  Minister  that  could  have  reconciled 
Parliament,  or  the  people  of  this  country, 
to  such  a  proposal  ?  Why,  the  Bank  itself 
never  denied  its  own  liability  to  pay  its 
notes,  at  some  time  or  other,  in  gold,  at  tbe 
ancient  standard.  Nay,  the  Bank  did 
actually,  of  its  own  accord^^without  any 
compulsion  on  the  part  of  Parliament-* 
after  the  peace,  but  before  this,  fatal  year, 
1819^  issue  above  7iOOO,000  of  gold  sove. 
reigns  in  exchange  for  its  promissory  notes. 
A  foolish  issue  I  admit ;  but  an  issue,  de. 
xnonstrating  the  opinion  of  ^he  Bank,  as  to 
the  nature  of  its  own  obligations ,  and  yet, 
in  1819f  we  were — against  the  opinions, 
and  conviction,  and  practice  of  tbe  Bank  it- 
self— to  enable  the  bank  to  pay  with  15«. 
a  debt  of  20^. ! 

If  the  Act  of  1819  was  so  clearly  unjust 
— so  manifestly  impoUtic^— how  csme  it, 
that  of  all  those  who  now  take  credit  for 
their  wisdom  and  foresi^ti*^not  one  man 
was  found,  in  either  House  of  Parliament, 
bold  enouffh  or  honest  enough  to  take  the 
sense  of  either  House  against  the  Bill,  or 
against  any  one  of  its  enactments?  The 
member  for  Coventry  did,  indeed,  bring 
farward  Resolutions  opposed,  not  to  the 
principles  of  mine,  but  to  some  of  the 
details;  but  he  found  the  sense  of  the 
House  so  adverse  to  him,  that  he  withdrew 
his  resolutions;  and  those  moved  by  me,  as 
the  foundation  of  the  Bill,  passed  through 
the  House  of  Commons,  as  it  stands  recorded 
in  the  PorUamentary  Debates  without  one 
dissentient  voice.  Is  it  decent,  then,  in  the 
men  who  were  then  present,  to  impute  all 
the  subsequent  distress  of  the  country  to  the 
radiness  and  haste  of  the  measure  of  1 819— 
and  to  me,  as  the  author  of  it— when  they 
who  now  daim  credit  for  having  so  clearly 
foreseen  the  difficulties  in  which  it  would 
involve  us,  never  came  forward  to  oppose 
its  principles,  or  even  delay  its  promss  ? 
But  I  have  understated  the  case.  There 
were  two  amendments  proposed  totfaemea^ 
sure—* one  in  this  House,  and  one  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  That  proposed  to  this 
House  affirmed  that  there  ought  to  be  no 
intermediate  steps  of  resumption,  and  that 
cash  payments  at  the  ancient  standard 
should  bo  resumed  in  18!^!^,  instead  of 
IH'^'A  ;  actually  a  year  earlier  than  I  myself 
proposed.  That  was  the  only  Amendment 
proposed  in  this  House,  and  pressed  to  a 


division.  llieAmendnieiit  propottdiiilhe 
other  House  of  Parliament  was  by  I^nd 
Holland,  who,  for  the  purpose  of  reooniing 
his  opinion,  moved  that  cash  paymeiita  he 
resumed  in  1 820,  instead  of  1 S23.  Have  I 
not,  then,  a  right  to  say,  (if  I  wanted  to 
shrink  from  any  perscmal  reaponsiMlityj 
which  I  do  not),  since  the  only  complaint 
put  on  record  by  any  Member  was.  that  the 
resumption  was  too  gradual,  and  too  ranote, 
— ^have  I  not  a  right  to  say,  that  Parliament 
is  peculiarly  and  specially  responsible  for  the 

Act  of  1819^ 

I  approach  the  last,  and  the  moat  import- 
ant oonnderation  connected  with  the  tae^ 
sure  of  1 819 :  namely,  thia^-'Is  the  diatres 
of  the  country  fairly  attributable  in  the 
whole,  or  in  any  important  degree,  to  that 
measure?  I  think  I  have  shown,  first,  that 
Parliament  was  not  taken  by  surpriae; — 
secondly,  that  the  measure  was  not  the  mea. 
sure  of  an  individual,  or  of  a  party^  or  of  a 
government ;  but  was  the  measure  of  the 
F^liament,  speaking  the  voice,  and  itipia. 
senting  the  delibenite  judgment  of  the 
oQiintry.  8liU»  these  considmtioni  ax«  not 
to  fetter  us  from  reviewing  the  meaauio,  if 
it  hava  been  theoauie  of  public  evil,  and  if 
that  evil  beaow  repeiaUe ;  but  bodi  those 
hypotheses  must  be  proved.  Now,  I  begin 
by  admitting  that  there  haa  been  great 
depression  of  price,  great  occasional  diatress 
^-fhim  some  cause  or  other— ^noe  the 
peace.  Nay,  mors,  I  will  admit  that  aooe 
distress  was  the  inevitable  eonscquenoe  of 
the  measure  of  resumption,  fiaumption 
implied  the  tcrminatian  of  that  state  of 
ease,  which,  no  doubtj  m  one  sense,  aoooo- 
panied  ineoavertihle  paper«-~it  eaaured 
also,  inevitably,  some  increase  in  the  value 
of  the  currency  of  the  ooontry,  and  p90 
UmiQ  a&oted  the  then  existing  engua- 
ments.  But  to  attribota  the  whde  de- 
pression of  prices,  and  the  whole  diatress 
consequent  on  ths^  depression  to  the  diange 
in  the  currency  is  a  fallacy,  as  groas  aa  any 
that  ever  was  imposed  upon  the  understand, 
ings  of  men.  You  may  contend,  that  Mr» 
Ricardo  was  wrong  in  estimating  the  whole 
change  in  the  value  of  the  currency  at  three 
or  four  per  cent ;  but  his  error  (if  it  waa  an 
error)  waa  nothing  to  yours,  who  attribute 
the  whole  alteration  in  prices  to  the  dwnge 
in  the  currency.  I  have  admitted^— and 
repeat  —that  it  waa  impossible  for  us  to 
return  from  a  system  of  inconvertible  paptr 
currency  to  a  system  where  gold  or  silver 
was  the  staadiud,  without  a  senae  of  pies> 
sure  and  restraint.  It  eras  hnpasttblet 
after  having  lo  long  indulged  in  atimuiants. 
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Aftt  we  ocmld  return  to  a  eourae  of  tem- 
perance and  sobriety  without  feeling  depres- 
flion.  Bnt  what  lesson  is  it  that  we  are 
taught  hy  the  past  ?  Again  to  depreciate 
the  currency  ?  J^No  f]  "  These  things 
are  written  for  your  learning.*'  The 
sufferings  that  you  now  undergo  are  the 
certain  consequences  of  the  original  depart. 
ure  from  right  principles.  They  cannot 
be  alleviated :  they  will  only  be  aggravated^ 
by  abandoning  those  principles  now.  They 
ought  to  warn  you^  that  having  restored  a 
metallic  standai^^  you  ought  to  adhere  to 
it,  and  not  again  to  enter  upon  a  course, 
the  return  from  which  is  no  doubt  attended 
with  pressure  and  difficulty,  but  with  no 
evil  comparable  to  that  of  the  indefinite 
continuance  tif  an  inconvertible  paper  cur. 
rency* 

No  doubt  there  has  been  a  great  depres- 
sion of  prices ;  but  this,  I  sav,  that  if  any 
man  hopes,  by  any  system  of  currency,  to 
bolster  up  prices  to  those  of  the  war,  he  is 
miserably  mistaken.  Look  at  the  duration 
and  character  of  that  war,  commencing  In 
1793^  and  lasting  till  1819.  During  this 
period  of  twenty-two  years  you  had  an  in- 
convertible paperu^urrency — you  monopo. 
Used  the  whole  supply  of  Europe  with 
manu&ctured  articles — ^you  were  the  only 
country  In  Europe  not  subject  to  hostile 
invasion — and  you  had  the  command  of  the 
seas.  Do  you  think  such  a  state  of  things 
could  cease,  and  perfect  tranquillity  be 
restored  to  the  whole  world — and  that  you 
could  yet  maintain  the  prices  of  the  war  ? 

My  hon.  friend  quotes  Mr.  Thornton  as 
having  admitted  that  prices  had  been  raised 
during  the  war,  forty  or  fifty  per  cent ;  but 
Mr.  Thornton  was  tlran  speaking  of  the 
years  1810  and  1811,  when  the  war  was 
raging,  and  when  all  the  other  causes  of 
high  price  were  in  fiill  vigour.  Now,  in 
1819>  four  years  after  the  peace,  many  of 
these  causes  had  ceased  to  operate ;  prices 
had  already  come  down ;  and  our  bloated 
and  turgid  prosperity  had  collapsed  with  the 
return  to  peace,  and  the  cessation  of  war 
monopoly  and  war  stimulants.  We  hear 
the  distress  since  1819  described  in  terms 
as  if  distress  was  unknown  at  previous 
periods— as  if  there  could  be  no  cause  of 
distress  but  the  resumption  of  cash  pay- 
ments«  In  the  year  1793,  was  there  no 
distress?  Did  not  100  bankers  fail?  Was 
there  none  in  1 797  ?  Was  there  no  distress 
in  1810,  when  you  had  an  inconvertible 
paper.curreney,  and  with  little  prospect  of 
the  return  to  a  metallic  standard  ?  In  that 
year  a  Committee  was  appointed  for  the 
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express  purpose  of  administering  relief  to 
the  commercial  community,  it  was  in 
evidence  before  that  Committee  that  prices 
had  fallen  fifty,  sixty,  and  seventy  per  cent. 
Wherefore  was  this — ^if  the  doctrine  be 
true  that  inconvertible  paper,  or  enlarged 
issues  of  paper,  will  be  a  security  against 
commercial  failure  and  general  pecuniary 
embarrassment  ?  You  had  an  inconvertible 
paper-currency  in  the  years  1816  and  1817 
—-you  had  no  contraction  of  paper  by 
the  Bank  of  England  in  those  years,  as  com. 
pared  with  the  average  of  former  years— 
quite  the  reverse ;  and  yet,  many  country 
bankers  failed,  and  involved  large  masses  of 
the  community  in  misery.  The  proof  is 
quite  conclusive,  that  the  enhancement  of 
the  currency  must  be  dated  from  a  much 
earlier  period  than  from  the  year  1819-  I 
could  prove  this  from  the  distinct  admissions 
of  those  who  now  ask  for  this  Committee, 
which,  if  it  is  to  have  any  practical  result 
at  all,  must  lead  to  a  depreciation  of  the 
currency.  What  will  be  the  effect  of  that 
depreciation  ?  Why,  that  every  man  who 
has  entered  into  contracts  (not  merely 
duritig  the  last  four  or  five,  but,  as  I  shall 
show,  during  the  last  eighteen  years)  will 
have  them  disturbed  in  the  most  unexpected 
and  unjust  manner.  If,  indeed,  you  could 
take  from  the  public  creditor,  who  lent 
money  in  the  depreciated  currency  of  the 
war,  and  who  has  received  payment  in  the 
appreciated  currency  of  the  peace,  the  dif- 
ference between  the  sums  paid  <md  received 
(though  you  would  commit,  in  my  opinion, 
a  most  dishonest  act),  there  would  be,  at 
any  rate,  an  intelligible  pretext  for  the  pro- 
ceeding. But  the  effect  of  depreciating  the 
currency  now,  will  have  no  such  operation, 
but  it  will  disturb  all  unfulfilled  contracts 
which  have  been  made  in  the  improved  cur« 
rency — being  ninety-nine  out  of  every  100 
of  the  total  number.  These  contracts,  as  I 
before  said,  are  not  limited  to  recent  years ; 
do  not  date  merely  from  1823,  when  the 
BUI  of  1819  came  into  full  operation;  but 
extend  over,  at  least,  the  whole  period  that 
has  elapsed  since  the  peace.  To  prove  this, 
I  put  into  the  witness-box  the  hon.  member 
for  Birmingham.  He  will  confirm  my 
statement,  that  the  enhancement  of  the 
currency  began  many  years  before  1819- 
On  the  2nd  of  May,  1817,  he  wrote  a  letter 
to  Mr.  Vansittart,  describing  the  state  of 
the  country  in  respect  to  its  monetary  sys- 
tem in  connexion  with  trade  and  industry. 
This  was  two  years  before  1819i  &nd  six 
years  before  the  Act  which  passed  in  that 
year  came  into  full  operation.  At  that 
S2 
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time  there  was  no  lack  of  paper ;  and  that 
paper  was  inconvertible.  Notes  below  5L 
were  issued  by  all  banks,  without  restric- 
tion. Yet  you  will  see  that  neither 
abundance  of  paper,  nor  inconvertible 
paper,  nor  1/.  and  kl,  notes  were  any  secu- 
rities against  pecuniary  embarrassment  and 
general  distress.  But  the  special  object  for 
which  I  refer  to  this  letter  is,  to  show,  on 
authority  (for  this  purpose  indisputable), 
that  the  alterations  in  the  value  of  money 
had  actually  taken  place  long  before  1819 ; 
and  that  the  contracts,  since  1815,  have 
been  in  an  enhanced  currency.  The  hon. 
Member,  in  this  letter  of  1 8 17>  remarks, 
''  Money  has  doubled  in  value  in  the  last 
five  years."    He  says,  again — 

'  A  scarcity  of  money  has  existed  for  five 
'  years,  which  caused  prices  to  fall.' 
Now,  as  to  distress  :— 

'  There  are  40,000  manufacturers  of  nails 
'  in  this  neighbourhood.  The  articles 
'  which  they  manufacture  are  not  articles 
'  for  the  consumption  of  war,  and  yet  thou- 
/  sands  of  these  men  are  perishing  with 
'  hunger.  Sir,  I  speak  literally,  and  not 
'  figuratively — thousands  of  these  men  are 
'  perishine  with  hunger,  or  are  dying  by 
'  inches  mm  the  effects  of  unwholesome 
'  and  unusual  food.' 
As  to  land  and  the  agricultural  interest: — 

'  The  landlords  have  received  no  rent  for 
'  the  last  four  years.  If  they  have  received 
'  any  income  from  their  land,  it  has  been 
'  drawn  from  the  capital  of  the  farmer,  or 

*  from  the  impoverishment  of  their  land,  or, 
'  at  least,  from  the  amount  of  the  principal 
'  of  their  land,  which  is  fallen  one-half  in 
'  monied  value ;  and,  consequently,  the 
'  landlord  who  converted  his  property  into 

*  money  a  few  years  ago,  has  thereby  posi- 
/  tively  doubled  his  real  capital' 
,  Let  us  now  hear  the  situation  of  the  monied 
man  in  1817: — 

'  Observe  the  situation  of  the  capitalist 
'  for  the  last  three  or  four  years.  It  has 
'  been  quite  impossible  for  him  to  improve 
'  his  circumstances  by  any  kind  of  industry. 
'  The  depression  of  prices  has  mocked  ms 
'  labours  and  mortified  his  hopes.     Let  him 


'  The  products  of  industry   could  no 
longer  have  been  exchanged  for  each  other, 
and  the  natives  of  every  district  and  of 
every   village  would  have  been  left  to 
perish  in  the  midst  of  plenty.     This  has 
been  the  situation  of  England,  in  a  very 
great  measure,  ever  since  the  Bullion  Re» 
port    first    acted    in    breaking    up    the 
established  relations  between  property  and 
money  in  the  year  1810.    The  contractive 
action  then  commenced:  and,  ever  since 
then,  until  the  present  period,  in  a  greater 
or  less  degree,  ihere  has  been  a  greater 
reward  in  indolence  than  in  industry.' 
What  are  the  facts  established  by  these 
extracts,  on  the  authority  of  the  member 
for  Birmingham?     That,  before  the  Act 
of  1819  was  dreamt  of,  the  contraction  in 
the  currency  had  taken  place ;  that  it  com- 
menced five  years  before  he  wrote,  in  181 7 ; 
and  that,  in  1817>  money  was  doubled  in 
value ;  that,  in  his  neighbourhood,  such  was 
the  condition  of  the  working  classes,  that 
thousands  of  one   single  class  —  namely, 
manufacturers  of  nails— -were,  not  figura- 
tively,—oh,  no—''  I  speak  literally,  not 
figuratively"— -perishing  with  hunger,  or 
dying  by  inches,  of  unwholesome  food. 
Bear  in  mind  these  two  things— that  the 
contraction  began  seven  years  before  *'  Peel's 
Bill"  was  introduced,  and  that  money  was 
doubled  in  value ;  and  all  this  bitter  distress 
was  endured,  with  inconvertible  paper,  and 
1/.  and  ^L  notes.     But,  perhaps,  during 
the  period  of  which  the  member  for  Bir- 
mingham was  speaking,  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land had  been  progressively  contracting  its 
circulation.     By  no  means.     The  Bank 
issues  had  increased  regularly  and  rapidly 
from  1806  to  1817-    Their  amount  on  a 
given  day  in  each  year — ^namely,  the  3 1st 
of  March,  was  as  follows :  — In   1806, 
16,853,000;  in  1807, 16,657,000;  in  1808, 
16,645,000;  in  1809, 17,840,000;  in  1810, 
20,442,000 ;  in  181 1, 23,333,000 ;  in  1812, 
23,332,000;  in  1813, 24,000,000;  m  1814, 
25,157,000;  in  1815, 27,298,000;  in  1816, 
26,573,000 ;  in  1817, 27,138,000. 

At  particular  periods  oif  these  years,  there 
may  have  been  fluctuations  in  the  amount 


'  quite  certain  that  the  product  of  his  in- 
'  dustry  has  not  repaid  him  the  money 
'  which  it  cost  him.  If  an  invading  army 
'  could  have  succeeded  in  breaking  up  the 
'  whole  of  the  high  roads  throughout  the 
'  kingdom,  the  consequences  would  have 
'  been  exactly  similar  to  those  which  we 
'  have  already  experienced,  until  such  roads 
'  were  restored. 


have  produced  whatever  he  will,  it  is^^  bank-notes;  and  there  were,  in  I8I6 


and  I8I7,  rapid  contractions  of  the  cur- 
rency. You  refer  to  these  contractions  and 
their  consequences  as  confirmations  of  your 
theory — that  distress  is  the  consequence  of 
restricted  currency.  We  do  not  deny,  that 
distress  will  follow  sudden  contractions  of 
the  currency ;  but  we  assert  that  such  con- 
tractions are  the  inevitable  consequences, 
the  necessary  and  painful  correctively  of 
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excesnve  issnes.  We  admit  that^  hy  de- 
preciatiiig  the  currency^  you  may  be  able 
to  obtain  higher  prices  for  a  time— -to  com- 
mand a  delusive  and  temporary  prosperity 
•— butve  say^  that  the  foundations,  both 
of  your  currency  and  yoiur  prosperity,  are 
sure  to  fall  you ;  and  that,  in  proportion 
to  the  artifioal  elevation,  will  be  the  se- 
verity of  the  fall.  You  attribute  the  dis- 
tress of  1810,  and  1816,  and  1825,  merely 
to  the  contraction  of  paper,  and  consider 
that  distress  a  proof  that  increased  issues 
would  be  the  remedy.  We  assert,  and  in 
my  opinion  with  much  more  truth,  that 
the  excesave  issues  are  themselves  the  pri. 
mary  cause  of  the  evil;  and,  while  they 
seem  the  symptoms  of  prosperity,  are  but 
generating  the  causes  of  certain  and  tre. 
mendous  explosion.  What  was  the  remedy 
proposed  by  the  member  for  Birmingham 
in  1817?  What  was  his  device  for  enlar- 
ging the  circulation — and,  of  course^  ensur- 
ing the  re.jestablishment  of  prosperity  ? 
He  writes  thus — 

'  The  most  ready  and  fadlitous  way  of 
'  effecting  this  object,  in  a  country  like 
*  England,  seems  to  be  in  converting  a  part 
'  of  the  permanent  and  tixed  national  debt 
'  into  a  circulating  or  iloating  debt ;  by 
'  creatine  a  quantity  of  circulating  Exche. 
'  quer  bills  of  various  sises,  bearing  no 
'  interest,  and  with  them  buying  up  an 
'  equal  quantity  of  the  national  debt.  If 
'  10,000,000/.  of  additional  money  are  cre- 
'  ated  in  this  way,  there  is  no  additional 
'  debt  contracted,  nor  is  there  any  addi- 
'  tional  depreciation  of  money  occasioned, 
'  provided  the  issue  is  not  carried  further 
'  than  will  suffice  to  employ  the  whole 
'  labourers  of  the  kingdom,  at  the  usual 
'  wages  to  which  they  have  been  accus- 
'  tomed.' 

What  an  admirable  system  of  currency  ! 
that  rests  for  its  security  upon  debt,  and 
has  for  its  standard  of  value  'the  accus- 
tomed wages  of  all  classes  of  labourers 
throughout  the  whole  United  Kingdom.' 

I  shall  now  address  myself  to  the  imme- 
diate question  of  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee— the  nature  of  its  in- 
quiries— and  their  probable  result.  ,  The 
Resolution  moved  by  the  member  for 
Whitehaven  assumes  the  fact  of  universal 
distress  ;  and  proposes  an  inquiry  into  the 
connexion  of  that  distress  with  the  present 
monetary  system.  If  this  Committee  shall 
be  unfortunately  appointed,  and  I  should 
be  a  Member  of  it,  I  shall — (and  if  I  am 
not,  I  hope  that  some  one,  who  is  a  Mem- 
|)er  of  it^  will)-i-«ddxe8s  the  Committee  to 


this  effect— ''  We  admit  a  great  fall  of 
prices  since  the  wai^— we  admit  that  the 
profits  of  capital  are  low; — but  nothing 
will  be  so  absurd  as  to  assume,  without  the 
most  extensive  inquiry,  that  the  change  in 
the  currency  has  been  the  sole  or  the  main 
cause  of  that  depression  of  price  and  reduc- 
tion of  profits.     There  are  many  causes  to 
be  investigated  that  lie  very  deep,  and  the 
effect  of  which  is  not  easily  ascertained ; 
you  cannot  make  a  Report  until  you  have 
surveyed  the  conditio^  of  the  country  for 
the  last  thirty-nine  years — until  you  have 
inquired  into  the   peculiar  character  and 
effect  of  that  war  which  frequently  gave 
you  almost  a  monopoly  of  the  markets  of 
the  world — into  the  efiect  of  the  stimulus 
of  war  prices,  and  a  large  Government  ex- 
penditure-—and  into  the  consequences  of 
the  cessation  of  that  stimulus.     If  you  are 
about  to  take  an  enlarged  and  philosophical 
view  of  the  subject,  you  must  ascertain 
what  has  been  the  effect  of  eighteen  years 
of  uninterrupted    peace  in   reducing  the 
prices  of  manufactured  articles  throughout 
the  civilized  world ;  in  converting  those 
nations  which  were  your  customers  m  time 
of  war,  into  rivals  and  competitors  in  time 
of  peace !"    Why,  Sir,  does  England  hope 
that  she  can  retain  for  ever  that  monopoly 
of  supply  which  she  enjoyed  during  war, 
when  she  had  destroyed  every  hostile  fleet 
— when  the  commercial  marine  of  every 
other  country  was  at  her  mercy — when 
every  nation  of  Europe,  except  herself, — 
when  Spain,  and  Portugal,  and  Germany, 
and  Italy,  and  Prussia,  and  Belgium,  and 
Holland,  had  been  exposed  to,  and  were 
constancy   menaced   by,  hostile   invasion 
from  the  arms  of  France  ?     In  all  these 
countries  industry  has  revived.     They  are 
now  at  liberty  to  turn  their  attention  and 
apply  their  capital  to  the  supply  of  many 
of  their  wants  by  means  of  their  own  peace- 
ful labour.     Does  England  hope  to  main- 
tain war  prices  despite  of  such  competition  ? 
Look  at  the  state  of  manufacturing  industry 
in  America  and  in  the  countries  which  I 
have  mentioned,  and  then  consider  what 
influence  these  causes  must  have  bad  in 
reducing  the  prices  of  your  manufactured 
articles.    Take,  again,  the  influence  of  other 
causes,  which  must,  and  which  ought  to, 
reduce  prices  here : — ^the  diminished  hazard, 
both  of  import  and  export — the  reduction 
of  the  rates  of  marine  insurance — but,  above 
all,  the  diminished  cost  of  the  raw  materials, 
which  are  the  staple  of  your  manufactures. 
You  buy  everything  at  a  less  price,  and 
you  must  sell  at  a  leas  price.    Is  it  meant 
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that  you  should  pay  a  mueh  lower  price 
for  the  raw  materud,  and  charge  the  old 
price  for  the  manufactured  article  P  Then 
you  must  inquire  what  has  heen  the  effect 
upon  prices,  of  improvements  in  machinery  ; 
—what  the  effect  of  the  application  of  steam, 
in  diminishing  hoth  the  cost  of  production 
and  the  cost  of  carriage.  Can  any  one 
doubt  that  the  influence  of  all  these  several 
causes  upon  prices  and  upon  profits,  must 
be  ascertained  before  you  can  determine  the 
degree  to  which  they  have  been  affected 
by  the  resumption  c^  payments  in  cash? 
Again,  with  respect  to  land, — I  admit  that 
land  has  fallen ;  but,  does  any  landlord  hope 
to  maintain,  since  the  war,  the  war  prices? 
During  the  war,  an  undue  stimulus  and 
excitement  were  given  to  agricultural  specu- 
lation ;  land  was  then  brought  into  cultiva- 
tion which  would  not  adequately  repay  the 
cost  of  cultivation  after  peace  had  been 
established.  No  man  regrets  more  deeply 
than  myself  the  consequences  to  individuals, 
of  tlirowing  that  land  out  of  cultivation ; 
but  the  depreciation  of  the  standard  will 
afford  no  remedy.  Here,  again,  many  other 
causes — ^besides  the  increased  value  of  money 
— are  in  operation.  What  has  been  the 
effect  of  Insh  importations  upon  English 
prices,  and  on  the  profits  of  English  agri- 
culture ? — of  a  perfectly  free  trade  in  com 
with  Ireland  ?  Whatever  it  has  been,  it  is 
not  owing  to  the  Bill  of  1819;  it  would 
have  existed  separately  from  that  BilL  The 
moment  you  opened  the  English  markets 
to  Irish  produce,  from  that, moment  the 
prices  of  English  produce  must  have  fallen. 
Again,  the  operation  of  the  Poor-laws,  and 
of  their  defective  administration,  must  be 
inquired  into ;  and,  I  repeat,  you  will  not 
be  worthy  of  the  name  of  legislators  and 
statesmen,  if,  having  undertsJcen  this  in- 
quiry, you  do  not  attempt,  at  least,  to 
assign  to  each  of  the  several  causes  which 
I  have  mentioned,  its  effect  in  producing 
the  fall  of  prices,  and  the  distress  of  any 
particular  branch  of  industry. 

It  is  scarcely  worth  referring  to  the  mere 
declamation  by  which  the  Act  of  1819  has 
been  assailed.  It  is  not  only  described  as 
the  source  of  every  domestic  calamity,  but 
it  is  made  chargeable  with  the  misfortunes 
of  other  nations.  Nay,  so  extensive  has 
been  its  operation,  that  one  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  discovered  that  the  Revolution  of 
France,  in  1830,  was  not  owing  to  the 
Ordonnances  of  July, — ^but  that  to  the  Act 
of  1819  we  are  to  attribute  the  downfal 
of  the  dynasty  of  the  Bourbons ;  and  that 
Louis  Philippe  now  sita  on  a  tottering 


throne,  because  he  cannot  oommand  U^ 
prices  for  the  productions  of  Fiance.  The 
hon.  member  for  Whitehaven  wisely  ooo- 
siders  it  much  better,  as  a  general  rule^  lo 
deal  in  vague  declamation,  and  to  turn 
eloquent  periods  upon  ''  devouring  poverty 
and  appalling  distress,"  than  to  venture  on 
any  specific  facts.  Facts  and  fiffuxea  aie 
dangerous  things  to  meddle  wiu,  tmlns 
they  can  be  reUed  on ;  but  they  are  rerr 
important  on  questions  of  this  nature. 
Prophecies  of  evil  are  easily  uttered— and 
can  only  be  met  by  connter^prophecica 
as  worthless  as  themselves.  But  the  hon. 
Member  did  make  an  occasional  exoeptioa 
from  the  general  rule  of  his  speech,  and 
i^ipealed  to  facts.  He  said,  "  I  take  Ireland 
as  my  example;  I  will  prove  every  thing 
by  figures ;  and  whatever  I  say  of  Ireland 
will  be  true,  as  ^plied  to  England."  The 
hon.  Gentleman  first  assumes  that  Irkh 
disturbances  were  unknown  before  the  year 
I8I9.  His  position  is  this.  All  Irish  di»- 
turbance  grows  out  of  controveniea  and 
quarrels  about  land ;  and  the  depienion  of 
the  price  of  agricultural  produce,  in  eon- 
sequence  of  a  restricted  currency,  ia  tiie 
main  cause  hoth  of  the  distress  and  tbe 
insurrectionary  violence  in  Ireland.  Now 
I  meet  this  assertion  by  these  facia.  In 
1807^  during  the  war,  when  prices  woe 
high,  and  when  currency  was  unrestricted, 
such  was  the  dispoation  to  disUirbaooe  in 
Ireland,  that  the  Insurrection  Act  was  in- 
troduced, and  remained  in  force  for  several 
successive  years.  It  was  allowed  to  expixe; 
but  was  introduced  again  in  1814  j  and 
again  remained  in  force  for  a  considerable 
period.    I  will  not  go  to  earlier  perioda. 

I  turn  now  to  the  piotare  given  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  of  the  state  of  Ireland,  in 
respect  to  agricultural  produce.  I  lock 
down  his  words;  they  were  to  this  eflleet  :-^ 

*  The  cattle  have  vanished  from  tbc 
'  fields — the  plough  is  no  longer  at  wntk-^ 
'  no  manure  is  purchased*— land  is  going 
'  out  of  cultivation— agricultural  produce 
'  is  declining  in  quantity— and  tnere  is 
'  universal  dktress  throughout  the  oounfxy.' 
Observe,  we  are  not  now  discussing  whether 
the  profits  of  agricultural  produce  aro  m^ 
propriated  exacUy  as  we  should  wish.  Some 
IriiUi  Member  probably  will  say,  "  The  poor 
of  Ireland  derive  no  benefit  inm  the  in- 
creased produce,  the  profits  are  all  tahen 
away  by  absentees."  But  that  is  not  the 
question.  We  ate  not  inquiring  to  wheat 
Uiese  profits  ought  to  go— we  are  not  deter- 
mining whether  the  relation  of  landlord 
and  tenant  be  is  a  healthful  and 
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stete— but  whether  agricultnre  he  dedining 
in  Irehuid^  beeauiie  capital  cannot  he  pro- 
perly applied  to  the  cultivation  of  the  soil. 

Now^  I  have  here  an  account  of  the 
annual  average  quantities  of  certain  articles 
of  i^cultural  produce  exported  to  Great 
Britain  in  triennial  periods,  ending,  .re« 
spectively,  5th  January,  1810, 18S0,  1826, 
and  1880  :«— 

In  ^e  period  ending  1810,  there  were 
exported,  on  an  average, 

Ox^ti.  Sbp«p.  8fHne. 

1M76  10,903  9380 

In  that  ending  1826,  the  numhers  were, 

Oxrn.  Sheep.  Swine. 

57,395  62,819  73,913 

Wbeat  (On.)    Oato lb  Oatmeal  (Qra.) 
la  1810.  «    61,(W7  673,89£ 

1896     .  875,781 
1830  «  .  535|619  .  1,697>509 

Now,  I  ask  with  coniidenoe^  after  this 
atatenent  of  faotSi  what  faeeoBies  of  the 
Msertion,  that^  in  Ireland,  cattle  have 
vanished  from  the  iieldB— -that  the  plough 
is  tdle-^that  the  land  is  left  without  manure 
^^and  that  production  is  rapidly  on  the  de- 
cline f  The  hon.  Gensleman  then  re&rred 
to  the  progress  of  erinie  in  England ;  and 
here*  again  he  can  find  no  other  cause  for 
the  increase  of  orime,  hut  the  Bill  of  1819> 
and  the  contnwted  ounency.  I  pass  by, 
of  course,  the  eloquent  declamation  on  the 
evil  of  increasmg  crime.  I  find  it  utterly 
impossible  to  dniy,  that  where  criminals 
increase,  morality  is  probably  on  the  de- 
cline ;  or  to  contest  the  fact,  that  hardened 
criminals  are  dangerous  members  of  society, 
whose  numhoa  ought,  if  possiblei  to  be 
reduced.  We  are  all  agreed  upon  these 
truths ;  but  Uie  point  at  issue  is  this  s*— Has 
the  incfaase  of  crime  varied  inversely  with 
the  increase  of  paper ;  and  can  you  fairly 
charge,  on  the  restoration  of  the  standard, 
the  additional  number  of  criminal  com- 
mittals ?  Herci  again,  I  refer  to  the  only 
authentic  data—- the  official  returns.  They 
prove  that,  during  the  war,  and  since  the 
war,  there  has  been  an  inctease  of  crime ; 
hut  they  wamot  a  presumption  that  there 
must  hsKve  been  other  causes  of  that  increase 
in  operation,  beatdea  oontxactions  in  the 
eurrenqy.  The  committals  (m  crime  in 
England  and  Wales  wera  as  follow,  m  the 
several  years  I  riuU  menti(m:-^In  181 1^ 
5)887$  inl8IS,  7,l64;  in  1815,  7^818; 
in  1816,  9>191 ;  in  1818, 18,567 ;  in  1820, 
1S,7M);  in  18£1,  18,115;  in  1822,  12,241; 
in  1828, 12,268;  in  1825,  14,487. 

NoW|  of  these  years,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
kM  moBtfamid  two  in  spUmftd  oootmit  to 


all  others — ^years  when  paper  was  abundant 
*— when  there  was  a  full  demand  for  labour 
•—when  prices  and  profits  were  high.  The 
ycstrs  were  1818  and  1825.  Now,  surely, 
according  to  the  theory  of  the  hon.  Gent!e^ 
man,  cnme  ought  to  have  diminished  in 
those  years.  But  what  was  the  fact  ?  Why, 
that,  in  1818,  the  criminal  committals  were 
more  numerous  than  in  any  preceding  year, 
with  one  exception ;  and  that,  in  the  year 
1825,  they  were  more  numerous  than  in 
any  preceding  year,  without  a  single  ex- 
ception. Now,  I  have  no  theoljr  on  this 
subject.  I  do  not  maintain  that  crime  in<* 
creased  because  paper  issues  increased ;  but 
I  doubt  the  soundness  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's theory — at  least,  I  altogether  deny 
his  facts,  that  crime  decreased  as  paper  issues 
were  extended.  I  am  well  aware  of  the 
rejoinder  to  these  statements.  **  We  have 
no  confidence  in  official  documents:  they 
may  be  fabricated,  and,  at  any  rate,  they 
are  utterly  unworthy  of  credit,  if  they  be 
referred  to,  to  disprove  the  distress  which 
we  know  to  exist."  But,  surely,  our  in- 
quiry turns  not  upon  cases  of  local  distress  ; 
but  upon  the  general  condition  of  the  coun- 
try ;  and  how  can  he  form  any  judgment 
of  that  condition,  except  by  a  reference  to 
official  returns,  to  the  general  aggregate  of 
the  varied  transactions  of  the  whole  coun- 
txy  ?  It  was  just  in  this  spirit  that  the 
member  for  one  of  the  Ridings  of  Yorkshire 
made  an  attempt  to  answer  the  able  and 
unanswerable  speech  of  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  justly  ob- 
served, that  in  order  to  ascertain  whether 
the  \reople  be  really  suffering  under  distress 
of  a  character  such  as  that  which  has  been 
represented,  you  must  not  take  particular 
instances  of  individual  or  local  distress, 
and  thence  infer  their  general  existence ; 
but  you  must  look  at  official  documents  to 
ascertain  the  increased  or  decreased  amount 
of  comfort  at  diflerent  periods,  as  exhibited 
in  the  consumption  of  articles  of  general 
use.  Now,  what  were  the  individutu  cases 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  member 
for  the  North  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  offered, 
to  refute  the  reasoning  of  the  Vice-Presid- 
ent of  the  Board  of  Trade  ?  He  selected 
three  places  in  order  to  prove,  from  the 
distress  there  prevailing,  the  general  su&r- 
ing  of  the  country;  and  the  three  fair 
criteria  which  he  assumed  were  Oldham 
and  the  districts  near  it,  Macclesfield  and 
Whitby.  Admirable  selections  for  the 
purpose  I    The  first  is  a  district  in  which 

tbm  ire  prohaUy  sMte  haiid4oom  weavers 


i// 


*li 


I  *    I 


il  . 

I 
i 


'     i 


»      t    t  * 


a..  : 


i\ 


)» 


»   «      »  • «        • 


» •  •    (• 


.1*  ..    I 


»  *«»*••» 


< 


■aip 


\  ' 


529 


Adj<ntmed 


{April23} 


Dthate. 


^30 


S 
\ 


whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  the 
truth,  and  the  whole  truth,  with  respect  to 
the  oQndition  of  Oldham  ? 

I  have  before  me  the  account  of  the  Poor 
Law  Commifisioneis,  and  it  is  certainly 
much  at  variance  with  that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  have  seen,  too,  a  letter, 
which  appeared  in  the  public  papers,  written 
from  Oldham— the  letter,  apparently,  of  a 
writer  whose  information  is  extensive  and 
authentic — ^giving  an  account  of  the  de- 
mand for  labour^  generally,  and  its  remu- 
neration in  that  parish.  '  The  writer  signs 
himself  *'  An  Elector  of  Oldham,"  and 
writes  thus  :— 

'  Perhaps  no  town  in  Britain  has  in- 
creased in  a  greater  ratio  than  Oldham ; 
none  where  fortunes  have  been  accumu- 
lated with  greater  rapidity ;  nor  is  there 
any  town  where,  taken  collectively,  the 
working  classes  are  more  comfortable  in 
their  circumstances,  or  obtain  a  better  re. 
muneration  for  their  labour.  Distress, 
from  particular  circumstances,  does  exist 
in  Oldham,  and  one  main  cause  of  it  is  the 
great  influx  of  labourers  and  artisans  from 
neighbourhoodsnotenjoyingthesame  pros- 
perity and  advantages  that  Oldham  pos- 
sesses. Another  cause,  and  that  a  princi- 
pal one,  is  the  circumstance  of  the  power- 
loom  supplanting  the  hand-loom,  or,  in 
other  words,  the  hand-loom  weaver  is  con- 
tending with  the  power-loom  in  producing 
an  article  at  as  cheap  a  rate.  The  weavers 
are,  however,  finding,  by  sad  experience, 
that  this  is  the  case,  and,  as  fast  as  circum. 
tances  will  allow, arequitting  their  original 
trade  and  adopting  others.  This  class  of 
men  (taking  them  as  a  body,  a  very  exem- 
plary and  worthy  one)  are  many  of  them  in 
a  very  destitute  situation ;  few  of  them  can 
earn  more  than  from  5«.  to  7'*  per  week. 
Science  may  sometimes,  as  it  does  in  this 
instance,  destroy  capital  and  abridge  la- 
bour, but  it  is  to  reproduce  it,  not  only 
with  an  immense  increase,  but  with  a 
great  additional  advantage  and  comfort  to 
society  at  large.  The  regular  wages  paid 
here  to  those  whose  occupation  is  gener- 
ally considered  as  receiving  the  mimmum 
of  remuneration— the  labourers — ^is  2^.  Gd. 
to  Ss.  per  day.  Bricksetters*  labourers  are 
paid  £«.  8flf.  per  day,  with  an  allowance  of 
three  pints  of  beer  per  day.  Bricksetters 
Ss.  to  St,  6d,,  with  the  same  allowance  of 
beer ;  and  if  either  labourers  or '  setters 
work  what  axe  termed  *'  over-hours,"  that 
is  before  seven  o'dodc  in  the  morning,  or 
after  six  in  Uie  evening,  such  time  is  always 
paid  for  in  the  same  pioj^ortion;  so  that  a 


labourer  may  obtain  S«.  4d,  per  day,  and 
setters  3s,  Qd,  to  4«.  4{fZ.  Joiners,  ma- 
sons, carpenters,  slaters,  and  other  arti- 
sans,  generally  are  paid  not  less  than 
bricksetters  with  the  same  allowance  of 
beer.  That  these  prices  are  ]paid  through- 
out the  borou£^,  I  could  bnng  hundreds 
of  witnesses  to  prove.  Hats  were  for- 
merly the  staple  trade  of  Oldham,  but  of 
late  years  have  been  greatly  superseded  m 
extent  by  that  gigantic  branch  of  com- 
merce— die  cotton  trade.  The  hatters,  as 
a  body,  are  fairly  paid,  some  branches  of 
the  trade  extravagantly,  and  all  tolerably 
well  employed.  In  the  cotton-mills,  the 
men's  wages  are  from  1 5f .  to  30^. ;  wo- 
men and  children's  from  2^.  Sd,  to  Bs,  or 
lOs.  Although  the  population  of  the 
township  of  Oldham  has  increased  from 
16,690  in  the  year  1811,  to32,381  in  the 
year  1831,  still  the  amount  of  Poor-rates 
levied  is  no  more  in  the  pound  than  it  was 
at  the  former-periSST;  and  in  the  years 
I8I6  and  1817>  they  were  nearly  double 
the  present  amount.  In  the  year  ending 
March,  1832,  there  was  levied  in  Eng- 
land, for  Poor-rates,  8,255,315/.  12«.,out 
of  which  there  was  expended  for  the  ie« 
lief  of  the  poor,  6,731,131/.  \0s,;  con- 
sequently the  amount  of  relief,  taking 
the  population  at  13,086,675,  would  be 
lOs.  S^d.  per  head,  averaging  the  whole 
of  England .  The  amount  paid  the  poor  in 
Oldham  in  tbelastyear,was3,313/.  13s,7d,, 
or  averaging  2^.  0|c/.  pef  head;  thus 
showing,  tlmt  if  the  amount  expended 
in  relieving  the  poor  is  any  criterion  of 
the  situation  of  the  working  dasses.  Old* 
ham  stands  but  at  one-finh  proportion 
when  put  in  comparison  with,  the  rest  of 
England.  Since  the  time  of  the  panic, 
in  the  years  1825  and  1826>  a  period  in 
which  many  towns  have  been  retrograd- 
ing, there  has  been  expended  in  public 
improvements  (and  we  have  no  oorponH 
tion,  or  anything  like  it,  to  promote  such 
expenses),  upwards  of  100,000/.' 
Thisstatement  is  exactly  confirmed  by  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners.  They  say, 
that  Oldham  has,  at  a  former  period,  suf- 
fered, from  causes  which  they  mention, 
considerable  distress;  but  that,  with  the 
exception  of  the  hand-loom  weavers,  it  is 
in  an  improving  and  prosperous  condition* 
The  failure  of  a  bank  in  the  neighbourhood, 
after  the  panic  of  1825,  was  one  of  the 
main  causes  of  the  distress  in  Oldham ; 
and  it  is  because  the  permission  again  to 
issue  IL  and  2/.  notes  would  lead  to  the 
same  citcusutanoes  wbidi  prodooed  thai 
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Comtnittee  to  adjust  the  detafls  tvf  lonie 
plan,  ma  the  priticiide  of  whidi  those  who 
support  the  Committee  are  aeveedi  but 
a  Cominittee  without  a  plan,  ana  Che  mem. 
ben  of  which  entertain  prineiples  the  moat 
eonfiicting*  Let  us  funrey  the  eoune  df 
this  debate,  and  see  whether,  ammig  the 
advocates  of  inquiry  (I  say^  nothing  m  the 
opposers,  of  whom,  I  suppose)*  some  putllou 
will  be  on  the  Committee)  there  is  that 
uniformity  of  general  views-^that  we  msy 
erpect  from  their  labours  any  early  rcme^ 
for  our  distress.  The  hon.  Oentlanatt  who 
spoke  iffst,  the  author  of  the  motion,  was 
wise  enough  to  produce  no  plao-^-^o  avoid 
the  suggestion  of  any  npod&o  remedy.  He 
complmned,  mdeed,  that  the  monetary  wjBm 
tern  was  manifestly  defective;  for  the  po» 
pulation  had  tnoreased»-4he  produce  had 
increased^^but  we  had  tied  down  th^ 
standard,  and  prevented  its  increase.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  might  just  as  wdil  oon^ 
plain  that  '^  roads  have  tncreaasd-^new 
countries  have  been  disoovered^^^but,  alas ! 
the  yard,  and  the  mile  remain  of  the  saane 
length  as  before."  We  hear  of  an  "  an- 
tiquated standard ;"  as  if  the  standard  had 
got  decrepid  through  age.  You  might  as 
well  say  that  the  jsound  weight,  or  the 
quart  measure  was  too  antiquated  for  pre- 
sent use.  A  definite  weight  of  metal  is 
as  much  a  standard,  a  measure  of  valuer 
as  eith^  the  one  or  the  other.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  mean  the  standard, 
but  the  amount  of  currency,  he  is  totally  in 
error  in  supposing  that  the  currency  cannot 
vary  in  amount«-*-oannot  aceommodate  itself 
to  the  growing  wantsof  the  people-^because 
the  standard  is  invariable.  Every  im- 
provement in  the  economical  use  of  money 
is  a  variation  in  the  amount  of  the  cur- 
rency; and  the  hon.  Gentleman's  ob)eo- 
tion,  if  it  be  worth  anything,  b  fatal  to 
any  standard  at  alL  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  contented  himself  with  tiie 
attempt  to  show  that  the  present  systeni 
is  chargeable  with  every  imaginable  evil ; 
but,  as  I  before  said,  he  wiMy  ehetaitied 
from  the  sumstion  of  anjr  remedy. 

He  was  Ifollewed  by  the  meoaber  far 
Oldham  (Mr.  Cobbett),  who  was  ready  to 
agree  witli^him  in  his  vote,  but  total^  ^- 
jured  his  principles.  I  most  aay^  taat  I 
never  was  more  disappointed^  than  by  the 
speech  of  the  memher  far  Oldhttm*  He 
began  by  claiming  peculiar  indulgence  far 
himself,  on  aocouxtt  of  his  profound  study 
of  the  whole  subject^  and  becaose  no  man 
ever  made  a  q^eech  upon  it,  contaiaiitt 
right  ^paasigkB,  yrhifik  was  aofe  bonowfa 


failure,  that  I  now  pause  before  I  consent 
to  a  proposal  for  their  reissue. 

Sir,  I  have  made  it  an  object  of  care  to 
inquire  what  is  the  condition  of  artisans  in 
the  midland  districts  |  and  I  have  here  an 
account  of  the  rate  of  wages  paid,  at  pre- 
sentt  in  several  towns  in  Litchfield,  Coven- 
try, Birmingham,  and  other  places,  to  the 
following  descriptionB  of  workmen:  car- 
penters, masons,  bricklayers,  plumbers, 
plasterers,  and  painters.  I  take  Birming- 
ham ;  in  that  town  they  are  as  foUows  :— 

d. 
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0 

ao 
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The  rate  of  wages  in  other  towns 
varies  but  little  from  the  above.  Some 
small  reduction  must  be  made  from  this 
amount  of  wages  in  the  case  of  carpenters, 
masons,  and  bricklayers,  on  account  of  the 
expense  of  tools  which  they  have  to  pro- 
vide ;  but  the  rate  of  wages  appears  ample 
to  ensure,  with  present  prices,  a  decent  and 
comfortable  maintenance  for  the  workman 
and  his  family.  What  is  the  object  of  this 
Motion— *the  object  distinctly,  and  in  terms 
avowed  by  the  member  for  the  North 
Riding  of  Yorkshire  (Mr.  Cayley)?  To 
raise  prices ;— no  doubt  that  is  the  inten. 
tion,  and  will  be  the  effect  of  it.  How  can 
any  one  doubt  that  the  workman  who  now 
earns  wages  of  from  Ss.  6d,  to  4^«  a^y, 
has  a  much  greater  command  over  the 
necessaries  and  comforts  of  life  than  he 
would  have,  were  you  to  increase  the  cur- 
rency, and  raise  the  prices  of  provisions 
and  all  other  articles  ?  I  belieye  it  to  be  a 
fact  established  by  official  papers,  and  re- 
turns of  the  quantities  of  articles  of  general 
use  consumed,  that  the  condition  of  the 
labouring  clanes  is  greatly  improved  since 
the  period  when  we  had  an  inconvertible, 
unrestricted  paper  currency.  If  you  com- 
pare the  consumption  of  hops,  of  malt,  of 
tea  and  caSee,  at  different  periods,  you  will 
find  that  the  industrious  classes  have  now  a 
much  greater  command  of  those  necessaries 
oi  life  than  they  had  before.  If  the  fact  be 
so,  I  call  on  you,  as  you  value  the  true  in^ 
torests  of  the  people,  to  pause  before  you 
lend  your  sanction  to  any  scheme,  the 
avpwed  purpose  of  which  is  to  increase  the 
price  of  the  necessaries  of  life. 

If  this  Committee  be  appointed,  when 
will  its  labours  teminate?    It  is  not  a 
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from  him.  ''  Tfao  noUe  Lard,"  he  mju, 
*^  made  a  good  speech ;  but,  theii>  it  was 
all  copied  mm  me."  I  think  I  may  assure 
the  hxm.  Member,  that  he  need  not  enter- 
tain any  fears  of  plagiarism  in  respect  to 
the  i^ieecheB  which  he  delivers  in  this 
House.  I  have  heard  nothing  from  him, 
on  any  occasion,  for  which  lie  may  not 
reckon  on  a  copyright,  which  will  never  be 
infringed.  So  little  did  his  observations 
refer  to  the  question  before  us,  that  while 
he  was  engaged  in  their  delivery,  an  in- 
genuous young  Member,  who  entered  the 
House  at  the  time,  inquired  from  me 
*^  whether  the  currency  question  was  over?" 
I  said  "  No  $  this  is  the  currency  question." 
He  relied,  "  I  thought,  from  his  speech, 
that  it  was  the  Navy  Estimates."  All  that 
the  hon.  Member  could  produce  on  this 
question  of  the  currency  was,  the  notes 
oi  an  old  speech  he  had  intended  to 
make  on  the  Navy  Estimates.  The  hon. 
Member  wants  no  depreciation  of  the 
standard,«^he  will  have  no  issue  of  paper 
--<''  rotten  paper  "-—I  fear  he  said  in  the 
hearing  of  the  hon.  member  for  Birming- 
ham.) "  Oh,  no,  give  me,"  he  says,  "  the 
King's  coin,  with  the  King's  imaee  upon 
it."  There  is  something  so  amiable  in  his 
loyalty,  that  one  would  forgive  his  errors, 
even  if  he  be  wrong.  Still  he  consents  to 
go  into  the  Committee,  the  object  of  which 
is  to  depreciate  the  standard,  and  all  the 
remedy  he  proposes  for  all  our  distresses, 
and  dl  our  evils,  is  to  cut  down  every 
estimate,  and  every  expense,  to  the  level  of 
179s.  "  And  3ret,"  says  the  hon.  Member, 
"  Engbnd  ou^t  to  assume  a  high  tone,  and 
till  poor  Pitt  was  corrupted  by  the  Whigs,  she 
did  assume  a  high  tone ;  Spain  and  France 
were  not  allowed  to  have  navies  and  they 
oudit  not  to  be  allowed  to  have  navies." 
*— 'But  how  we  are  to  maintain  this  high 
tone,  and  control  the  naval  force  of  Europe, 
with  the  Estimates  of  1792,  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  clearly  show.  I  should 
like  to  ask  him  how  would  he  deal  with 
the  possessions  that  have  been  acquired 
since  1792,«-*with  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
and  Malta,  and  the  Mauritius  ?  The  hon. 
Gent^man  sa3r8,  that  we  had  a  most  suo> 
cessful  war ;  Uiat  we  annihilated  the  naval 
force  of  all  our  enemies  :*-and  yet  he  is 
surprised  that  we  have  more  admirals  at 
the  end  of  that  war,  than  we  had  at  its 
oomrnencement !  This  Gentleman  was  the 
second  speaker  in  favour  of  the  Motion ; 
the  third  was  the  member  for  Knaresbo- 
rough,  who  says,   that  the  plaii  of  the 

bon«  member  for  Oldhaio  (of  coame  one 


of  his  edleagues  in  the  Committee^  is  a 
plan  of  confiscation,  rapine,  and  blood. 
His  remedy  was  the  total  abolition  of 
coin,  and  the  payment  of  bank*notes  in 
bars  of  gold.  The  fourth  speaker  was  the 
hon.  member  for  Wolverhsmipton*  He 
says,  maintain  the  standard,  but  throw 
every  burthen  on  the  land ;  the  land  had, 
he  observed,  escaped  every  charge,  and  it 
was  but  right  that  it  should  be  made  re. 
sponsible,  now,  for  the  national  debt. 
Then  came  the  hon.  member  for  the  North 
Riding  of  Yorkshire.  His  remedy,  we 
know,  is  a  rise  of  prices. 

The  hon.  Genueman,  the  member  for 
Birmingham,  has  not  yet  spoken ;  I  know 
not  whether  he  still  adheres  to  the  plan 
which  he  recommended  in  1817^  for  an 
unlimited  depreciation  of  the  standard,  and 
whether  he  still  maintains  the  proposition 
which  he  then  maintained,  that  you  always 
ought  to  take  the  market-price  of  bullion 
as  the  criterion  of  value,  and  that  you 
might  goon  issuing  bank-notes,  and  raising 
that  market-price,  even  until  you  made  the 
guinea  pav  for  lOOL  or  £00/.,  without 
causing  injury  to  any  one— except,  possibly, 
the  public  annuitant,  who  should  take  care 
of  himself,  or  of  whom  the  Government 
mi^t  take  care.  [[Mr.  AUtvood:  Pro. 
vided  you  raised  prices  to  the  war  level 
only.3  I  believe  there  was  no  such  quaH. 
fication;  but  if  there  was,  it  makes  no 
difierence.  Now,  perhaps,  it  might  be 
right  to  add  to  the  Committee  some  op. 
ponents  of  these  six  or  seven  Gentlemen ; 
but  send  even  them,  alone,  into  a  Com- 
mittee, with  the  opinions  they  entertain,  to 
consider  this  question,'— •to  examine  all  the 
other  questions  which  I  have  mentioned,—- 
and  I  should  like  to  ask  what  probability 
there  would  be  of  any  practical  remedy  ? 
You  find  a  patient  labouring  under  every 
disease;  and  for  his  cure,  you  send  for 
physicians,  entertaining  totally  opposite 
opinions  on  his  case.  Sangrado  is  sum* 
mcmed  from  Oldham,  and  Chuchillo  from 
Birmingham.  But  what  will  be  the  con- 
dition of  the  patient  meanwhile  f  Why,  he 
will  be  utterly  neglected,  while  the  enn^rcd 
doctors  are  debating  about  their  principles, 
and  cufiing  each  other. 

Will  the  country  believe  that  the  real 
object  of  the  Committee  is  any  other  than 
a  depreciation  of  the  standard  ?  What  will 
be  die  consequence  on  commercial  trans, 
actions  ?  Will  any  man  sell  an  estate  ?  If 
there  be  a  prospect  that,  in  two  months,  the 
sovereign  will  pass  for  25^.,  will  not  every 

man  get  the  soveieiga  m  won  ai  be  can? 
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If  you  gend  it  forth  to  the  world  that  you 
will  have  a  vague  inquiry^  which  will  pro. 
bably  end  in  depredation^  the  consequence^ 
the  inevitable  consequence^  will  be  ruin  to 
every  debtor  —to  the  class  you  intend  to 
bend&t.  All  debts  that  can  be  exacted 
without  delay,  will  be, — and  justly ;  for 
the  debt,  if  contracted  within  the  last 
eighteen  years,  was  contracted  in  the 
improved  currency.  Every  man  who  en. 
forces  the  payment  of  such  debts  due  to 
him,  will  have  not  only  law,  but  equity 
and  honesty  on  his  side.  What  wiu  be 
the  condition  of  the  banks  which  have 
undertaken  to  discharge  their  promissory 
notes  in  gold,  and  to  receive  deposits  of 
gold  from  their  customers  ?  Will  not  the 
depositors  demand  their  deposits,  and  the 
holders  of  notes  press  for  payment,  with- 
out delay?  Again,  will  any  man  ad- 
vance  20,000/.  in  sovereigns  on  a 
mortgage,  when  he  is  certain  of  being 
repaid  in  a  depreciated  currency?  The 
question  at  issue  is  not  depreciation  or 
no  depreciation.  The  Vice-President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  in  so  describing 
it,  has  stated  it  too  unfavourably  for  his 
own  argument ;  the  question  is,  whether 
depreciation  shall  be  ultimately  effected 
after  a  tedious  protracted  inquiry  ?  That 
is  quite  a  different  question  from  sudden 
depreciation.  Such  depreciation  is  bad 
enough,  but,  as  the  result  of  a  lingering  in- 
quiry, it  would  be  the  greatest  curse  that  was 
ever  inflicted.  What  is  the  country  suffering 
under  ?  I  believe  it  to  be  suffering  partly 
from  the  agitation  connected  with  the 
political  excitement  of  recent  times,  partly 
from  a  state  of  doubt  and  suspense  as  to 
the  final  settlement  of  great  questions 
affecting  our  commercial  policy.  The  Bank 
Charter  is  still  under  consideration,  the 
East  and  West  India  questions  are  not  yet 
arranged ;  if  to  these  causes  of  restless- 
ness you  are  going  to  superadd  doubts  as  to 
the  standard — ^if  this  be  your  remedy  for 
calming  the  excitement  that  prevails,  and 
mitigating  the  doubt  and  suspense  that 
hang  upon  other  unsettled  questions— for 
God's  sake  close  your  doors,  and  depart  to 
your  homes;  for  your  sittings  here  will 

'  throw  chaos  into  worse  conAision. 

Sir,  I  shall  now  conclude.  The  subject 
is  far  from  exhausted— but  there  are  limits 
to  the  patience  of  the  House.  Before  I 
sit  down,  let  me  make  an  earnest  appeal 
to  those  whom  I  address,  to  weigh  well  the 

'  consequences  of  the  vote  they  may  give. 
If  they  foresee,  that  injustice  will  be  done 
by  the  uusetttemeDt  pf  the  contracts  of 


twenty  years — that  confusion  will  arise — 
that  commercial  dealings  will  be  paralyzed 
by  doubts  as  to  the  future  value  of  the 
currency ; — above  all,  if  they  see  cause  to 
apprehend  that  the  wages  of  labour  will 
not  rise  in  any  corresponding  ratio  with 
the  rise  of  prices,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
condition  of  the  labourer  will  be  depressed 
—let  them  reject  the  plausible  appeal, 
"  that  distress  ought  to  be  inquired  into," 
and  refuse  to  do  a  great  public  wrong, 
though  it  be  covered  with  a  specious  veiL 
I  say,  respectfully,  but  firmly,  that  this  is 
the  manly  course— this,  the  true  fulfibnent 
of  a  high  and  sacred  trust.  Doubtless, 
much  consideration  is  due  to  the  feelings 
and  wishes  of  your  constituents.  To  them 
you  owe — as  was  truly  said  by  that  illus- 
trious man,  who,  in  comprehensive  and 
philosophical  views  of  all  public  afi&irs,  and 
of  the  great  principles  of  social  govern- 
ment,, surpassed  all  the  statesmen  who 
preceded  him,  or  who  have  followed — as 
much  as  some  of  them  may  have  exceeded 
him,*  in  the  practical  application  of  official 
knowledge  and  experience—'^  to  them  you 
owe,"  says  Mr.  Burke,  "  the  sacrifice  of 
your  time,  and  your  pleasures,  and  your 
repose.  But  to  them  you  do  not  owe  the 
sacrifice,  in  the  weightiest  matters,  of  your 
matureand  conscientious  judgment." ''  That 
judgment  is  not  their  property,*  and  you 
abandon  the  first  of  duties,  if,  in  deference 
to  the  wishes,  you  consent  to  sacrifice  the 
interests,  of  your  constituents." 

For  what  is  it.  Sir,  that  we  are  sent 
here  ?  For  what  is  it  that  we  are  placed 
on  the  mountain  top,  but  that  we  may  em- 
brace a  wider  horizon  within  our  view,  and 
penetrate  further  than  those  upon  the  plain, 
through  the  mists  and  darkness  which  hang 
upon  the  future.  Perform  your  duty- 
show  that  you  are  not  engaged  in  a  mere 
"  scuffling  local  agency,** — that  you  are  fit 
to  be  intrusted  with  the  destinies  of  an 
empire ;  and  you  will  find  your  reward — 
my  belief  is,  in  the  applause  of  your  con- 
stituents—but, unquestionably,  in  the  ap- 
probation of  your  own  c<msciences.  If 
you  suffer,  you  will  suffer  in  a  noble  cause, 
and  you  will  be  repaid  with  ample  interest 
of  honour  and  reputation,  for  any  tempos 
rary  loss  of  popular  favour.  Read  the 
controversy  between  Mr.  Burke  and  his 
constituents  in  17B0,  and  judge  of  your 
reward  by  your  own  admiration  of  the  re- 
jected candidate.  They  told  liim,  '*  that 
his  impolitic  stubbornness  would  cost  him 
his  seat"     If  you  hear  the  same  language, 

be  prepared  with  hk  digaified  KSjfij-^ 
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'  I  wished  to  be  a  Member  at  Parlia- 

*  meat,  to  have  my  share  of  doine  good 
'  aod  resbting  evil.' '  I  deceive  myself  most 
'  grossly,  if  I  would  not  much  rather  pass 
'  the  remainder  of  my  life  hidden  in  the 
'  recesses  of  the  deepest  obscurity,  feeding 
'  my  mind  even  with  the  visions  and  imagi- 

*  nations  of  such  things  than  to  be  placed  on 
'  the  most  splendid  throne  of  the  universe, 
'  tantalised  with  a  denial  of  the  practice  of 

*  all  which  can  make  the  greatest  situation 
^  any  other  than  the  greatest  curse.' 

He  stood  before  his  constituents  accused 
of  no  venality— of  no  neglect  of  duty— of  no 
sacrifice  of  their  interests  to  his  ambition, 
or  to  their  own  hasty  and  inconsiderate 
views.  The  accusation  against  him  was, 
that  he  had  preferred  to  their  wishes  the 
dictates  of  hu  own  humane,  deliberate, 
enlightened  judgment,  and  the  true  in. 
terests  of  die  constituents  themselves. 
Follow  his  esiample,  and  you  may  truly  say 
with  him,  if  you  are  obnoxious  to  a  similar 
charge-— 

*  In  every  accident  which  may  happen 

*  through  life— in  pain,  in  sorrow,  in  de- 
'  pression  and  distress— »I  will  call  to  mind 

*  this  accusation,  and  be  comforted.' 

But  my  conviction  is,  that  a  different  fate 
is  reserved  for  you — ^that  juster  views  are 
now  taken  of  the  duties  which  you  are 
call^  upon  to  fulfil,  and  that  the  true  way 
to  secure  the  applause  and  lasting  confi. 
dence  of  your  constituents,  is  to  claim,  for 
yourselves  and  for  them,  the  right  to  abide, 
in  high  matters  like  this,  by  the  dictates  of 
your  own  deliberate  conviction. 

Colonel  Torrens  moved  an  adjournment 
of  the  Debate. 

Lord  AUhorp  put  it  to  the  Members, 
whether,  after  so  many  hon.  Members  had 
spoken,  it  was  desirable  further  to  adjourn 
the  debate? 

Colonel  Torrens  perusting  in  his  Motion, 
the  Hi^uae  divided  on  the  question  of 
adjournment.  Ayes  98;  Noes  318— Ma- 
jority 220.    . 

It  was,  however,  ultimately  agreed  that 
the  debate  should  be  adjourned. 

Debate  adjourned  accordingly. 
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HOUSE     OF   LORDS, 
Wednesday,  AprU  24,  1833. 

MmuTBi.]  PetitJoM  pKMntod.  By  Lord  SnvrrsLD,  flnom 
flfty^me  Plaeait  by  the  Duke  of  Rotlahd,  the  Birl  of 
SvArRMUKT,  and  the  Meiqnen  of  Bath,  ftom  a  Num- 
ber of  Placce,  agilnit  Slavery.— By  the  Duke  of  Rirr- 
LAiro,  fVom  Sheeptheed,  for  a  Faetoriei'  R^gulatkni  Bfll. 
—By  the  Earl  of  SBAPraaaimv,  Loid8o9rrau»,  and  the 
Bkhop  of  LowsoN,  ftom  leireial  Plaeei<-'4br  the  Better 
Otaterrance  of  the  Sabbath ;  and  by  Loid  SvrwiMhD,  ftom 
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HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  April  24,  1833. 

M1N11TI8.I  Papers  ordeied.  On  the  MotioD  of  Ifr.  Joim 
RoanLLY,  an  Account  of  the  A^iouxnmenti  of  BankntptaT 
Examinations*  tine  die,  since  flie  11th  January,  183S,  by 
the  London  Comniadonen  of  BankmplB. — On  the  Mo- 
tion of  Mr.  FiNW,  the  Amount  of  Salarias  and  Retired 
AUowances  of  the  Judges  of  Ireland,  in  the  year  1792,  and 
subsequent 'increase. — On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Harvby, 
an  Account  of  the  Number  of  Referenoea  brought  into  the 
OfflooB  of  the  respective  Masters  in  Chancery,  under 
Orders  and  Decrees  of  the  Court,  (torn  1st  March,  1828,  to 
the  latest  period.—  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Aaron  Chap- 
JIAH,  an  Account  of  the  Number  of  American  Shipa,  and 
their  Ragistered  Tonnage  entered  inwaids  at  Liverpool 
firom  New  York,  Arora  1st  January,  183S,  to  1st  January, 
1833;  and  of  British  Ships  for  the  same  period;  of  the 
Importatfonof  Cotton  into  Oe  Port  of  Liverpool  ftom 
the  United  States,  both  in  Foreign  and  BritUi  Shipa,  tat 
the  same  period ;  and  of  the  Exportation  of  Salt  ftom 
Liverpool  to  Prussian  Ports  in  British  and  Foreign  Ships, 
hi  the  nme  space  of  time. — Oh  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Rovcn, 
•  List  of  aU  Bills  of  Indictment  Ibr  Fdony  apUnst  Middla- 
sex  Prisoners  delivered  over  by  the  Justices  of  the  Peace 
for  that  County,  to  the  Justices  of  Giol  Ddivery  of 
Neiq^ate/  since  the  litof  January,  183tt  andof  ttMsewlio 
were  not  deSvered  over  to  the  Justices  of  Gaol  ddivcry  of 
Newgate. 

BilL  Read  a  second  time  s—Llghtbig  and  Witching  iAsaUes* 
RcmovaL 

Petitions  presented.  By  Sir  Wiluam  Folksi,  from  Laun- 
ditch  (Norfblk),  iat  a  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Malt  and 
Hops.— By  Lord  Ennroroir,  Sir  Wiluam  Founa, 
and  Mcnri,  Ropbb,  KsMTaa  Ttntb,  Hooon*  and 
RoBiNBoir,  ftom  Tonlngtoo,  and  •  great  many  oUier 
Placea,  against  Slaveiy.— By  Lord  EaniiioToir,  from 
Ashbuiton,  fbr  t  Commutation  of  Tithesf  and  ftom  the 
North  Devon  Agricultnral  Asioeiation,  for  rmderii^  the 
Imperial  Measure  compulsory.— By  Mr.  Hoooia,  from 
StspMiunt,  Ibr  a  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath. 

Window  Tax.]  Mr.  Robinson  pre- 
sented a  Petition  from  the  Churchwardens, 
Overseers,  and  Vestry  of  the  parish  of 
St.  Paul,  Covent  Garden,  praying  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Window  Tax.  The  Petition 
was  signed  by  400  inhabitants  of  the 
parish,  who  from  the  nature  of  their  inform- 
ation, were  able  expressly  to  say,  that 
the  householders  generally  would  no 
longer  pay  this  most  oppressive  and  unjust 
tax*  The  opinion  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  metropolis,  and  of  those  residing  in  all 
the  principal  towns  of  the  country,  was 
unanimous  as  to  the  necessity  of  having 
this  tax  repealed.  If  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Althorp)  was  unable  to  give  up  the 
whole  of  the  Window-tax,  without  laying 
on  some  other  impost  to  make  up  the 
deficiency,  it  would  be  better  if  the  noUe 
Lord  would  give  up  the  Window-tax,  and 
lay  on  an  adequate  increase  of  the  House 
duty,  taking  care  that  it  should  beequitably 
arranged,  so  that  there  might  no  longer 
be  a  contrast  kept  up  between  the  rating 
of  the  houses  of  the  rich  and  of  the  poor. 
He  hoped  to  see  so  disgraceful  a  tax  as 
that   on   windows    expunged  from   the 
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Statute-books  of  the  land ;  and  he  thought 
the  best  plan  that  could  be  pursued  by  the 
House  would  be  to  repeal  the  tax  alto- 
gether, and  then  to  support  Ministers  in 
laying  on  an  additional  tax  to  the  same 
amount,  if  that  were  necessary,  and  the 
tax  could  not  be  dispensed  with.  But  it 
was  Ministers  who  should  be  expected  to 
say  how  the  amount  should  be  levied — 
to  bring  forward  some  plan  of  their  own — 
and  not  to  make  a  stand  against  those  who 
called  for  the  reduction  of  any  particular 
tar,  by  asking  how  the  deficiency  in  the 
revenue  should  be  made  up.  He  should 
not  do  his  duty  to  those  who  had  compli* 
mented  him  by  putting  the  petition  into 
his  hand,  nor  to  his  constituents  in  the 
city  of  Worcester,  if  he  did  not  call  upon 
the  House  to  enforce  the  repeal  of  the 
Window-tax.  He  declared  that  it  was 
his  intention  to  support  the  Motion  for  the 
repeal  whenever  it  was  brought  on, 

Mr.  CobbM  contended  that  the  noble 
Lord  might  have  got  more  means  to  enable 
bim  to  reduce  the  taxes  to  a  greater  extent 
than  be  had  proposed  to  do.  Why  had 
he  not  struck  off  a  number  of  unmerited 
pensions  ?  There  was  a  number  of  women 
who  took  more  of  the  public  money  than 
was  necessary  to  support  25,500  sailors 
and  marines,  with  their  officers.  If  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  would  pledge 
himself  to  reduce  that  expenditure,  he 
(Mr.  Cobbett)  would  lend  him  his  strenu- 
ous support. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  was  perfectly  true, 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham, 
that  a  very  large  sum  of  money  was  paid 
to  females  by  way  of  pensions,  and  the 
late  Parliament  had  been  exceedingly 
blameable  in  extending  charity  to  noble 
Lords  and  Ladies,  instead  of  having  some 
charitable  consideration  for  the  distresses 
of  the  labouring  and  industrious  classes. 
When  he  saw  the  Returns  of  the  number 
of  poor  persons  who  had  been  distrained 
upon  for  small  amounts  of  taxes,  and 
whose  goods  had  been  sold,  he  was  con-* 
vinced  it  was  exceedingly  unbecoming  to 
allow  a  single  pension  of  50/.  to  be  ffi^on 
to  the  class  of  persons  he  had  described. 
The  noble  Lord  had  proposed  an  efficient 
relief,  but  if  be  wished  to  do  any  good  he 
must  act  on  a  large  scale.  If  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  the  means  immediately 
within  his  reach,  he  must  consider  whether 
there  were  not  other  species  of  property 
untaxed  i  for  instance,  real  property  that 
descended  from  father  to  son  should  be 


'placed  in  the  same  scale  of  taxatioii  as 
other  property.  He  was  sorr^  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Colchester  (Mr.  Harfey) 
had  not  pressed  his  Motion  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  nature  of  the  services  for  which 
pensions  were  supposed  to  have  been 
granted,  but  he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  be  induced  to  renew  It  on  sooie 
early  day. 

Mr.  Aarvey  was  sorry  that  any  notkni 
was  entertained  that  he  had  atmndone^ 
his  Motion  on  the  subject  of  the  Pension 
Lists.  He  had,  in  fact,  only  postponed  it 
till  the  22nd  of  May.  The  object  of  that 
Motion  was,  not  to  deprive  any  of  the 
pensioners  of  the  payments  they  had 
received,  or  were  entitled  to  receive,  but 
to  relieve  them  from  the  odium  so*  gene- 
rally understood  to  attach  to  them,  as  if 
there  were  any  women  in  England,  Scot- 
land, or  Ireland,  who  received  pensions 
for  which  they  had  not  given* to  the  coun* 
try  a  full  and  adequate  consideration. 
For  this  purpose  he  should  move  for  a 
Return  of  all  pensioners^  and  the  consi- 
deration  they  had  given  for  their  pensions. 
There  was  one  suggestion  which  ne  would 
in  the  mean  time  throw  out — that  when 
it  was  intended  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  on  any  point,  it  would  be  well  to 
have  an  intimation  to  that  effect  stfited 
in  the  votes  of  the  House.  In  that  case 
hon.  Members  would  take  care  to  be  pre« 
sent  on  particular  occasions,  or  at  least 
they  would  have  no  excuse  for  their 
absence.  Before  he  sat  down,  he  begged 
to  repeat  that  on  the  22nd  of  May  he  would 
bring  forward  his  Motion,  and  make  aa 
appeal  to  the  gallantry  of  hon.  Members, 
when  the  ladies  of  England  now  on  the 
Pension*list8  would  have  an  opportunity 
of  vindicating  themselves  from  the  un- 
generous supposition  that  any  of  them  was 
receiving  one  sixpence  for  which  an  equi. 
valent  had  not  been  given. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

State  of  thh  Countby — Moivetart 
System. — Adjovrvxd  Dhbate.]  Co- 
lonel Torrens  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  resuming  the  debate.  The  hon. and  gal- 
lant Officer  then  proceeded  to  say,  though 
he  believed  it  would  be  expedient  to  ap- 
point a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  state  of  our  monetary  system,  yet  he 
was  not  one  of  those  who  sought  to  lower  or 
degrade  the  ancient  standard  of  value, 
upon  the  faith  of  which  the  engagements 
I  of  the  country  have  been  contract^.     He 
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(Col<HloI  Torrens).  could  not  support  a  pro* 
potiiioB  for  lowering  or  degrading  the 
ancient  standard,  on  the  ground  bo  well 
atated  by  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade — that  lowering  the  value  of  the 
currency  reduced  the  real  wages  of  the 
working  classes.  This  opinion  he  bad 
always  held,  and  had  repeatedly  expressed. 
With  the  permission  of  the  House,  he 
would  read  a  very  short  passage  on  this 
subject  from  a  pamphlet  he  had  published 
in  1818,  for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out 
the  evils  too  fatally  realized,  of  the  mode  in 
which  it  was  proposed  to  return  to  cash- 
payments.    '  The  first,  and  certainly  the 

*  most  injurious  consequence  of  a  fall  in 

*  the  value  of  the  circulating  medium  is,  the 
^  reduction  which  it  effects  in  the  real  wages 
'  of  labour.    A  fall  in  the  value  of  money 

*  is  the  same  thing  as  a  rise  in  the  price 

*  of  all  the  necessaries  of  life ;  and  expe- 

*  rieace  proves  to  us,  that  the  rate  of  wages 

*  is  somewhat  tardy  in  proportioning  itself 

*  to  the  price  of  the  necessaries  of  life. 

*  In  almost  all  trades  the  sum  which  is 

*  paid  for  labour  is  regulated  by  a  contract, 

*  tacit  or  implied,  between  the  masters  and 
^  the  workmen ;  and  notwithstanding  the 
'  fluctuations  ia  the  value  of  money,  and 
'  the  price  of  necessaries,  this  sum  paid 

*  for  labour  varies  but  Httle  for  considerable 

*  periods.    While  the  Restriction  Act  re* 

*  mains  in  force,  and  particularly  if  the 

*  Bank  continue  to  make  undue  advances 

*  in  favour  of  Government,  the  currency 

*  may  occasionally  fall  below  its  customary 

*  level,  and  thereby  render  wages  inade- 
^  quate  to  the  support  of  the  labourer's 
'  family,  increase  the  number  of  paupers, 
'  and  render  the  pressure  upon  the  par- 
'  ishes  more  heavy/  To  these  principles 
propounded  in  1819,  be  (Colonel  Torrens) 
still  adhered,  and  he  could  not  consistently 

frive  his  support  to  any  proposition,  having 
or  its  object  to  lower  and  degrade  the  cur- 
rentstandard  of  the  curreocv.  With  him  the 
question  was,  whether,  without  degrading 
the  standard,  our  monetary  system  could 
be  improved?  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  who  concluded  the 
debate  last  night,  and  who  spoke  as  he 
always  speaks,  with  so  much  power  and 
effect,  bad  challenged  us  to  disprove  that 
the  Act  of  1819  was  not  founded  upon 
just  principles,  and  he  (Colonel  Torrens) 
would  accept  the  challenge;  he  was  pre- 
pared to  show  that  the  Act  of  1819,  for 
restoring  the  ancient  metallic  standard  of 
value,  was,  perhaps,  the  most  extraordi- 


nary instance  of  rash,  precipitate,  and 
mischievous  legislation,  which  the  history 
of  Parliament  contained.  General  prin* 
ciples  were  applied  without  regard  to  the 
particular  circumstances  which  modified 
and  controlled  their  operation.  And  not 
only  so,  the  general  principles  intended  to 
be  brought  into  practical  operation  were 
misunderstood  and  departed  from.  The 
avowed  intention  was  to  restore  the  ancient 
standard  of  value ;  but  instead  of  doing 
this,  the  Legislature  imposed  a  new  and 
a  higher  standard.  Before  the  suspension 
of  cash  payments  in  1797,  the  standard  of 
the  currency  was  coin,  which  could  be 
legally  melted  or  exported.  By  the  Act 
of  1819,  for  resuming  cash  payments,  this 
ancient  standard  was  abandoned— the  cur* 
rency  was  made  convertible  into  coin  which 
could  not  be  legally  melted  and  exported. 
This  departure  from  the  ancient  standard 
was  a  fraud  upon  the  public  to  a  certain 
extent  whenever  the  foreign  exchanges 
happened  to  be  unfavourable,  of  at  least 
three  per  cent  upon  all  money  engage* 
ments.  For  though  the  Jaw  prohibtting 
the  melting  and  exporting  of  the  coin  of 
the  realm  was  evaded  }  yet  the  evasion  of 
the  law  was  attended  with  inconvenienea 
and  risk ;  and  when  the  exchanges  became 
unfavourable,  the  value  of  bullion  which 
could  be  sworn  off  for  exportation  was 
three  per  cent  higher  than  that  of  the 
bullion  which  could  ,  not  be  sworn  off. 
Thus  a  new  and  a  higher  standard  was 
inflicted  on  the  country,  and  an  injurious 
facility  was  given  for  contracting  the  cur* 
rency  and  reducing  prices.  But  this  was 
not  all-^by  the  ancient  laws  of  our  coin- 
age, both  gold  and  silver  were  legal  tenders 
to  any  amount ;  and  previous  to  the  sus- 
pension of  cash  payments,  all  debts  and 
engagements  were  incurred  upon  the 
broad  understanding  that  the  debtor  bad 
the  option  of  paying  either  in  gold  or 
silver;  and,  in  point  of  fact,  payments 
were  sometimes  made  in  one  metal,  and 
sometimes  in  the  other,  as  their  relative 
value  happened  to  vary.  The  practice  of 
making  both  metals  a  legal  tender  was 
long  prevalent  in  England.  From  1257 
till  «1 664,  the  current  value  of  the  gold 
coin,  in  relation  to  the  silver  coin,  was 
regulated  by  Proclamation,  and  payments 
to  any  amount  might  be  made  in  either. 
From  1664  down  to  1717  the  relative  of 
gold  to  silver  was  not  fixed  by  authority ; 
and,  practically,  silver  waa  the  only  legal 
tender.    An  alteration  in  the  regulauon  of 
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the  Mint  occurred  io  1717,  when  a  guinea 
was  made  equivalent  to  21s.  in  silver.  But 
the  market  value  of  the  silver  contained  in 
21 8,  was  greater  than  the  value  of  a  guinea ; 
the  public  had  an  interest  in  paying  in 
gold,  and  hence  gold,  instead  of  silver, 
was  employed,  by  common  consent,  as  the 
legal  tender.  In  1774  it  wfts  enacted, 
that  silver  coin,  when  paid  by  tale,  should 
not  be  legal  tender  for  sums  above  25/. ; 
but  the  option  was  still  left  to  the  public 
to  discharge  engagements  of  any  amount 
in  silver  coin,  according  to  its  value  by 
weight,  after  the  rate  of  5s.  2d.  per  ounce. 
From  1774,  down  to  the  Act  for  the 
resumption  of  cash-payments,  in  1819,  the 
public  had  the  legal  right  to  discharge 
all  engagements  in  silver,  at  the  rate  of 
5s»  2d.  per  ounce.  When  cash  payments 
were  required,  then  came  into  operation 
the  Act  of  1816,  by  which  gold  was 
declared  to  be  the  only  legal  tender  for 
sums  above  40s.,  and  by  which  the  public 
were  deprived  of  the  option  always  before 
enjoyed,  of  paying  in  silver  at  the  rate  of 
58. 2d,  per  ounce.  Thus  it  appeared,  on  the 
fullest  evidence,  that  by  the  Act  ofl  8 1 9,Par-* 
liament  in  its  wisdom,  or  rather  in  its  ignor- 
ance, did  not  re-establish  the  ancient  stand- 
ard of  value,  but,  on  the  contrary,  estab- 
lished a  different  standard,  depriving  the 
public  of  the  option  of  making  payments 
m  whatever  metal  might  be  relatively  the 
cheapest  Practically  there  could  be  only 
one  standard,  and  what  the  Legislature 
should  have  done  in  order  to  prevent  the 
metal  which  might  be  sold  too  low  in  rela- 
tion to  the  other,  from  being  driven  out, 
was,  to  let  it  circulate  at  an  agio  accord* 
ing  to  its  market,  and  not  according  to  its 
Mint  price.  But  the  whole  course  of  the 
Government  and  of  the  Parliament  of  that 
day,  in  relation  to  the  currency,  was  one 
continuous  blunder.  In  departing  from 
the  ancient  standard*  they  selected  for 
their  altered  standard  that  metal  which 
experience  had  shown  to  be  most  liable  to 
fluctuations  in  value.  When  the  balance 
of  foreign  payments  was  unfavourable,  the 
increase  in  the  value  of  gold  was  always 
greater  than  the  increase  in  the  value  of 
silver.  In  proportion  as  it  contained  greater 
value  in  less  bulk,  gold  would  always,  in  the 
6rst  instance,  be  preferred  to  silver  for  the 
purpose  of  being  exported  to  balance  an 
unfavourable  foreign  account;  and  the 
value  of  gold  in  the  home- market,  in  rela- 
tion to  silver,  roust  rise  to  the  full  amount 
of  the  difference  of  carriage  before  silver 


began  to  be  sent  abroad.  Agwo,  tli« 
quantity  of  silver  was  so  large,  and  the  ptt>- 
portion  employed  in  the  arts  was  so  codsi- 
derable»  that  several  millions  might  be  ab- 
stracted from  the  general  market  without 
materially  affecting  its  value.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  quantity  of  gold  was  com- 
paratively so  small,  and  of  this  small 
quantity  so  large  a  proportion  was  used  for 
currency,  that  the  abstraction  from  the 
channels  of  circulation  of  quantity  which 
would  have  scarcely  a  perceptible  efiect 
on  the  value  of  silver,  might  have  a  consi- 
derable effect  upon  the  value  of  gold,  h 
was  clear,  then,  from  general  priDciples, 
that  whenever  an  unfavourable  balaoce  of 
foreign  payments  occurred,  the  value  of 
gold  rose  in  a  higher  proportion  than  the 
value  of  silver,  and  that,  of  the  two  oieuis, 
silver  was  the  most  eligible  standard.  But 
this  was  not  all.  The  Legislature  of  1819 
not  only  misunderstood  the  nature  of  the 
standaxxl  which  they  intended  to  restore, 
but  they  neglected  all  the  circumstances^ 
by  which  the  metals  composing  that  stand- 
ard, in  the  interval  between  the  sospeosioo 
and  the  resumption  of  cash  payments,  bad 
been  themselves  enhanced  in  mue.  Msaj 
causes  had  concurred  to  increase  the.  value 
of  gold.  By  the  return  to  cash  payments 
a  new  demand  for  gold,  to  the  amount 
of  from  25,000,000/.  to  dO,000»000/., 
was  created,  while  the. contemporaneous 
changes  from  paper  to  metallic  currency, 
which  were  effected  in  Russia,  Austria, 
Denmark,  and  the  United  States,  occa- 
sioned a  still  further  demand  for  the  pre- 
cious metals  to  the  amount  of  at  least 
25,000,000/.  The  whole  of  the  increased 
demand  for  the  precious  metals  could  not 
have  been  less  than  50,000,000/.  sterling. 
But  all  the  gold  supposed  to  exist  in  the 
commercial  world  could  scarcely  have  been 
more  than  500,000,000/.,  while  the  annual 
supply,  before  it  was  reduced  by  the 
troubles  in  South  America,  was  stated  by 
Humboldt  to  be  1 ,600,000/.  Now,  if  there 
had  been  no .  dimination  in  the  annual 
supply  of  the  precious  metals,  the  increased 
demand  for  them  to  be  used  as  coin  would 
have  materially  enhanced  their  value.  But 
while  the  demand  increased,  the  supply 
diminished.  The  civil  wars  ia  South 
America  suspended  the  working  of  the 
mines,  and,  instead  of  receiving  supplies 
of  the  precious  metals  from  South  Americs, 
we  actually  exported  specie  thither.  Fmin 
these  co-operating  causes,  the  value  of 
gold  throughout  thecoinmercial  world  had 
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advaacedy  or,  in  other  words,  the  price  of 
commodities  had  fallen.  His  hon.  friend 
the  member  for  the  city  of  London  had 
shown  that  a  great  proportion  of  the  fall 
in  the  price  of  commodities  had  been 
occasioned  by  the  increased  facility  of 
production^  and  the  larger  quantities  in 
which  commodities  were  brought  to 
market*  But  those  facts  did  not  disprove 
the  rise  in  the  valve  of  currency.  On  the 
contrary,  they  showed  another  cause  of  that 
^se.  Value  was  relative,  and  a  rise  in  the 
value  of  gold,  as  compared  with  other 
articles,  might  be  occasioned  either  by  in- 
creasing the  cost  of  obtaining  the  metals, 
or  by  diminishing  the  cost  of  obtaining 
other  articles.  The  facts  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  established  this— -that 
the  value  of  the  precious  metals  had  been 
enhanced  by  a  two-fold  cause.  In  point 
of  fact,  the  price  of  commodities  measured 
the  vidue  of  money;  and  the  fall  in 
general  prices  showed  the  rise  in  the  value 
of  the  currency.  Prices  had  fallen  one- 
half,  and  therefore  the  value  of  our 
metallic  standard  had  been  doubled. 
Now»  the  Act  of  1819,  which  the  righthon. 
Baronet  asserted  to  have  been  passed  with 
so  much  deliberation  and  precaution,  and 
with  so  careful  a  regard  to  justice  and  to 
sound  principles,  was  passed  in  utter  igno- 
rance of  all  the  principles  which  regulate 
valuet  and  of  all  the  circumstances  wl^ich 
limit  the  application  of  general  principles. 
The  abolition  of  one-pound  notes  wa$  an- 
other evil  inflicted  on  the  country  by  the 
ignorance  of  Parliament.  The  right[  hon. 
Baronet  pronounced  *an  eloquent  speech 
against  small  notes.  Every  objection 
which  he  urged  against  them  was  equally 
applicable  to  five  and  ten-pound  notes. 
The  evils  were  not  confined  to  small  notes. 
They  were  inherent  in  the  system.  Ex- 
tensive and  calamitous  experience  bad  now 
established  the  fact,  that  a  currency,  con- 
sisting of  the  precious  metals,  and  of 
paper  convertible  into  these  metals  on  de- 
mand, was  liable  to  sudden  and  very  con- 
siderable fluctuation,  between  the  extremes 
of  excess  and  of  deficiency.  Though  no 
excess  should  ever  be  created,  yet  defi- 
ciency would  occasionally  occur.  Re- 
dundant currency  and  the  general  rise  in 
prices,  checking  exportation,  and  encour- 
aging importation,  were  not  the  only— 
perhaps  not  the  principal — causes  of  an 
unfavourable  balance  of  foreign  payment. 
Foreign  expenditure — foreign  loans—- defi- 
cient  harvests— excessive  and   mistaken 
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speculations — might  severally  or  conjointly 
create  an  amount  of  foreign  debt  beyond 
what  the  ordinary  amount  of  foreign 
credits  could  liquidate,  and  thus  cause  the 
demand  for  foreign  bills  to  exceed  the 
supply.  In  this  state  of  things  foreign 
bills  would  bear  a  premium,  and  the 
bullion-merchant  would  obtain  a  profit  by 
consigning  the  precious  metaJs  to  his  cor- 
respondents abroad — drawing  for  the 
amount,  and  disposing  of  his  bills  in  the 
market.  The  banks  of  circulation  would, 
as  before,  have  their  notes  returned  in 
exchange  for  gold ;  and  to  avert  a  dan- 
gerous run  upon  their  cofiers,  would  be 
compelled  to  contract  their  issues  until  the 
value  of  the  currency  was  so  increased 
that  the  exportation  of  the  coin  no  longer 
yielded  a  profit.  When  paper,  issued  in 
excess,  or  an  unfavourable  balance,  arising 
from  other  causes,  had  occasioned  a  run 
upon  the  banks  of  circulation,  it  became 
the  interest  of  those  establishments  to  con- 
tract their  issues,  not  merely  in  the  degree 
necessary  to  stop  the  run  and  restore  the 
currency  to  its  standard  value,  but  in  that 
greater  degree  which  might  be  requisite  in 
order  to  raise  the  currency  above  its 
standard  value,  and  to  enable  the  di- 
rectors, upon  favourable  terms,  to  replenish 
the  exhausted  coffers  of  the  banks.  When 
a  run  had  taken  place  upon  the  banks 
which  issue  paper,  the  directors  of  these 
establishments  could  not  asccrtain,with  any 
precision,  the  degree  in  which  their  issues 
ought  to  be  contracted,  in  order  to  effect 
the  two-fold  object  of  arresting  the  drain 
upon  their  treasure,  and  of  replenishing 
their  coffers  upon  favourable  terms.  The 
necessity  of  contraction  they  would  see ; 
but,  possessing  no  indications  of  the  pre- 
cise point  at  which  it  might  safely  and 
advantageously  stop,  they  would  often 
carry  it  considerably  beyond  what  the 
actual  circumstances  of  the  case  required. 
Hence,  after  every  recurrence  of  excess  or 
of  an  unfavourable  foreign  balance,  a 
mixed  currency,  composed  of  coin  and  of 
paper,  convertible  upon  demand,  would 
suffer  a  much  more  considerable  contrac- 
tion, and  acquire  a  higher  value,  than  a 
currency  purely  metallic.  The'  fluctua- 
tions in  the  value  of  such  mixed  currency, 
when  occasioned  by  an  unfavourable 
foreign  balance,  always  became  more  con- 
siderable as  the  proportion  which  the 
paper  bore  to  the  coin  was  increased. 
Again,  a  mixed  currency,  composed  of 
coin  and  of  paper^  convertible  into  coin 
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on  demand,  was  constantly  exposed  to  still 
more  sudden  and  violent  diminutions  in 
amount,  in  consequence  of  the  stoppage 
of  the  banks  by  which  the  paper  was  cir- 
culated. The  crisis  of  1797,  and  the 
panic  of  1825-6,  were  far  from  being  ex- 
treme or  aggravated  instances  of  the  evils 
inherent  in  this  vicious  monetary  system. 
It  was  On  all  hands  acknowledged,  that  if 
during  the  panic  of  1825  we  had  been 
threatened  with  danger  from  abroad,  dr 
▼isited  with  a  scarcity  of  corn  at  home, 
the  crash  would  hav-e  been  beyond  all 
comparison  more  extensive  and  appalling. 
Under  such  circumstances,  the  failure  of 
the  London  and  country  banks  would 
have  been  followed  by  the  stoppage  of  the 
Bank  of  England.  As  it  was,  that  estab- 
lishment had  the  greatest  difficulty  in  pro- 
viding gold  to  meet  the  extraordinary  de- 
mand upon  its  coffers ;  and  all  the  powers 
of  the  Mint,  called  into  the  utmost 
activity,  could  scarcely  convert  bullion 
into  coin  with  sufficient  rapidity  for  the 
occasion.  On  that  occasion  it  was  the 
liberality  of  the  French  bank,  iti  perniltting 
the  British  coin  deposited  with  it  id  bi 
withdrawn,  which  saved  the  Bank  of  Eklg- 
land  from  the  necessity  of  stopping  pay- 
ment. Unless  our  present  systenl  of  cur- 
rency were  amended  by  the  timely  inter- 
ference of  the  Legislature,  it  woufd  go  oh 
to  occasion  periodical  and  aggravated  dis- 
tress, until,  in  a  national  bankruptcy,  it 
would  6nd  its  euthanasia.  Thus  the  evils 
attributed  by  the  right  hon.  member  fbr 
Tamworth  to  the  circulation  of  one-pound 
notes,  was  inherent  in  asystehi  of  currency 
consisting  of  coin  ahd  of  paper-money 
issued  by  irresponsible  indiviciuals,  and 
payable  on  demand  at  the  option  of  the 
holder.  What  was  the  remedy?  He 
would  endeavour  briefly  to  poitit  it  out. 
In  the  first  place,  he  would  make  silver  the 
standard  instead  of  gold.  This,  as  he  had 
already  explained,  would  render  the  cur- 
rency more  steady,  and  would  prevent,  to 
a  certain  extent,  those  fluctuations  which 
had  proved  so  ruinous  to  trade.  In  the 
second  place,  he  would  adopt  the  principle 
of  the  late  Mr.  Ricardo,  atid  make  the 
paper  currency  payable,  not  in  coin,  but 
in  ingots  of  silver,  to  the  amount  of  100/. 
or  200/.  This  would  secure  the  banks  of 
circulation  from  political  passions,  and 
from  runs  having  for  object  the  embarrass- 
ment of  the  Government.  In  the  third 
place,  he  would  permit  the  re-issuing  of 


extend  tb  the  agriGulttirat  Had  tliidlf- 
peopled  districts  the  advanta^s  of  cred  t 
and  circulation,  of  which  they  were  noW 
deprived.  And,  in  the  fourth  plaice,  he 
would  secure  to  the  people  the  whole 
benefit  of  issuing  paper  money,  which  was 
now  unjustly  monopolized  by  the  Bank  of 
England,  this,  which  had  been  Sug- 
gested on  the  soundest  farindiples  of  poli- 
tical economy  by  Mr.  Ricaf  do,  would  place 
40,000,000/.  at  the  disposal  of  the  Trea- 
sury. He  need  not  dilate  Upon  the  Vast 
benefit  which  the  adoption  of  this  arrange- 
ment would  secure  to  the  country.  Thirty 
millions  might  be  applied  to  the  publid 
Service,  and  Wohld,  for  a  period  df  sit 
years,  Mo^  ot  a  redltdtion  of  t^kdtion, 
to  the  amount  of  5,000,000/.  arinually. 
Teti  millions  would  remain,  v^hieh  Might 
be  applied  to  the  immediate  felief  of  dis- 
tress. He  begged  p^fdoti  of  the  HouS^ 
fbr  having  occupied  their  attetltion  so  long. 
Iti  cbnclusion  he  Would  repeat,  that  (hd 
Ametidment  ot  the  Chancellor  Of  tH«  Ek^ 
ehequer  Wa«  ntfi  irttionsistent  With  thft 
Mbtion  of  the  hdfl.  memb^f  for  Whittiw 
haveH,  mA  he  Waft  ready  tb  rdlc!  for  bbtti 

propositions,  it^  wdk  teddy  tt)  ttflArm  that 
the  ahcient  standard  of  value  on^t  not 
to  be  degraded ;  atid  he  was  prepafed  to 
vote  fbr  a  Beledt  Committee  to  inquitb 
into  the  distress  of  the  Country,  With  the 
view  of  ascertaining  how  ht  that  diitresft 
could  be  relieved  by  an  imprdvemebt  iti 
our  System  of  banking  and  of  pSipef  cur- 
rency, 

Mr.  Patrick  SttwArt  said,  h^  Was  ankt- 
ous  to  say  a  few  Words  oh  the  subject  of 
the  debate.     When  he  h^d  first  heafd  the 

Motion  introduced,  dthouj^h  fkvouhibte  to 

the  principle  of  inquiry  ratb  the  state  tif 
the  countrv,  he  itill  was  it  little  jealbtis  of 
the  real  objects  Which  thtf  ttloVef  hftd  ifi 
tiew,  dilfering,  ttS  he  did,  inopitlidnl  upoti 
other  topics  with  the  hon.  hiehiber  fbf 
Whitehaven  i  but»  as  the  debAte  ptt)ceeded, 
his  doubts  had  been  removed,  And  he  now 
felt  confident  that  he  should  best  dis- 
charge his  duty  by  Voting  fbr  the  Mdtbn. 
This  cbuld  not  be  looked  tipdtl  as  a  party 
question.  On  former  occasions,  iodeeo, 
when  a  Ministry  hlid  been  for  some  time 
settled  in  office,  and  coniec|Uently  respon-^ 
sible  to  a  great  ejctei^t  fot  the  stitte  of  thi* 
country,  a  Motion  Ibr  k  General  Inquiry 
Was  not  otily  a  usual,  btit  d  fair  course,  in 
order  to  try  their  stability.  But  this  Mo- 
lion  could  not  be  looked  upon  In  such  a 


one  and  two-poUnd  notes.     This  would  |  point  of  view,  because  the  hon.  ttiember 
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for  Whitehaven,  in  stetih^,  that  great  and 
general  distress  existed,  attributed  that 
distress  to  causes  n^hich  existed  long  ante- 
^^ent  to  the  accession  of  the  present 
Ministry  to  office.  They  had  heard,  in 
the  course  of  kst  ni|ht,  and  the  tiight 
before,  tnilch  of  the  decrease  of  distress 
and  sufFering,  yet,  notwithstanding  ^hat 
had  been  said  of  Oldham  atid  Glasgow  in 
proof  of  this  assertion,  they  could  not  shut 
their  eyes  to  thb  fact  that  tnuch  distress 
and  misery  prevailed  in  the  agrictittbtalj 
mabUtUcturifog,  commercial,  and  shipping 
interests.  Much  of  that  distress,  he,  id 
comrtloh  with  others,  dttribilted  to  the 
monetary  System  established  in  1819  by 
the  Bill  bearing  the  hame  bf  the  right  hbn. 
Barondt  bppbsite;  but  he  was  far  from 
saying  that  it  was  the  sole  atld  universal 
cailse  of  thatige  and  misery.  He  did  not 
asefibe  tt>  It  dlone  the  gt-eat  fall  i^hich 
«vefy  tommodlty  had  suHered  in  price ; 
hor  did  hik  accuse  it  of  having  displaced 
the  Bburbdns,  ot  agitated  the  states  o^ 
cohtihental  Europe.  Me  did  ndt  eved 
as^drt,  %hU  by  its  Ambndmeht,  br  abroga- 
tidn,  fblrmer  prdst)^rity  woilld  be  restored ; 
but  certainly  among  mariy  causes  ope- 
rating td  produce  distress,  that  measure 
bore  a  prominent  arid  principal  station. 
If  he  dia  not  hold  this  opinion,  he  should 
vote  for  inquiry ;  because,  among  the  ih- 
telligent  and  industrious  classes  of  society, 
there  Was  a  deep  and  Settled  conviction 
that  something  was  radically  bad,  and 
))08itively  ruinous,  in  that  measure;  arid 
which  feeiitig  Would  prevent  any  Govern- 
ment from  silencing  the  demand  for  in- 
vestigation* He  wa^  convinced,  however, 
that  We  then  made  li  fatal  alteration  in 
our  stahdard  of  value ;  and  that  the  eVils 
which  it  spread  thrdughoUt  the  land,  Were 
still  in  rapid  and  destructive  progress. 
Gt^eat  as  the  loss  had  been,  he  should 
refuse  to  go  back  if  he  could  believe  that 
the  country  Was  at  the  ehd  of  its  suffer- 
ings; but,  believing  the  evils  to  be  still  in 
progress,  it  was  impossible  for  the  Act  of 
1819  to  escape  being-  subjected  to  another 
and  a  final  trial.  Nor  does  it,  Sir,  require 
much  fdi^itude  on  my  part  to  make  this 
declaratidii .  It  was  only  necessary  to  look 
into  the  discussions  Which  todk  place  at  that 
period,  and  subsequently ^  to  6nd  a  host  of 
practical  authority  opposed  to  it  in  every 
stage,  and  afterwatds  bearing  testimony  to 
the  severe  pressure  which  it  was  inflicting 
among  all  ranks  of  persons.  On  a  Motion 
of  Mr.  Tl«fney%  in  181 8^  for  cbnsiderltig 
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the  expediency  of  repealing  the  Bank 
Restriction  Act,  we  have  it  stated,  that 
Mr.   Huskissoh  *  adverted  to  the   effect 

*  produced  in  this  country,  and  indeed 

*  upon  all  the  Continent  of  Europe,  by  the 

*  facility  enjoyed  by  Great  Britain  of  ex- 

*  tending  her  paper  currency.      It  was, 

*  like  the  effect,'  he  said,  •  that  had  been 

*  fbund  to  arise  from  the  discovery  of  the 
'  mines  of  America ;  for,  by  increasing  the 

*  circulating  medium  over  the  world,  to  the 

*  ektent  of  40,000,000/.,  it  proportion  ably 

*  facilitated  the  means  of  barter,  and  gave 

*  a  stimulus  to  industry.'*  That  gentle- 
man, whose  clear  and  practical  understand- 
ing was  undoubted,  also  said,  ''  that  the 
quantity 'of  metallic  money  should  be  as 
small  as  possible,  and  the  quantity  of  con- 
vertible paper  as  large  as  possible,  t  And 
in  1830,  When  the  hon.  member  fot  White- 
haven made  a  Motion  similar  to  his  present 
one,  Mr.  Huskisson  said,  "  He  agreed 
With  the  hon.  Member,  in  his  estimation 
of  paper  credit,  and  paper  circulation,  da 
one  of  the  greatest  improvements  of 
modern  times.  J  Agaii),  the  confessed 
and  recorded  errors  of  those  who  originally 
supported  the  Bill  of  1819,  Were  very 
striking,  and  spoke  volumes  as  to  the  false 
and  ruinous  principles  on  which  it  Was 
founded.     Mr.   Ricardo,   in  1819,   said. 

The  difficulty  was  only  that  of  raising 
the  currency  three  per  cent.     By  with- 
drawing paper  so  as  to  restore  the  note 
to  its  bullion-value — an  alteration,  by- 
the-bye,  «ff  only  three  per  cent., — the 
House  would  have  done  all  that  was  re- 
quired.*   And,  *at  the  end  of  the  year, 
we  should  all  b^  surprised  to  reflect  that 
any  alarm  had  ever  prevailed  at  a  pros- 
pect of  variation  of  three  per  cent  in  the 
Value  of  the  circulating  medium/^    But, 
n  1823,  this  distinguished  financier  con- 
fessed, "  He  was  now  ready  to  admit,  that 
Mr.  Peel's  Bill  had  raised  the  value  of  the 
curhency  ten  per  cent.**  t|    A  great  deal 
was  said  about  the  principles  of  honesty 
and  morality — affected    by  the    present 
Motion.    The  hon.  member  for    Essex 
(Mr.  Baring)  was  not  iiparing  in  his  denttn- 
ciatidhs  on  this  subject.    Was,  then,  the 
standard  of  morality  a  moveable  and  con- 
vertible one  to  times  and  temptations?  In 


*  Hansard,  xxxviii.  p.  490. 

+  Ibid.  p.  489. 

I  Hansard  (new  series)  xxv.  p.  169. 

i  Hansard,  xl.  ^43. 
Ibid,  (new  series)  Viil.  p.  264. 
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1 821 ,  the  hoD.  member  for  Essex  made  a 
Motion  almost  precisely  similar  to  the  one 
now  before  us.  This  was  his  Motion  :— 
That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  and 
to  report  their  opinion  to  the  House, 
whether  it  would  be  expedient  to  make 
any  alteration  in  the  said  Act,  so  as  to 
alleviate  the  pressure  which  its  operation 
is  producing,  and  is  likely  to  continue  to 
produce,  on  the  various  branches  of  pub- 
lic industry  :*  and  these  were  his  argu- 
ments: 'The  more  he  considered  this 
question,  the  more  he  felt  it  to  be  one 
not  only  of  the  utmost  importance^  but 
as  *'  the"  one  in  which  were  involved  all 
the  distresses  experienced  by  the  country, 
and  their  remedy.  *  *  *  He  was  convinced 
that  the  interests  of  the  country  would 
not  work,  that  the  circulation  of  the 
country  would  not  move.  Unless  they 
did  maturely  and  carefully  reconsider 
that  important  Act.'  Let  the  House  re- 
mark how,  in  the  conscience  of  the  hon. 
Member,  the  mountains  of  to-day  were  but 
mole-hills  a  little  time  since.  Those  who 
now  proposed  a  revision  of  this  Act^  must 
be,  according  to  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  fit  either  for  Bedlam  or  for 
Newgate^-they  must  be  either  mad  or 
dishonest.  But  what  was  his  opinion  in 
1821?  Why  this—'  It  might  easily  be 
'  proved  that  we  had  brought  our  standard 

*  above  what  it  was  in  1797,  and,  therefore, 

*  that  no  person  need  be  scrupulous  to 
'  that  degree  as  to  fear  aay  ill  oonse- 
'  quences  from  the  adoption  of  his  propo- 
'  sition.'  These  reminiscences  from  the 
life  of  the  hon.  Member,  were  like  the 
whole  of  his  speech  last  Session,  the  first 
part  of  which  fulminated  against  our  mo- 
rality, whilst  the  latter  part  participated  in 
and  applauded  our  whole  aim  and  end. 
The  right  hon.  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  contended,  that  to  assent  to  this 
question  would  prejudice  the  cause  of  the 
labouring  classes.  The  hon.  member  for 
Essex,  however,  said,  in  the  speech  he  had 
just  quoted,  and  correctly  said,  '  High 
'  prices  did  not  vary  precisely  with  the 

*  alteration  in  the  standard  of  value;  but 
'  they  were  kept  up  by  the  habits,  and  feel- 
'  ings,  and  prejudices  of  the  community. 
'  It  was  quite  clear  that  the  present  rate 
'  of  wages  could  not  last.  The  labourer's 
'  wages  must  come  down  when  his  master 
'  could  find  nobody  to  employ  him ;  and 

*  whenever  that  time  arrived^  which  could 

*  not  be  very  far  distant,  the  reduction  of 


'  wages  wotdd,  no  doubt,  be  receifed  with 
'  great  discontent*  Reduced,  hofwerer, 
'  the  wages  must  be ;  and  it  was  better  to 

*  turn    tne   attention  of  the  labouring 

*  classes  to  the  true  cause  of  such  a  ledoc- 
'  tion,  than  to  endeavour  to  make  them 
'  profound  patriots,  by  declaiming  apon 
'  Parliamentary  Reform.'  With  r^ara  to 
the  effect  of  this  Bill,  in  adding  to 
incumbrances,  the  hon.  member  (or 
Essex  said :— '  His  opinion  was,  that  these 
'  evils,  alarming  as  they  were,  were 
'  occasioned  by  the  alteration  in  our  cur- 
'  rency,  which  he  rated  at  not  less  than 
'  twenty-five  to  thirty-three  per  oent.  In 
^  some  instances,  he  should  say,  it  had 
'  risen  to  a  third,  and  even  fifty  per  cent.** 
These  were  weighty  and  conclusive  opm- 
ions  on  this  important  subject.  The  hon. 
member  for  ^ex  was,  at  the  time  he 
stated  these  facts  and  opinions,  practieally 
engaged  in  one  of  the  most  socoessfal  and 
extensive  concerns  that  ever  existed  in  this 
country ;  and  it  must  be  matter  of  equal 
astonishment  and  regret  to  all,  that  sach 
an  opinion,  upon  snch  a  subject^  was  so 
rejected  and  set  at  nought.  If  such  bad 
been  the  effect  of  that  fatal  Bill,  and  if  it 
added  thus  enormously  to  existing  oUiga- 
tions,  something  in  justice  ooght  to  have 
been  done  simultaneously  for  the  protection 
of  those  who  owed  money.  In  Scotland,  in 
the  reign  of  James  3rd.,  there  was  an  Act 
passed,  "That  the  money  and  gold  be 
cryed  up  higher;*'  and  which  appreciated, 
according  to  the  phrase  of  the  right  hon. 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  the 
currency  about  thirteen  per  cent ;  and  the 
Act  immediately  following  this  on  the 
Scotch  Statute  Book  was,  "for  the  pay* 
ment  of  debtor  and  creditor,"  which  stated-- 
'  To  remove  discord  among  the  King^s 
'  lieges  betwixt  the  creditors  and  debtors, 
'  that  are  owing  sums,  it  is  statute  and 
'  ordained,  that  the  debtor  shall  pay  his 

*  creditor  with  such  moneys,  and  of  the 
'  same  price,  as  the  money  had  coune 
<  before  this  proclamation,  and   Parlia- 

*  ment,  &c.'  Such  was  the  standard  of 
plain  and  honest  dealing  in  my  country  in 
1475,  and  I  know  no  good  reason  for 
departing  from  it  in  this  country  in  1819. 
He  was  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  member 
for  Walsall,  a  practical  man,  state  that 
those  who  had  borrowed  money  during  the 
restriction  of  cash  payments  hsd  no  right 

*  Mr.  Bftring*s  speech  and  Motion  aie  in 
Hansard,  vol.  v.  (new  series)  p.  9t«97. 
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to  oomplaiii  that  thej  were  compelled  to 

Siy  in  hard  cash,  because,  said  the  hon. 
embeTi  they  were  aware  that  they 
borrowed  under  that  liability.  He  would 
remind  that  hon.  Member,  and  those  who 
thought  with  him,  thatthe  Bank  Restriction 
Act,  on  its  fourth  renewal  in  1798,  was 
worded  *^  to  cease  and  expire  one  month 
after  the  signing  of  a  definitive  treaty  of 
peace/'  and  in  no  more  specific  terms ; 
and  the  fact  was,  that  it  expired  and 
ceased  precisely  eight  years  after  that 
erent  occurred.  This  established  pretty 
clearly  the  spirit  of  the  enactment  itself, 
and  that  its  first  term,  as  specified,  was 
but  a  matter  of  form.  But,  independent 
of  this,  there  was  another  fact  which  was 
conclusiYe  as  to  the  gross  injustice  of 
saddling  the  borrowers  of  H.  notes — ^with 
an  addition  of  thirty  to  fifty  per  cent  on 
their  debts ;  he  meant  the  Resolution  of 
that  House  in  1811,  by  which  all  holders 
of  paper  were  guaranteed  against  any 
depreciation,  past,  present,  or  future,  in 
the  1  /•  note.  His  object  was,  not  to  remedy 
what  had  already  happened,  but  to  stop  the 
further  progress  of  this  great  evil.  The 
Bill  of  1819,  fixed  a  new  standard  of 
value  ruinously  expensive  to  this  country ; 
and  the  objection  he  made  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  was,  that  it  would 
prevent  the  country  from  adopting  the  old 
national  standard  of  silver,  either  con- 
jointly with  gold,  or  singly  by  itself,  which 
he  should  prefer.  But  after  all  that  had 
occurred  in  the  debate,  the  hon.  member  for 
Whitehaven  ought  not,  perhaps,  topress  his 
Motion  to  a  division ;  because  the  question 
for  inquiry  was  virtually  carried,  provided 
the  House  would  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  as  the  guiding 
star  through  the  Committee;  and  he 
was  disposed  to  accede  to  these  terms. 
The  question  was  one  which  could  be 
deterinined  only  by  inquiry.  In  making 
his  present  statement,  he  was  not  one  of 
those,  if  such  there  were,  who  sacrificed 
their  own  judgment  to  the  opinion  of  their 
constituents;  he  did  not  know  the  opinion 
of  his  constituents  on  this  point,  and  there- 
fore was  following  no  other  dictation  than 
that  of  his  own  judgment.  He  was 
convinced,  that  we  could  adhere  to  our 
present  system  only  at  the  price  of  a  total 
decay  of  our  commercial  prosperity. 

Mr.  Struit^  although  he  acknowledged 
that  there  was  considerable  distress  in 
the  country,  was  nevertheless  persuaded 

that  the  statemeoti  irbkb  bad  been  made 


of  that  distress  were  greatly  exaggerated. 
The  continued  employment  of  capital,  or 
rather  the  increased  employment  of  capital, 
in  our  various  manufactures,  convinced 
him  of  the  fact,  that  although  certainly 
the  present  period  was  not  one  of  peculiar 
prosperity,  neither  was  it  one  of  peculiar 
depression.  He  was  satisfied  that  the 
manufacturing  and  commercial  interests 
of  the  country  regarded  with  dismay  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  White- 
haven, as  fraught  with  the  greatest  danger 
to  trade,  and  every  description  of  property. 
He  perfectly  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord, 
that  the  only  object  of  the  Motion  was  the 
depreciation  of  the  currency ;  and  he  also 
concurred  with  the  noble  Lord,  that  no 
one  could  agree  to  the  Motion  who  was 
not  prepared  to  transfer  large  portions  of 
property  from  one  set  of  persons  to  an- 
other— from  the  creditors  to  the  debtors 
of  the  country.  It  had  been  said,  that 
the  measure  was  justifiable  in  order  to 
counteract  the  injustice  with  respect  to 
contracts  which  had  been  perpetrated  by 
the  resumption  of  cash  payments.  But 
even  conceding  that  there  had  been  that 
injustice,  still  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  contracts  of  the  present  period 
were  not  the  contracts  of  1819.  Out  of 
100  existing  contracts,  ninety-nine  had 
been  made  since  that  period.  It  would 
be  a  strange  mode  of  justice  to  perpetrate 
injustice  in  ninety-nine  instances,  for  the 
purpose  of  adjusting  a  contract  on  one. 
The  fact  was,  that  the  injustice  was  per-  ^ 
petrated  by  the  Bank  Restriction  Act,  and 
the  Act  of  1819  was  only  a  return  to 
justice ;  and  having  experienced  the  fatal 
effects  of  the  Bank  restriction,  ought  the 
House  now  to  adopt  a  system  which  would 
lead  to  similar  results  f  He  did  not  im- 
pute undue  motives  to  those  from  whom 
he  differed  in  opinion  on  this  subject.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  they  were  convinced  of 
the  propriety  of  the  step  which  they  were 
taking,  although  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand on  what  principle  they  were  so  con- 
vinced. But,  entertaining  the  view  which 
he  did  of  the  subject,  he  should  feel  that, 
if  he  were  to  concur  in  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Whitehaven,  it  would  be 
the  commencement  of  a  system  of  con- 
fiscation and  ruin.  During  the  debates 
on  the  Reform  Bill,  the  hon.  member  for 
Whitehaven  had  expressed  his  apprehen- 
sion that  the  measure  was  fraught  with 
revolutionary  consequences,  and  that  gene- 
ral confiscation  would  be  its  result.    He 
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(Mr,  Strait)  Iiad  better  bopea;  aad  be 
believed  that  be  should  not  be  disap- 
pointed, and  that  the  present  Parliameqt 
would  pot  sanction  the  proposed  me^qre 
of  general  copfiscation.  The  country  was 
deeply  indebted  to  the  noble  Lord  for  th^ 
straight-forward  and  manly  manner  in 
which  be  bad  met  the  Motion ;  and  it  was 
bis  firm  belief,  that,  by  X\\e  course  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  taken,  he  had  suc- 
ceeded in  securing  to  himself  and  his 
Maiesty's  Gpvernipent  the  increased  at- 
tachment and  confidence  of  the  nation. 

Mr.  Robinson  put  it  to  the  House  in 
what  situation  the  question  would  be  left 
if  the  ^ipendment  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
carried,  find  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Whitehaven  negatived?  Was  it  not 
desirable  that  the  questiop  should  be  de- 
cided, not  evaded?  Yet,  in  that  case,  they 
would  be  just  v^here  they  were.  All  their 
time  would  have  been  wasted — all  the 
talents  of  the  present  House,  and  all  the 
experience  of  past  Parliaments,  would 
have  been  wasted,  without  one  prac- 
tical or  beneticial  result.  He  depre* 
cated  that  so  much,  that  he  must  trespass 
on  the  Hous^  for  a  few  minutes.  For  his 
part,  be  could  not  discover  any  great 
difference  between  the  opinions  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Whitehaven,  as  explained  by  the  latter 
last  night.  He  thought  he  understood 
the  noble  Lord  to  say,  that  he  had  no 
objection  to  an  inquiry,  provided  the  House, 
in  the  first  instance,  affirmed  his  Amend- 
inept.  In  his  opinion,  there  was  nothing 
so  puerile  as  to  oebate  op  the  fact  whether 
or  not  thpre  was  any  distress  in  the 
country.  If  the  statements  of  that  dis- 
tress had  been  exaggerated,  yet  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  there  was  a  suf- 
fi(2ient  degree  of  distress  and  embarrassment 
to  warrant  the  House  to  enter  upon 
an  inquiry  into  its  cause,  with  a  view, 
if  possible,  to  find  some  means  of  relief. 
It  was  evident  that  a  great  majority  of  the 
House  was  for  limiting  the  inquiry  tp  thsit 
precise  object ;  and  he  was  convinced, 
that  if  the  House  were  to  afSrm  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  member  for  White- 
haven, unaccompanied  by  a  Resolution 
that  they  would  maintain  the  present 
standard  of  value,  the  next  day  would 
present  a  spectacle  which  no  man  would 
contemplate  without  horror,  or  find  terms 
sufficiently  eloquent  tp  describe.  It  was 
his  decided  conviction,  that  if  the  country 

meant  to  retain  its  gbars^cter  for  gop^ 


f^ith,  it  wopld  pp|  affi|;m  |be  hont  Qaptte- 
man's  propositipp.  He  b^4  kpowg  thp 
hon.  Gentlemap  lopg,  ^^d  respected  Mri 
highly;  but  when  the  bop<  Qeptlf^fW 
said,  that  it  «M  pot  his  iptentiop  V)  4opr^ 
ciate  the  cqrr^ppy,  ))6  W^  ^t  ft  Idlft  to 
pnderstapd  the  bon,  G^nUeman  #  faof^pipg^ 
AltbPMgh  ppe^ppitpd  notes  w^reyithdrtiwDt 
there  vfeTQ  five«poupd  potes,  bpth  qf  the 
Ban^  of  Spglapd  f^pd  of  qouotry  jankers, 
and  an  immense  masf  of  mercaptile  paper, 
valuable  pnly  bocaps^  it  was  copverlible 
into  a  metallic  curfenoy.  Wb^t  would  be 
the  efFept  of  the  adqption  of  (be  hon. 
Gentleman*s  Motion,  on  this  masf  of  paper, 
but  depreciation  ?  The  Papk  He^t^ictipn 
had  ipflictpd  t^e  greatest  embarrassjiQents 
op  the  cpuptry,  and  the  return  to  c^h 
paym^pts  had  ^Isp  produced  efieots  which 
were  not  coptemplated  by  its  sppporters. 
fiut  if  enrairs  h&d  beep  cpmmjtted  in  1797 
apd  1819,  was  that  a  reason  that  the 
House  qf  Commops  were  now  tp  be  called 
upon  to  cpmmit  the  fatal  error  of  pnspttUng 
the  standard  of  value?  The  e^ect  of 
such  a  step  \yould  be  most  injurious  on  all 
opr  relations  with  foreigp  states.  IJe  be* 
lieved,  that  he  shquld  pot  be  wropg  in 
asserting  that  m^^ures  might  be  devj^, 
short  of  a  breach  of  natiopa)  faith,  to 
overcome  our  diSiculties  apd  restore  pros- 
perity. As  to  an  inquiry  into  the  distress 
of  the  people,  h^  cppld  hardly  support 
such  a  prpppsition  —  for  it  would  last  the 
whole  Session:  but  an  ipqujry — distress 
being  admitted — into  safe  ^nd  jpdicious 
remedies,  he  wppld  willingly  ypte  fpr* 
Mere  Resolutions  did  not  alter  the  ps|ture 
of  things,  or  ppable  the  people  tp  pay 
t^%e^,  and  live  in  somethipg  like  decency 
and  comfort,  The  House  shpuld  not  reject 
such  a  Motion  op  the  miserable  plea 
of  exp^di^pcy,  or  refqse^o  Ipgi^late,  simply 
bepaqse  they  were  s^fraid  or  unwilling. 
In  1822  the  nresent  Lord  Chancellor 
brought  forward  ^  Motion  on  the  distress 
pf  the  country,  in  which  hp  stated  that 
common  remedies  wppld  do  no  good,  but 
that  vigorous  measures  n^ust  be  resorted 
to.  ^His  decided  opinion  ppon  the  sab- 
'ject  was,  that  where  the  pressure  was 

*  so  great,  and  the  interest  so  mighty — 
'  for  the  very  existence  of  the  State  was 
'  bound  up  in  the  prosperity  of  the  land — 
'  the  country  had  only  one  limit  to  relief — 

*  the  making  that  relief  decidedly  effectual; 
'  that  if  one  measure  of  reduction  would 
'  not  do,  recourse  must  be  had  to  another, 

'  ^pd  from  thence  \fi  another  i  and  tb^t 
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'  1^  all  reducdonB  wete  tnsuflieieiit,  the 
^  eopBtry mustpveparB  fbr etker roaasares, 

<  fof  atieaauvaa  oafy  to  ba  justifiadi  by  a 

*  paiamouot  uaMasooiog  aeoessity.'  Such 
«era*tha  wards  of  tha  oobla  individual 
who  now  aat  so  vary  aaaily,  though,  he  did 
not  mean  tndilFarently,  on  the  Woolsack. 
Affain,  ha  said,  ^  If  aeonomy  was  not 

*  found  effectual,  Parliamant  wasbaund  to 
^  do  that  whieh  would  be  affaotual ;  ibr, 

<  at  all  events  and  all  haaards,  it  was  their 

*  duty  to  save  the  State.  God  forbid,  that 
f  any  man  should  even  whisper  such  an 
t  expedient  as  that,  (rpm  which  every  well* 

<  coiistituted  naind  niust  lecoil-^the  com* 

*  poundhsg  with  the  pphlio  oreditor,  or  the 

*  tinnpering  with  the  currency — while  Par- 

*  liamaiit  possessed  the  power  of  relieving 

*  the  existing  distress  by  a   diminution 

<  of  taaatioD,  and  by  the  enforcement  of 

*  eeoQomy.'*  Tha  only  foult  he  had  to 
find  with  the  present  Ministersr^fbr  he 
was  Suva  they  were  i^nxious  to  do  their 
duty  and  relieve  the  people — was,  that 
their  measures  were  not  sufficiently  deter- 
mined— that  thev  did  not  go  direct  to  the 
point.  They,  he  was  satisfied,  must  be  of 
a  much  more  vigorous  character,  to  ao*- 
eomplish.any  substantial  and  pepmanent 
good.  He  did  nut  place  any  faith  in  the 
arguments  of  the  right  hon.  member  for 
Manchester  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson),  and 
of  the  Hon.  member  for  London  (Mr.  Orote), 
that,  because  tea  and  other  excisable 
artiotes  had  increased  in  consumption,  the 
ooiafertsof  the  people  hsd  been  augmented. 
In  his  opinion,  it  conld  only  he  taken 
as  a  ohange  in  the  habits  of  the  people, 
that  instead  of  having  the  good  old  roast 
beef,  they  used  articles  of  a  less  substantial 
and  less  strengthening  character.  He 
trusted  the  Resolution  and  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  embodied  in  such  a  way  as 
to  lead  to  an  inquiry;  for  they  must 
ail  agree,  that  the  atate  of  the  productive 
elasses  was  such — their  distress  was  so 
apparent^*-saa  to  justify  and  call  for  it« 

Sir  Henry  PameH  would  shortly  state 
the  grounds  on  which  he  should  give  his 
vote  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Wbitehavenv  He  had  paid  great  at* 
tention  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
to  discover  what  his  precise  plan  was,  and 
the  result  he  had  come  to  was,  to  consider 
it  in  the  same  point  of  view  with  his  noble 
iViend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
—namely,    as  a  plan  for  lowering  the 

■  ■    '■  <  ■  l«  I       I  III  II  ^I1i»— ^M^^ 
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standard  of  value  of  the  country.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  he  desired  a  relaxation 
of  the  currency,  and  had  denied  that  he 
sought  for  a  depreciation  of  it;  but  to 
him  there  appeared  to  be  no  difference 
between  his  relaxation  and  a  positive 
depreciation.  What  he  raecmt  by  relaxa* 
tion  might  be  ascertained  by  referring  to 
what  he  considered  the  good  effects  of  it. 
He  had  taken  the  period  when  the  relaxa- 
tion was  tl^e  greatest,  as  that  when  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  was  the  greatest 
—  namely,  during  the  war ;  but  then 
prices  were  the  highest,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  the  currency  the  most  depreciated  ; 
so  that,  in  point  of  iact,  it  was  dear  that 
depreciation  was  the  real  object  of  the 
hon.  Member.  By  referring  again  to  the 
period  which  the  hon.  Member  considered 
to  be  one  of  the  greatest  distress,  he  as- 
signed as  the  cause  of  the  distress  the 
restored  value  of  the  currency,  and  thus 
again  showed  his  remedy  for  all  distress 
was  depreciation.  In  point  of  fact,  what 
the  hon.  Member  desired  was  to  lower  the 
standard  of  value**-<it  was  to  require  that 
the  sovereign  which  now  passed  for  30«. 
should  hereafter  pass  for  25s.  But  when 
this  came  to  be  fully  understood  out  of 
doors,  as  it,  no  doubt,  soon  would  be, 
the  public  would  see  nothing  in  the  plan 
of  the  hon.  Member  that  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  any  other  result  than  great 
national  injury.  It  was  for  these  reasons 
he  would  give  his  vote  against  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member ;  but,  in  doing  so,  he 
wished  to  be  understood,  he  was  by  no 
means  opposed  to  inquiry  into  the  state  of 
the  country.  He  was  anxious,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  inquiry  should  take  place,  and 
he  was  sorry  his  noble  fciend,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  had  not  pro- 
posed, on  the  present  occasion,  that  Com- 
mittees should  be  appointed  to  make  this 
inquiry.  He  did  not  mean  an  inquiry 
into  all  those  subjects  which  had  been 
introduced  into  discussion  in  this  debate, 
but  a  practical  inquiry  into  the  state  of 
trade,  and  into  the  condition  of  the  work- 
ing classes.  He  thought  an  inquiry  into 
the  state  of  trade  would  not  only  be 
attended  with  the  good  effect  of  ascer- 
taining to  what  extent  distress  really 
existed ;  but  into  that  of  showing  means 
by  which  the  interests  of  it  might  be 
promoted.  He  conceived  it  would  lead 
to  the  taking  off  of  many  -restrictions 
Vihxdk  now  fettered  it.  With  respect  to 
tbo  working  claas,  ao  ifti^ttiry  ipto  the 
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wages  and  the  expenses    of  this  class 
would  produce  a  great  deal  of  useful 
information ;  and,  braides  leading  to  mea- 
sures for  the  improvement  of  its  condition, 
would   make  it  known  how  far  distress 
really  existed.     He  wished    further    to 
make  some    observations    on  a  subject 
which  had  been  so  frequently  mentioned 
in  the  course  of  the  debate — namely,  the 
establishing  of  a  double  standard.     He 
conceived  a  great  deal  of  misapprehension 
prevailed  on  this  point.     If  the  facts  of 
th^.  case  were  examined,    it  would  be 
found    that    every  attempt  which    had 
been  made  in  this  country,  and  every 
other  country,  to  have  a  double  standard, 
had  failed.     We  had  a  double  standard 
in  this  country  up  to  the  year  1816 ;   but 
what  was  the  state  of  the  silver  coin  ?  No 
legal  coin  existed.    The  cause  was,  that 
the  Mint  prices  of  gold  and  silver  were  so 
adjusted,  that  silver  coin  could  not  be 
kept  in  circulation ;    but  if  the  relative 
value  should  be  ever  so  properly  adjusted 
in  the  first  instance,  it  was  impossible  the 
two  metals  could  continue  in  circulation, 
because  the  value  of  both  was  liable  to 
fluctuation ;   and  when  any  such  fluctua- 
tion took  place,  then  one  of  the  metals 
would  be  of  more  value  in  bullion  than  in 
coin,  and  would  be  melted.    There  had 
been  much  error  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  in  assuming  that  silver  had  been 
the  standard  of  value  in  this  country.    It 
had  been  so  nominally,  but  in  reality  it 
was  held  by  all  the  best  authorities,  that, 
in  point  of  fact,  during  the  whole  of  the 
last  century,  gold  was  the  standard.  This 
was  proved  to  be  the  case  by  the  reduction 
of  the  value  of  the  guinea,  in  1717,  from 
21 8.  6d.  to  2 Is.  being  followed  by  a  re- 
duction in  the  price  of  gold  to  the  same 
amount.    The  right  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  saying,  that  the  subject  was  so 
exhausted  by  preceding  speakers,  and  the 
views  entertained  upon  it,  which  were  in 
conformity  with  his  own,  had  been  so  ably 
explained  and  supported,  that  he  would 
not  go  over  the  same  ground,  but  content 
himself  by  declaring,  that  he  knew  of  no 
greater  calamity  that   could    befal  this 
country  than   making  any  alteration  in 
the  long-established  standard  of  the  value 
of  its  money. 

Mr.  Lambert  said,  it  was  impossible 
to  deny,  that,  since  the  alteration  in  the 
monetary  system,  the  distress  of  the  coun- 
try had  greatly  increased.  It  had,  in  fact, 
been  progre^ive,  and  the  only  part  of 


the  United  Kingdom  that    it  had  not 
yet  reached  was  Scotland.    He  was  pre- 
pared to  prove,  that  the  distress  had  so 
completely  originated  with   the  measure 
for  changing  the  monetary  system,  that  it 
was  to  be  traced  to  the  preparation  by  the 
Bank  of  Englsnd  for  putting  that  measure 
in  force.     He  had  not  wished  to  intrude 
upon  the  time  of  the  House,  but,  after 
what  he  had  heard  stated  respecting  the 
landlords,   he  could  not  consent  to  be 
silent  He  spoke  as  one  who  had  suffered, 
and  most  severely ,  from  the  present  system ; 
and,  although  he  pretended  only  to  be 
able  to  deal  with  the  subject  as  a  plain 
country  Gentleman,  still  he  trusted  for 
the  indulgence  of  the  House.    Obloquy 
had  often  been  heaped  upon  the  land-» 
lords.    It  had  been  said,  that  they  were 
selfish  and  liard-hearted,  and  that  their 
obduracy  had  caused  the  present  distress. 
In  that  there  was  no  truth.  The  landlords 
were  the  victims  of  gross  injustice.    More 
than  any  other  clasa  in  the  community 
they  had  suffered  from  the  change  in  the 
monetary  system.      He  would  put  this 
case:— A  man  in  England  realised  by 
his  exertions  in  commerce,  in  an  honour- 
able, fair,  and  open  manner—- in  a  way,  in 
fact,  which,  while  it  added  to  his  own  indi« 
vidual  wealth,  increased  the  fame  and 
the  commercial  character  and  power  of 
his  country,  and  assisted  in  carrying  it 
to  an  unprecedented  height  of  grandeur 
— well,  a  merchant  by  conduct  so  honour- 
able realised  60,000/.,  and  that  sum  he 
advanced  on  mortgage  on  an  estate  of  four 
times  its  value.    Doing  so,  he  advanced 
the  money  on  the  clear  and  explicit  under- 
standing that  it  was  equal  in  value  to 
one-fonrth  of  the  whole  property  upon 
which  it  was  lent.    The  arrangement  was 
made ;    and  then  came  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  changed  the  value  of  money, 
and  made  that  which  was  worth  one-fourth 
of  the  property  equal,  in  point  of  fact,  as 
to  annual  income,  to  the  whole  of  it.  And 
that  was  called  wisdom  and  justice,  but, 
above  all,  it  was  called,  and  loudly,  by  the 
name  of  honesty.  The  House  would  bear  in 
mind,  that  the  burthen  m  unjuBtly  and  so 
dishonestly  thrown  upon  the  landiocd  was 
not  confined  to  the  increased  value  of  the 
money  which  had  been  lent.    It  was  felt, 
and  severely,  in  the  reduction  of  rents. 
He  was  confident  he  did  not  overstate  the 
case  when  he  said,  that  there  had  been  a 
reduction  in  rents  from  thirty  to  fifty  per 

cent^  It  might  be  suid,  4hat,  ia  una j 
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mstasicefy  the  reduction  was  Toluntary, 
He  belieTed  that  to  be  the  fact.  But, 
cooclading  it  were  «o,  however  genat>ii8 
in  imentionSy  it  was,  in  fact»  only  a  wise 
step,  which  most  have  been  adopted  from 
necessity  had  it  not  been  taken  from  some 
other  motiTe.  In  England,  it  was  tme, 
the  distress  had  not  b^n  felt  at  so  early  a 
period  by  the  landlords  as  in  Ireland.  In 
England  tenants  had  in  general  some 
capital  at  the  period  of  the  alteration 
in  the  currency,  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  they  sufiered  together  with  the 
landlords,  and  the  amount  of  suffering 
bemg  divided  between  two  parties,  it  was 
not  so  severely  felt  by  the  landlord*  In 
Ireland,  however,  the  case  was  different. 
There  the  tenant  had  little  or  no  capital, 
and  the  whole  evil  had  been  borne  by  the 
landlord.  Nor  was  that  the  only  haraship 
the  landlords  in  Ireland  had  to  complain 
of.  They  had  not  only  to  reduce  their 
rents,aad  to  pay  the  mortgage  in  a  greatly 
incr^ised  value,  but  they  had  also  to  bear 
all  the  odium  and  all  the  obloquy  con- 
sequent upon  the  measures  they  were 
compelled  to  adopt  to  meet  such  a  state 
of  things.  And  yet  there  were  to  be 
found  people  who  argued  that  a  gross 
and  ruinous  injustice  bad  not  been  done 
to  the  landlords.  Why,  suppose  three 
quarters  of  wheat  were  represented  by  4/., 
if  2L  of  the  41.  were  withdrawn,  surely  2/, 
would  then  represent  the  three  quarters, 
«s  the  4/.  had  done.  Now  the  landlords 
made  bargains  with  the  capitalist  under 
the  first  arrangement,  and,  therefore,  if 
the  second  arrangement  were  adopted,  it 
must  be  plain  that  immense  advantages 
would  be  conferred  on  the  capitalist,  to 
the  prejudice,  nay,  plunder,  of  the  land- 
lord* And  that  had  actually  been  the 
case*  If  a  man  borrowed  21.  it  was  pre- 
posterous injustice  to  make  htm  pay  what 
was  equal  to  4/.  for  the  2L  he  borrowed. 
But  it  had  been  the  habit  out  of  doors, 
and  he  thought,  too,  occasionally  within 
the  House,  to  hold  up  the  landlords  to 
odium  and  obloquy.  From  such  a  charge, 
as  a  landlord,  he  shrunk  not,  but  he  re- 
pelled it  with  scorn  and  loathing,  for  in 
nis  conscience  he  felt  that  it  was  not 
merited.  But  landlords  as  a  class  were  Co 
be  injured,  and,  therefore,  it  was  in  ac- 
cordance with  rule  to  blacken  their  cha- 
racters, and  to  hold  them  up  to  popular 
detestation— to  paint  them  as  the  authors 
of  evils  of  whicn  they  were,  in  fact,  the 

Miliest  wd  the  most  svffwPS  ^ictiw- 


So  with  bankers.  When  they  were  to  be 
injured  an  outcry  was  raised  against  them. 
Crimes  were  attributed  to  tiiem  which 
they  knew  of  only  from  the  suffering  they 
had  occasioned  to  themselves,  and  after 
having  been  despoiled  of  their  property 
they  were  traduced  as  the  promoters  oif 
the  ruin.  -  He  was  extremely  anxious  not 
to  weary  the  House,  but  he  must  trespass 
on  its  attention  while  he  alltided  Co  one 
case  in  proof  of  the  facility  with  which 
charges  against  the  Irish  landlords  ob- 
tained cr^it.  He  did  not  deny,  that 
many  acts  of  oppression  by  landlords 
might  be  quoted.  What  class  was  free  from 
such  a  stigma  ?  Power  induced  tyranny 
in  some  minds,  and  must  ever  do  so  while 
human  nature  remained  as  it  had  hitherto 
been  constituted.  But  having  made  that 
admission,  he  must  repeat,  uat  charges 
were  made  against  Irish  landlords,  and 
obtained  credit,-  which  were  wholly  devoid 
of  truth.  The  case  he  had  alluded  to  was 
a  strong  one.  It  was  stated  in  a  work 
upon  the  necessity  of  introdocingPoor-laws 
into  Ireland.  With  the  eeneral  principles 
advocated  in  the  book  he  cordially  con- 
curred ;  but  he  knew  that  the  statement 
he  had  referred  to,  and  which  was  made 
to  excite  feelings  adverse  to  leaving  the 
tenant  or  the  poor  at  all  at  the  mercy  of  the 
landlords,  was  false.  The  statement  was, 
that  a  man  condemned  to  death  in  Wex- 
ford for  murder  had  made  a  dying  declara- 
tion to  the  effect  that  he  was  the  murderer ; 
that  he  had  been  driven  to  the  commission 
of  crime  by  a  bad  landlord ;  for  that,  after 
his  father  had  grown  grey  upon  the  estate 
as  the  tenant  of  the  holding  he  had  had,  he 
had  been  dispossessed  of  it,  and  cast  adrift 
upon  the  world,  without  house  or  home  or 
the  means  of  existence.  Now,  in  that 
statement  there  was  not  one  word  of 
truth.  He  knew  the  facts  of  the  case, 
and,  as  it  was  stated,  they  were  totally 
misrepresented.  The  landlord  in  question 
had  actually  forgiven  the  delinquent  five 
years  of  rent.  Moreover,  after  so  doing,  he 
suffered  him  still  to  continue  his  tenant 
for  the  same  property.  But  he  found 
that,  at  the  end  of  a  year  and  a  half, 
he  could  again  get  no  rent  whatever;  and 
he  then  said  to  the  man,  **  take  all  you 
have,  everything  that  belongs  to  you,  and 
I  will  not  require  from  you  any  rent,  but 
go  your  ways,  and  let  me  have  my  pre- 
mises." And  what  was  the  rent  agreed 
for  ?    Actually  less  than  9s.  per  acre  of 

fairarabte  land.    He  knew  the  landlord* 
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Hf  wdff  a  ^({fgyman  of  the  EstablMhed 
CbMrch*  He  r^gided  in  £iigiaiid,  and  a 
por^  hHmilfte,  gen^roiitf  aad  considerate 
Hi^fk  tf)  the  poor  wa9  no  where  to  be 
foiipd'  Put  the  ieandal  wa«  against  the 
Ijindloid,  anft  the  people  had  not  stopped 
^  ask  if  it  were  true.  But,  when  they 
heard  of  ell  the  distress  and  oppression 

Ciroeeeding  from  the  landlords,  he  asked, 
qw  did  that  appear  f  Where  was  the 
prQQf  of  it  to  he  foiind  ?  If  he  went  into 
a  iieighbqnrbQod  and  found  the  old  anti- 
qiialed  buildings  giving  place  to  new  and 
magnificent  structures,  with  their  Turkish 
minarets,  or  tbeir.Greeian  colonnades,  and 
he  jiiquired,  whpse  property  is  this?  the 
reply  invariably  was,  <*  Oh  1  the  old  land* 
lord  is  gone ;  a  pew  one  has  possession  2" 
and>  generally  speakiQg,  the  very  name  of 
the  new  poise^aion  at  once  enabled  him  to 
guess  c^t  the  source  firom  which  he  derived 
his  ineans,  But  some  said  the  distress 
of  the  landlords  was  occasioned  by  their 
own  e^travegAPee.  The  assertion  was 
monstrous  upon  the  face  of  it.  Was  it 
to  he  belie?ed,  that  aU  at  once  men,  who 
could  trace  the  ppssession  of  the  property 
they  now  hald  to  Norman,  and  even  to 
Saxop,  ancestors  had  beep  seised  with  a 
demon-lil^e  spirit  of  destruPtive  absurdity 
thatinyolved  themselves  and  all  about  them 
in  ruin  9nd  misery  ?  Was  it  not  far  more 
reasonably  to  attribute  such  conduct  to 
some  powerful  and  irresistible  force  acting 
upon  its  victims  ?  The  distresa  and  the 
misery  hiu}  gone  on  iuqreasing  and  in« 
creasing  from  the  first  step  taken  towards 
inakiog  the  aUeration  of  the  currency  up 
to  the  present  moment*  It  was  true  there 
had  been  periods  of  recovery.  The  State 
physician  was  in  attendance,  but  not 
always  practising  depletion.  When  he 
fquud  that  his  victim  writhed  too  severely, 
and  tbrefitened  to  expire,  then  the  State 
pbysioiau  administered  relief;  but  be  ad- 
ministered it  only  in  order  that  when  the 
patiept  h^d  acquired  renewed  strength, 
the  work  of  proatration  might  be  renewed. 
At  some  of  the  observations  which  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
member  for  Tamworth,  he  was  greatly 
astonished*  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
complained  that  the  report  of  the  Bullion 
Committee  had  been  adopted.  Why,  of 
course  it  had.  It  was  owing  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  that  Committee  the  Bank 
began  its  preparations.  The  feeling  of  the 
House  was  seen  by  the  Bank,  and  it  acted 
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of  the  speeeh  ef  the  right  hon.  BaiancI 

that  was  so  nitevly  inconsistent  with  his 

known  prinoiplea,  ^nd  oft-vepeatad  views, 

and  high  charaetev,  that  bu€  for  those 

considerationa,  be  should  have  caneluded 

that  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  appealed 

aa  he  did  to  the  labouring  olaases*  as  ep^ 

posed  to  the  supporters  of  his  motion,  his 

object  was  to  eaeile  a  servile  vrar.    The 

House  would  remember  that  he  had  dis* 

tinclly  stated,  not  that  he  accused  the 

right  hon.  Baronet  of  any  intention  to 

eicite  a  servile  war,  but  that,  had  a 

stranger  spoken  out  as  the  right  hen. 

Baronet  did,  one  whose  principles  and 

whose  wishes  could  be  judged  or  only  bv 

that  speech,  he  would  have  come  to  that 

conclusion.    Another  point  in  the  speech 

of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  forcibly 

struck  him.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 

quoted  ffom  the  writings  of  that  great  men, 

Mr.  Bnrke.     He  was  proud  to  hear  him 

quote  from   such  an   authority;   but  it 

would  have  been  still  more  satisfactory  if 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  quoted  Irom 

one  who  upon  this  subject  was  a  still 

greater  authority,  and  that  was  the  right 

hon.  Baronet's  own  father.     From  the 

hour  the  change  was   projected,  up  to 

the    period    of   his   death,    that    able, 

successful,  and  highly  respected  man  was 

not  only  opposed  to  the  change,  but  de* 

olared  it  to  be  one  of  great  and  unnecessary 

injustice.    The  hon.  member  fw  Essex 

(Mr.  Baring)  had  made  some  propesitioos, 

and  they  were  really  of  such  a  character 

that  he  would  take  no  objection  to  them. 

He  should  like  greatly  to  see  them  adopted. 

Indeed  he  hoped,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 

did  not  himself  bring  forward  his  propesi- 

tions  as  a  substantive  motion,  that  some 

Other  hon.  Member  would  do  so.  Bat  the 

hon.  member  for  Essex  had  made,  and  for 

the  supportera  of  the  Motion  rather  aa 

awkward  allusion  to  what  had  been  dene 

in  Turkey.    It  appeared  that  in  Turitey, 

the  consequence  of  depreciation  was,  that 

a  piastre  which  wes  of  the  value  of  3t.  was 

reduced  to  3c2.    Now  that  was  oerUnily 

a  bad  ease  for  depreciation,  but  still  the, 

Gonduet  of  the  Grand  Viaier  had  not  been 

quite  so  unjust  as  the  oonduot  in  England. 

If  he  had  depreciated  he  had  never  be^ 

guilty  of  the  double  injuatiee  of  depreei- 

ating  and  then  increasing  the  value  of  the 

currency.  -Had  the  Grand  Viaier  ventured 

on  the  experiment,  in  all  probability  his 

head  would  have  been  made  to  answer  for 

it|  Mid  tbo  psoilty  would  bftto  booodo- 
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iBan^iBd  according  to  %he  m^oiit  approved 
forgia  of  the  politjpal  ecoo^miits  of  Turli^ey. 
Tha  House  bad  been  tqld  as  an  acgument 
agaiast  the  mqtiqp,  and  ipdeed  against  all 
aHeratioQs  of  the  ^tandar^  of  value,  that 
if  such  m  aUevalipa  was  made,  tlte  q9c«s- 
sary  oonseqoenii^e  woul4  h^»  that  the  gold 
nwuld  leave  the  CQuntry  for  part^  where 
the  gotd  standard  existed.  In  reply  to 
that  be  $aid>  then  it  mu^t  travel  far.  Was 
it  in  Fnince  that  a  gold  standard  would 
be  fQuqd  ?  }n  Gerinapy  ?  |n  fliissia  ?  Or 
ip  any  coqntry  in  Europe?  No ;  for  pone 
8||ch  existed*  Another  argument  used 
agaipst  the  Motion  was,  that  it  was  unqe- 
cessaf y,  fpr  there  was,  in  reality,  bpt  little 
distress  in  England.  He  could  conceive 
ikat  thqse  whp  were  cradled  in  luxury, 
i^nd  from  their  infancy  had  all  the  enjoy- 
inents  and  all  th^  adulation  which  wealth 
could  purchase,  should  in  the  midst  of 
apl^n^or  exclaim,  <*  Oh!  thare  can  be  no 
distress.''  But  to  the  man  who  looked 
abroad  and  judged  for  hin^self  there  was 
distress,  gigantjc,  appalling,  intolerable 
distress,  stalking  through  the  land.  Every 
^ay  brought  that  distress  nearer  in  con- 
tact vf ith  wealth ;  and  unless  some  means, 
powerful  means,  were  speedily  t«^ken  to 
arrest  its  progress,  it  would  soon  have 
destroyed  the  classes  i^pon  which  it  was 
now  feedingi  ^nd  then  the  country  would 
exhibit  the  spectacle  of  a  few  millionariei 
surrounded  by  starving  multitudes.  There 
would  no  longer  be  disputations  as  to  the 
aniQunt  or  carear  of  the  distress,  but  when 
too  late  the  truth  would  be  f^cknowledged 
ip  the  midst  of  general  ruin.  Let  any  man 
trac^  what  hau  passed  under  his  qwn 
experience,  apd  who  would  deny,  that  the 
distress  had  gone  on  increasing  ?  He  was 
old  enough  to  remember  when  in  England, 
happy,  free,  industrious  England,  if  a 
young  industrious  nian  took  to  himself  a 
wife,  )ie  did  so  with  the  certainty  that  his 
own  labour  would  provide  for  himself,  his 
partner,  and  bis  offspring  a  niaintenance. 
Th^  case  was  now  altered.  When  he 
beard  hon.  Members  talking  of  over* 
populatiout  and  the  consequent  necessity 
of  emigration,  \\e  really  could  not  contain 
bi^  fe^ings  of  indignation.  Was  it  not 
inonstrona  to  hear  soma  wealthy  philoso- 
pher^ raising  up  their  voices  for  erpigra- 
tioa,  and,  instead  of  ipending  the  distressed 
conditbn  of  the  nation,  telling  the  starv- 
ing multitude  around  them,  '^Go  perish 
and  starve  elsewhere ;  in  your  native  land 
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pelled"!  They  h^d  be^n  tol((  in  more 
quarters  than  nqp,  that  during  the  tifpe  of 
th^  high  prices,  the  ppuntry  w^^  ntyoying  a 
fictitiouaprosperityt  Wasther^ever  ^uchan 
argument  addressed  to  a  famishing  pppu- 
latipn  ?  It  was  rather  an  odd  way  tP  stop 
the  months  of  thp  peppl^  by  telltng  them 

*'  We  will  not  relieve  your  pistress  by  the 

maansyon  ask,  henause^  thpngh  ycu  would 

enjoy  prqsperity,  yQi|  would  ha  f^^djng  on 
fictitious  bacon,  clotj^ed  in  fictitbus 
clothesi  and  housed  in  air-built  pasties.*' 
It  wa9  somewhat  amusing  also  to  consider 
the  manner  in  which  the  Motion  had  bi^en 
met  by  Ministers.  On  a  former  evening, 
when  the  hon^  member  for  Birmingham 
proposed  an  inquiry  into  the  general 
causes  of  distress,  he  was  met  on  the  part 
of  Government  by  the  assertion  that  hia 
proposition  was  far  tpo  general,  and  tbat 
the  inquiry  he  asked  for  offered  no  hopes 
of  a  satisfaptory  termination^  After  that 
assertion  it  was  oqly  natural  to  suppose, 
that  a  motion  for  inquiry  into  one  of  the 
elements  constituting  the  distress  of  the 
people  would  ^t  once  be  taken  up  by  tha 
Ministers,  and  carried  as  a  matter  of 
course.  What,  however,  was  the  case? 
A  specific  motion  for  an  inquiry  intp  tho 
effect  of  the  currency  on  the  condition  of 
the  people  was  made,  and  Ministers,  with- 
out denying  the  possibility  that  the  nature 
of  the  currency  in  force  might  t^nd  in  prp- 
ducing  the  evil  under  which  the  country 
laboured,  met  it  with  a  declaratipn»  ths^t 
thst  specific  question  was  precisely  tb^ 
element  whiph  §hpuld  not  be  touched  uppn* 
Such  conduct  could  only  be  likened  to 
that  of  a  Coroper  who  should  tell  a  Jury  in 
a  case  of  murder  not  to  exftmine  any  evi- 
dence tending  to  criminate  a  particular 
individual  who  was  generally  supposed  to 
be  the  murderer.  The  supporters  of  the 
motion  for  inquiry  had  been  accused  of 
an  intention  of  confiscation  apd  plunder. 
Now  he  thought  it  very  hard  that  thejr 
own  statements,  expressly  denying  any 
such  intention,  should  nqt  be  deemed 
worthy  of  the  slightest  predencp.  Cer« 
tainlvy  from  that  very  Ministry,  who  bad 
sp  often  raised  up  their  indignant  voices 
when,  last  year,  upon  the  discussion  of  aa 
important  me^qre,  they  were  on  all  sidea 
assailed  with  the  cry  of,  '*  You  mean 
Reform,  yoq  sa^fi  but  we  know  you  mean 
revolution,"  claiming,  and  justly  claiming, 
to  have  their  own  words  to  the  contrary 
deemed  worthy  of  belief, — it  was  rather 
singular  to  l^ear  tl^^ir  int^tjoni  t^rf(ndc4 
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with  the  iosinaation  of  confiscation  and 
spoliation.  In  conclusion^  the  bon.  Mem* 
ber  earnestly  called  npon  the  House  not 
to  depreciate  the  character  of  the  first 
Reformed  Parliament  by  putting  the  ex« 
tinguisher  on  all  hopes  of  inquiry  into  the 
causes  of  that  distress  under  which  the 
country  laboured.  The  people  were  anx- 
ious and  inclined  to  think  well  of  the 
S resent  House  of  Commons ;  but  if  that 
louse,  at  the  dictation  of  the  Ministers, 
united  in  stifling  all  efforts  to  remedy  their 
wrongs,  their  present  feeling  in  their  favour 
would  speedily  turn  to  hatred  and  con- 
tempt 

Mr.  Walter  began  by  complimenting 
the  Ministers  on  the  resolute  and  decided 
manner  in  which  the  ill-judged  proposition 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven  had 
been  met  by  them.  He  thought,  that  the 
Reform  Bill  itself  was  hardly  of  greater 
moment,  or  the  firmness  and  good  sense 
displayed  on  that  occasion  by  his  Majes- 
ty's Government  more  conspicuous.  With 
reference  to  preceding  speakers,  it  was 
impossible  to  forget  the  powerful  and  con- 
Tincing  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  closed  the  preceding  night's  de- 
bate, and  who,  as  he  unanswerably  showed, 
had  been  roost  unjustly  attacked,  in  hav- 
ing his  celebrated  measure  of  1819  made 
the  subject  of  so  much  obloquy.  If  even 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  error  on 
that  occasion,  he  was  in  error  with  all 
those  who  possessed  the  highest  character 
as  statesmen :  he  was  prospectively  sanc- 
tioned by  repeated  resolutions  of  that 
House,  by  the  terms  on  which  every  loan 
had  been  raised,  and  by  the  original  Bank 
Restriction  Act  itself;  all  of  which  con- 
templated, and  pledged  the  Legislature  to 
a  direct  resumption  of  cash  payments  at 
the  end  of  the  war.  The  bill  of  1 8 19  had, 
indeed,  been  called  Mr.  Peel's  Bill ;  but 
did  he  stand  alone  in  his  advocacy  of  it? 
Had  not  his  opinion  of  the  necessity  of  re- 
verting to  cash  payments  been  supported 
throughout  the  whole  period  of  their  sus- 
pension by  all  the  most  eminent  men  ex- 
isting in  the  country — ^by  Mr.  Fox,  Mr. 
Pitt,  and  by  all  persons  constituting  the 
great  mass  of  intellect  in  the  country  ? 
Of  those  eminent  persons  Lord  Granville 
alone  remained;  and  had  they  not  his 

Ettblished  opinion,  that  we  never  could 
ave  any  security  as  to  our  finances  till 
vre  returned  to  cash  payments,  and  bank 
paper  became  convertible  into  gold  at  the 

wtU  of  the  holder  2    If  the  opinioQ  were 


erroneous,  it  was  Aie  error  of  able  men  • 
but  he  did  not  believe  it  was  an  error* 
for,  however  severe  might  have  been  the 
recent  pressure,  we  had  had  no  shocks  or 
violent  concussions  like  that  of  1825; 
and  as  to  the  pressure,  severe,  though  it 
was  allowed  to  be,  he  denied  that  it  had 
resulted  exclusively  from  the  return  to 
cash  pajrroents.  The  evidence  of  facts  con- 
tradicted that  supposition ;  for  if  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  currency  had  created  the 
distress,  it  would  have  affected  all  articles 
of  sale  alike ;  whereas  the  pressure  upon 
them  had  been  by  no  means  equal  or 
similar.  Take  cotton,  for  instance;  that 
article  was  at  a  very  low  rate;  but  as  to 
the  chief  article  of  human  subsistence, 
com,  com  was  even  now  at  as  high  apnea 
as  when  the  bill  for  the  resumption  of 
cash  payments  came  into  operation,  and 
had  even  been  much  higher.  The  aver- 
age price  of  wheat  in  the  five  years  pie- 
ceding  1825  was  578,  a-quarter ;  in  the 
five  years  following,  62^. ;  and,  in  1830, 
64s.  Now,  corn  and  cotton  were  paid 
for  in  the  same  currency ;  and,  indeed, 
the  prices  of  articles  varied  in  almost 
every  possible  degree,  which  could  not  be 
the  case  if  the  currency  were  the  sole 
cause  of  generally  low  prices.  Cotton 
had  fallen  from  2Qd.  to  6d.  a^pound ;  but 
who  were  the  sufferers  by  that?  The 
Americans,  the  growers;  not  the  English, 
the  purchasers.  The  truth  was,  that  all 
the  articles  of  British  manufacture  had 
fallen  in  the  general  market,  and  would 
have  fallen,  whatever  had  been  the  material 
of  our  currency,  from  the  immense,  un« 
exampled,  and  increasing  competition  to 
which  they  had  been  exposed  since  the 
war,  and  which  they  had  not  before  expe- 
rienced. There  was  not  a  single  article 
of  British  industry  which  had  not  met  a 
severe  rivalry,  and  consequent  depreda- 
tion, in  every  foreign  market.  To  that 
cause,  and  the  advancement  of  machinery, 
ought  the  member  for  Whitehaven,  and 
those  who  agreed  with  him,  to  ascribe  the 
distress,  rather  than  to  the  currency.  The 
present  attempt  to  return  to  paper  pay- 
ments obviously  rested  on  no  ground 
whatever  of  reason  ;  and  if  they  came  to 
authority,  the  authority  of  great  names 
and  of  reputation  for  constitutionai  know« 
ledge,  that  he  had  shown  to  be  altogether 
in  favour  of  the  return  to,  and  inviolable 
preservation  of,  cash  payments.  Unless, 
then,  it  were  wished  to 'see  renewed  the 

bubble  ichenes  and  dishonest  prqjecti  ot 
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,  1825^  Parliftment  would  not  agaia  tamper 
with  the  currency.  There  was  enough  of 
business  before  the  House  without  re- 
embarking  in  such  a  sea  of  troubles. 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  said,  that  he  and 
those  with  whom  he  acted,  in  reference  to 
this  question,  did  not  seek  anything  be^ 
vond  a  currency  convertible  into  gold. 
He  hoped  it  was  scarcely  necessary  for 
bim  to  assure  the  House,  that  no  project 
80  inexpedient  and  so  unjust  could  have 
ever  entered  their  minds,  as  a  change  in 
the  currency  to  the  extent  which  some 
Gentlemen  imagined.  There  was  no  in- 
tention nor  desire  on  the  part  of  those  who 
supported  the  Motion  to  issue  paper  to 
any  mischievous  extent,  or  under  such 
arrangements  as  would  endanger  the  pro- 
perty of  persons  as  it  had  been  endangered 
formerly  upon  the  failure  of  private  bankers. 
Per  his  own  part,  all  he  desired  was  to 
carry  into  effect  the  plan  of  the  late  Sir 
Robert  Peel — a  man  whose  memory  was 
cherished  and  respected  by  every  man  who 
knew  him»  The  late  Sir  Robert  Peel's 
plan  was,  that  private  bankers  should 
place  a  certain  sultn  of  money—- say 
20,000/.  or  any  given  sum — in  the  hands 
of  Government  Commissioners,  and  that 
the  persons  making  such  a  deposit  should 
be  entitled  to  the  interest,  and  also  be 
permitted  to  issue  notes  equal  in  amount 
to  the  deposit.  This  plan  would  allow 
the  banker  to  carry  on  a  profitable  busi- 
ness, and  it  would  afford  the  holder  of 
private  bankers'  notes  an  ample  security 
in  the  deposit  standing  in  the  names  of 
Government  Commissioners.  This  was  the 
opinion  of  a  practical  man.  The  present 
right  hon.  Baronet  of  the  same  name 
entertained  a  di£ferent  opinion.  He  beg- 
ged the  House,  however,  to  recollect  that 
the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel  had  made  a  large 
fortune,  whilst  the  present  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  only  spending  one.  Much 
was  said  in-  approval  of  the  present  coin- 
age. The  House  bad  been  told  repeatedly 
that  the  present  system  of  coinage  worked 
well ;  but  did  the  country  know  what  the 
House  paid  for  it?  He  believed  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  had  stated,  that  the 
amount  of  metallic  currency  in  circulation 
was  20,000,000/.  Now,  taking  that  sum 
as  the  amount,  if  Gentlemen  would  take 
the  trouble  of  calculating,  they  would  find 
that  the  additional  expense,  and  therefore 
the  additional  taxation,  imposed  on  the 
country  by  such  an  amount  of  coin, 
amounted  to  I>400,000/,  per  annum.  Why 


we  should  keep  up  so  laq;e  an  amount  of 
metal  in  circulation,  at  an  enormous  ex- 
pense, in  opposition  to  the  system  pursued 
in  most  of  the  other  countries  of  Europe, 
he  could  not  conceive.    He  would  only 
notice  the  relative  circumstances  of  this 
country  and  Russia,  with. respect  to  its 
metallic  circulation.    Russia  had  paper 
rubles  and  silver  rubles.     The  silver  rublep 
were  not  a  legal  tender  in  that  country, 
but  the  paper  rubles  were.     Russia  had 
scarcely  any  other  circulation  but  paper, 
and  yet  that  country  was  prosperous,  and 
every  nation  in  Europe  trembled  at  her 
power.    He  would  not  detain  the  Housey 
but  he  be^ed  leave  to  read,  as  an  illus- 
tration of  his  opinions,  the  late  Sir  Robert 
Peel's  comparison  between  a  restricted  and 
an  abundant  circulation,  with  a  view  to 
national  prosperity—'  A  restricted  circu* 
lation  never  fails  to  create  every  evil 
which  can  affiict  an  industrious  people. 
Scarcity  of  money,  unpurchased  manu- 
factures, deficiency  of  employment,  un* 
paid    rentSy  dejected   agriculture,  and 
unproductive  commerce — these  are  the 
mischiefs  which  necessarily  distress  the 
individual  and  embarrass  the  community, 
whilst  its  circulation  is  deficient;  and  m 
our  peculiar  circumstances  these  mischiefs 
are  greatly  aggravated  by  the  fearful 
load  of  taxes  by  which  we  are  oppresse4* 
When  money,  on  the  other  hand,  be- 
comes abundant,  it  may  always  be  pro- 
cured at  a  moderate  mterest;  bills  of 
exchange,  and  other  private  securities  are 
readily  discounted ;  and  every  individual 
who  has  property  or  credit  is  accommo- 
dated with  loans  according  to  his  neces- 
sities.   With  an  abundant  circulation, 
ingenuity  is  put  to  a  stretch,  in  order  to 
find  the    means   of  subsistence  —  the 
manufacturers  are  all  occupied  —  our 
merchants  send  out  additional  adventures 
— 'the  ship-owners  have  freights  at  Uieir 
command — the  produce  of  the  husband- 
man is  consumed  by  a  busy  people- 
rents  are  more  easily  paid — and  taxes  are 
more  readily  collected.    Such  are  the 
benefits  resulting  to  individuals,  and  to 
the  State  from  an  abundant  circulation. 
It  may  occasion   some  inconveniences, 
but  these  can  be  sufficiently  obviated  by 
judicious  regulations.' 

Mr.  Morrison^  being  strongly  impressed 
with  the  belief,  that  to  a  tampering  with 
the  currency  in  past  years  much  of  the 
present  distress  of  the  country  was  attri- 
butable^  expressed  his  intention  of  votinf 
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agniitiit  tli«  Motion  or  the  hon.  ttietrt- 
bet*  fbf  Whitehaven,  t'hey  all  retnem- 
bef^  wh^t  had  been  the  effect  of  some  of 
the  ch&oged  that  had  been  made  in  our 
currency ;  and  if  they  were  now  to  go  back 
to  the  former  system,  it  would  bring  about 
such  a  panic  as  that  of  1625,  and  he  must 
be  ft  bold  man  who  could  say,  that  a 
nation  could  bear  such  ft  chftnge  more 
than  once.  From  the  opportunities  he  had 
had  of  judging  the  sentiments  of  commer- 
ciftl  ttien  on  the  subject  of  the  Motion,  his 
belief  was,  that  it  was  regarded  as  one 
whidh  it  Would  be  improper  for  PaHiament 
seriously  to  entertain.  The  generd  im- 
pression a^  tb  the  object  of  the  Motion 
was,  thftt  the  statidard  df  the  country  was 
to  be  lowered,  and  hence  he  was  assured 
arose  the  opt)ositlon  made  to  it.  If  it 
were  thought,  that  Goyernmeut  intended 
to  support  the  proposition,  there  Would, 
before  iid^,  have  been  remotistrfthces 
ftgainst  it  frohi  all  the  commerciftl  and  ma- 
nufacttiriiil^  dliMeS.  Thftt  the  ctfculation 
of  th^  coUiil^  wfts  suffieieut  fbr  all  its 
wants  wftS  pfov^  by  the  fact  of  the  lafge 
number  of  deposits  in  the  baukd.  Such 
deposits,  atid  to  So  Iftrge  an  ftmount.  Would 
not  be  left  if  the  clrdulatiou  wefe  less  than 
the  wants  of  the  country  r^qdlred.  He 
had  ascertaitied  from  taHous  parts  of  the 
country  that  the  laMryers  generally  had 
clients  with  plerity  of  money  to  advatice 
upon  se(^urity»  but  the  difficulty  WaS  to  find 
any  means  of  employiiig  capital  to  advant- 
age. It  was  his  opinion,  that  the  circu- 
latiot),  So  far  from  bfeing  scanty,  was,  if 
anything,  too  abundant,  as  the  stftte  of 
th^  moHdy  market  at  the  present  moment 
proved.  The  Bftnk  of  England  had  been, 
iu  mfttty  instances,  doing  all  in  its  power 
to  fbfce  its  uotes  into  cifculation  \  but  as 
fkst  as  they  went  out  they  returned  again 
in  the  fortn  of  deposits.  The  hon.  Mem* 
ber  by  wholn  the  presetit  Motion  Was  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  seemed  to  say,  that 
his  chi^f  object  was  xht  relief  of  the  lauded 
interest ;  but  a  relief  to  that  class  could 
never  be  effected  in  the  manner  whii:hhe 
Contemplated  otherwise  than  by  a  depre- 
eiatiou  of  the  standard  of  Value.  What  was 
peculiar  in  the  case  Was,  thftt  the  persons 
who  tvere  read  y  to  advance  money  were  gene- 
rally of  the  humbler  classes,  whose  capitals 
did  Hot  exceed  1 ,000/.  But  he  was  con- 
vinced, that  the  landowners  and  farmers  did 
not  Want  the  measure  proposed,  any  more 
than  the  fnauufftcturers  and  merchauts. 
The  hott.  member  for  Essex  (Mr*  Baring) 


had  deuiecl  th!^  With  resptet  to  fisset» 
but  he  begged  leave  to  remind  the  HoUse» 
that  thftt  county  had  loiig  beeU  represetit^d 
by  a  Gentleman  of  property  in  it,  whOle 
views  of  the  currency  were  peculiar;  ftnd, 
probably,  when  the  hou.  member  for 
North  Essex  (Mr.  Baritig)  6aid,  that  he 
had  received  commutiications  from  the 
county  in  favour  of  the  ftttetatioh  of  the 
currency,  he  might  haVe  susp^ct^d  that 
such  commutiicatiohs  might  have  come 
fVom  the  enem/s  camp.  He  could  speak 
from  a  personal  knowledgi^  ot  the  counti^ 
around  Essex,  and  dould  say,  thftt  the 
people  cared  uothihg  about  Mr.  Attwood^s 
Motiou.  All  they  wanted  was  a  reduction 
of  taxes,  eConbmy  Itt  rivery  branch  of  ex- 
penditure, and  ati  abolition  of  stuecutes, 
f tensions,  ftild  useless  places.  He  believed, 
hat  the  Uature  of  business  in  this  country 
Was  so  complex,  thftt  it  depended  OH  Ach 
numerous  causes  and  accidents,  ftnd  Was 
connected  With  such  iuuuhierable  interests 
and  stich  ft  diversity  of  clasfteii,  that  it 
might  be  said,  that  ftl  atiy  time  6f  prol- 
perity  there  existed  hiuch  of  distress, 
whilst  during  the  Worst  peridd^  ofdistrete 
it  would  ndt  be  difficult  to  ftnd  out  greftt 
masses  of  prosperity.  Much  grebt^t  dis^ 
tress,  if  one  might  judge  from  the  number 
of  bankruptcies,  had  existed  in  the  years 
of  greatest  depreciation — those  fVom  1811 
to  18l4,  the  years  of  depreciation,  which 
the  hon.memberfbrWhitenavencalled  years 
of  prosperity.  He  should  say,  that  the  great 
body  of  the  people  were  not  now  in  such 
distress  as  they  were  theti.  He  believed, 
that  the  distress  existed  otily  among  the 
middle  classes  of  the  comniutiity.  When 
the  hon,  methber  for  Wexford  talked  of 
the  distresses  being  produced  by  the  Bill 
of  1819,  he  should  likewise  take  ibto  con- 
sideration the  many  who  had  been  mined 
by  the  tampering  with  the  currency  before 
that  period.  The  previous  atteratiofts  of 
the  currency  had  most  materially  affected 
the  poor,  and  nothing  that  could  be  done 
by  the  House  with  respect  to  the  curreuey 
could  afford  them  aby  relief.  When  any 
class  was  distressed,  Gknrernmeiit  had 
always  been  called  upon  fbr  ftn  issue  of 
paper;  and  Lord  Liverpool  ji^vitig  issued 
4,500,000/.  in  1823  for  the  relief  of  the 
agricultural  classes  Wa4,  he  believed,  the 
ground  on  which  so  Many  now  hoped,  thftt 
Ministers  would  consent  to  an  increase  of 
the  currency.  From  1754,  the  price  of 
agricultural  produce  had  increased,  and 
that  class  of  the  community  had  oothiii{ 
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to  compkin  of.  If  th6  hon.  member  for 
Whitehaven  meant  that  his  plan  should 
only  have  the  effect  of  lowering;  the  inter- 
est on  the  funds,  it  would  be  tAuch  more 
honourable  and  fair  to  directly  tax  the 
funds  than  to  derange  all  the  contracts 
between  tn&U  and  man  merely  to  attain 
that  object.  With  tespect  to  the  question 
which  had  been  tnooted  of  the  co-existence 
of  a  silver  and  gold  staiidard,  he  Would 
say,  that  he  should  have  no  objection  to 
flUch  a  scheme^  provided  the  standards 
could  be  made  of  exactly  equal  value. 
He,  however,  doubted  whether  equalisation 
could  be  effected  on  the  Whole.  He  con- 
tended that  a  r^duttioti  of  taxes  and 
general  ecotiomy,  were  the  measures  which 
would  afford  the  country  a  much  greater 
extedt  of  relief,  than  auy  alteration  in  the 
currency. 

Sir  John  Wrottesley^  Who,  on  rising,  was 
interrupted  by  cries  of  "  Question,'' 
said,  he  had  been  too  lotig  a  Member  of 
that  House  to  be  put  down  by  such  cries, 
and  those  who  would  tiot  hear  him  might 
depend  Upon  it  that  th^  should  hear 
nobody  else  till  he  had  Spokeit.  It  was 
his  decided  opitiion,  that  th6  present 
Motion  w^s  substantially  to  inquire  into  the 
distress  of  the  country ;  and  that  that  dii* 
tress  existed  might  be  gathered  fVom  what 
had  fallen  from  the  last  speaker,  atid  from 
several  Returns  Which  had  been  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  that  House,  'the  conclusions 
which  had  been  drawn  by  the  fight  hod. 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
relative  to  the  diminution,  or  rather  to 
the  non-existetice  of  distress  Were  most 
incorrect.  That  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  alluded  to  the  Poor-rates  of  Birming^ 
ham,  froiii  which  he  had  no  returns}  but 
he  could  takte  Upon  himself  to  say,  that 
at  WolferhamptoU  the  case  was  directly 
(he  reverse.  The  poor-rates  had  been 
doubled  since  1894,  and  it  was  impossi-^ 
ble  thMt  Wolverhampton  could  be  thus 
sufllbring,  and  Birmingham  be  prosperous. 
He  stated  this  fhct  on  the  authority  of  the 
gehtlemsn  who  had  been  sent  there  as  a 
Commissioner  to  inquire  into  the  Poor- 
laws,  arid  he  Btated>  that  the  administra' 
tion  of  the  poor  there  was  well  managedi 
Nevertheless  the  Poor-rates  had  doubled  i 
that  surely  was  an  evidence  of  prosperity 
in  that  ibdustrious  eotnmunity.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  also  referred  to  the 
increase  of  the  tolls  on  the  Birmingham 
Canal ;  but  the  old  Birmingham  Canal  had 
Inel^ased  its  fevenuei  not  from  any  in« 


ctease  of  trcide,  but  on  account  of  nearly 
half  a  million  of  money  having  been  laid 
out  on  improvements ;  and  the  increased 
receipts  by  the  Worcester  and  Birming'- 
ham  Canal  proprietors,  arose  entirely  from 
the  city  of  Gloucester  having  been  opened 
as  a  port.  Other  canal  shares^were  known 
to  be  depteciated,  and  he  could  name 
cases  where  shares  had  fallen  (torn  1,200/. 
to  650^,  whilst  in  another  case  Shares 
which  had  been  worth  160/*  each  had 
fallen  to  85^.  In  the  same  proportion 
had  fallen  the  value  of  lands,  ma^hinefy^ 
and  of  cverj^  Species  of  saleable  fx^perty. 
The  right  hoU.  Gentleman  (Mi*.  Poiilett 
Thomson),  therefore,  was  efroheoUS  in  his 
statements.  There  never  had  been  a  period 
in  which  the  talUc  of  property  had  been 
so  depreciated  as  between  the  yetirs  1800 
and  the  pt-esent  time.  He  demanded  nn 
inquiry  into  the  cAUSe  df  this.  He  believed, 
that  Government  had  done  nil  in  its  poWe^ 
to  reduce  expehditufe,  And  had  i^dneed  It 
as  much  as  possible,  for  11  hAd  been 
brought    down    from     l9»000,000/i    to 

14,000,0001.  since  the  pe^e  t  nnd  it  was 

not  therefore  extrnordinarjr  that  the  people 
should  demand  an  luquiry  why  the  dis- 
tresses still  continued.  He  denied,  that 
he  had  any  wish  to  alter  the  standard  of 
the  currency.  What  was  the  meaning  of 
the  word  "  standard  T  Could  any  Gen- 
tleman who  heard  him,  say  what  was  the 
standard  value  of  the  W.  sterling?  This 
question  had  been  put  to  Bit  Matthew 
Hale,  when  disputes  had  arisen  respecting 
the  value  of  fines  in  the  Exchequer^  and 
that  great  Judge,  with  all  his  antiquarian 
knowledge,  could  not  answer  it  With  any 
Certainty,  or  even  deoide  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  word  sterling.  Legally 
the  pound  sterling  was  a  pound  of  silver. 
What  was  a  standard  but  a  fluctuating 
point  ?  The  value  of  money  was  for  ever 
varyin§^,  and  had  Varied  in  this  country 
many  times  between  the  year  1792  and  the 
present  period.  The  hon.  Member  then 
proceeded  to  read  several  tablesi  showing 
the  fluctuations  in  the  currency,  which^ 
he  said,  showed,  that  throughout  the 
various  alterations  whichhad  been  made  for 
the  better  or  worse,  it  had  always  Occurred^ 
that  the  Government  had  produced  a 
favourable  alteration  jUst  before  each 
dissolution,  so  as  to  please  the  people  at 
a  time  when  new  Representatives  were  to 
be  chosen.  Among  other  similar  instances, 
the  hon.  Member  stated,  that  in  1816  and 
1817  there  had  existed  the  greatest  dis^^ 
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treiSf  owing  to  the  uDfkvonrable  state  of 
the  circalation;  but,  in  1818,  juat  before 
Parliament  was  dissolved.  Government  had 
contrived  to  produce  an  additional  issue 
of  3,000,000  of  bank  notes,  which  was 
of  course  intended  as  a  bolstering  up  of 
a  fictitious  state  of  prosperity.  This  fully 
appeared  by  the  fact,  that  after  the  Par- 
liament had  been  returned.  Government 
brought  the  circulation  down  again,  and 
in  1822  the  circulation  was  brought  down 
80  low,  that  the  whole  country  combined  in 
sending  up  petitions  for  relief  from  their 
distresses.  In  1 823,  the  Bank  of  England 
lent  1, 400,000/. on  mortgage, which  served, 
with  other  advances,  to  bring  down 
interest,  from  five  per  cent  to  four,  and 
many  were  ruined  in  consequence.  To 
this  might  also  be  attributed  all  the  spe- 
culations of  1824,and  the  panic  and  ruin  of 
1825.  Had  he  not  a  right,  therefore,  to 
attribute  much  mischief  to  the  transactions 
of  the  Bank  of  England  ?  He  brought 
no  charge  against  the  Bank  particularly, 
as  it  was  proved,  that  it  had  become  sen* 
•ible  of  its  error,  meaning  only  to  point 
out  the  eflfects  it  produced.  This  country 
was  the  great  mart  of  the  exchanges,  and 
it  must  be  afiected  as  long  as  a  gold 
circulation  was  maintained  by  the  fluctua* 
tions  of  every  country  in  Europe.  What 
he  wished,  was,  to  contract  the  circulation 
which  was  dependent  on  foreign  countries, 
in  order  to  avoid  such  fatal  fluctuations 
and  derangements  of  the  circulation.  He 
was  therefore  very  anxious  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  proposed  Committee;  and 
what  he  particularly  wished  that  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  would  be,  the  ques* 
tion,  whether  there  could  not  be  such  an 
adiustment  of  the  one-pound  note  cir* 
culation  as  to  prevent  the  gold  from  going 
out  of  the  country.  As  it  was,  the  farmer 
was  called  upon  to  pay  two  quarters  of  com 
for  the  one  which  he  had  formerly  received. 
He  would  readily  vote  for  the  Committee ; 
which  might  first  inquire  into  the  general 
distress,  might  next  ascertain  the  connec* 
tion  between  that  and  the  monetary  system, 
and  might  afterwards  inquire  into  effects 
of  the  various  changes  in  that  system  in 
the  different  classes  of  the  country.  The 
Committee  might  examine  auctioneers, 
surveyors,  and  others  concerned  in  the 
transfer  of  property,and  the  facts  they  would 
communicate  would  be  far  better  than  all 
the  theories  puttogether.  He  could  not  vote 
for  the  Motion  of  his  noble  friend,  because 
it  appeared  to  him  dangerous  to  place  on 


the  records  of  the  House  «  Reaolaiioo^ 
that  the  standard  was  not  to  be  depre* 
ciated  when,  in  case  of  a  war  ensuing^ 
that  might  be  a  necessary  measure. 

Mr.  John  Smith  was  rather  surprised  at 
many  of  the  arguments  he  haa  heard. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  spoken  of  the  fall 
of  profits  of  canals  as  a  criterion  of  dis- 
tress ;  but  the  public  funds  betrayed  no 
symptom  of  that  disease.  Had  the  three 
per  cents  fallen  ?  They  were  as  market- 
able as  ever ;  and  many  people  desired  to 
have  them.  Without  meaning  to  throw 
any  imputations  on  any  hon.  Members,  he 
must  say,  that  he  doubted  many  of  the 
stories  of  distress  which  had  been  told  the 
House.  He  had  heard,  on  what  he  was 
told  was  good  authority,  though  he  did 
not  know  the  Gentleman,  that  all  the 
population  of  Manchester  engaged  in  the 
spinning  business  got,  hicluding  men, 
women,  and  children,  lOs.  a- week  wages. 
He  was  not  particularly  acquainted  with 
Oldham,  but  he  believ^,  that  the  Poor- 
rates  in  that  district  were  remarkably  low. 
What  he,  however,  chiefly  rose  to  say  was 
this :— He  was  as  sure,  as  that  the  sun 
would  rise  to-morrow,  that  if  the  issue  of 
small  notes  was  allowed,  there  would  be 
again  a  panic.  He  was,  in  1825,  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  of  Bankers,  and  in 
that  capacity  had  frequently  to  wait  upon 
the  Bank  of  England  with  persons  solicit- 
ing relief,  and  he  had  a  good  opportunity 
of  knowing  the  circumstances  of  many 
persons ;  and  he  could  assure  the  House, 
that  many  honest  and  industrious  men, 
who  had  then  been  obliged  to  make  great 
sacrifices,  had  struggled  on  for  years  after- 
wards,  but  were  in  the  end  ruined  in 
consequence  of  the  shock  they  then 
received.  He  knew  certainly,  that  the 
one-pound  notes  then  found  were  of 
|reatuse;  but  the  Bank  did  not  want  then 
tor  itself;  it  could  have  paid  all  demands 
on  it  without  them,  but  they  were 
of  use  to  lend  to  others.  He  knew  that 
the  Bank  of  England  then  lent  millionsi 
and  that  many  of  those  who  borrowed 
notes  carried  them  to  the  Bank  in  half  an 
hour  an4  demanded  specie  for  them. 
Another  panic,  not  less  than  that  of  1825. 
must  ensue  from  issuing  small  notes.  If 
the  Bank  of  England  were  to  suspeod  its 
payments,  all  the  bankers  of  England 
would  be  ruined;  and  what  then  would 
be  the  state  of  the  oountry?  All  the 
manufacturers  were  paid  in  the  notes  of 
the  country  bankers;  and  if  they  weiw 
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nunady  &e  put  it  to  the  Hoase  if  society 
coald  go  on  ?  No;  there  would  be  one 
wide  scene  of  devastation^  misery,  and 
civil  war.  He  admitted  the  honesty  of 
the  intentions  of  those  who  supported  the 
Motion,  but  he,  for  one,  protested  against 
it ;  and  he  trusted  the  House  would  not 
forget  its  sacred  duty,  and  would  preserve 
the -prosperity,  the  interest,  the  honour, 
and  the  integrity,  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Mcttthias  Attwood  rose  to  reply, 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
sounded  the  same  alarm  when  it  was  pro- 
posed to  appoint  a  Committee  on  the 
subject  of  the  currency  a  few  years  back. 
He  had  come  down  every  day  to  the  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Bank  Charter,  predicting 
roin  to  credit  from  their  inquiries ;  but  none 
of  the  consequences  which  he  had  fore- 
told came  to  pass,  and  there  was  no 
reason  to  believe,  that  his  present  alarm 
had  any  other  foundation  than  his  own 
timidity.  Those  Members  .who  voted  for 
the  Motion  would  pledge  themselves  to 
nothing  but  inquiry,  and  might  afterwards 
support  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Althorp)  without  inconsistency. 
The  ground  upon  which  he  supported  his 
Motion  was,  that  distress  existed,  that  it 
was  connected  with  their  monetary  system, 
and  that  no  inquiry  could  be  complete 
which  did  not  embrace  inquiry  into 
that  system.  He  had  been  charged  by 
the  noble  Lord  with  bringing  forward  a 
Motion  which  carried  with  it  a  deprecia- 
tion of  the  currency;  but  he  absolutely 
denied  the  justice  of  the  noble  Lord's  in- 
ference as  to  the  tendency  of  his  Resolu- 
tion. Those  who  made  that  charge  had 
no  authority  from  his  words,  for  making 
it.  He  had  reason,  therefore,  to  complain 
that  the  whole  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  and  other  speakers, 
bad  all  been  directed  against  his  speech, 
and  against  the  Motion,  on  that  fallacious 
inference.  The  Resolution  of  the  noble 
Lord  went  to  pledge  the  House  not  to 
lower  the  standard  of  value.  But  why  all 
his  horror  against  lowering  it,  when  the 
standard  had  been  successively  raised  at 
several  periods,  without  exciting  any' such 
honor,  though  that  was  as  dishonest  to- 
wards the  industrious  classes  as  lowering  it 
could  possibly  be  towards  those  who  lived 
on  fixed  incomes.  It  had  been  raised  beyond 
the  old  standard  of  1795.  It  had  been 
raised, ,  as  tlie  hon.  member  for  Essex 
admitted,  more  than  fifty  per  cent  above 
that  of  1815;  and  it  would  have  been 
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desirable,' therefore,  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  have  called  on  the  House  to  pledge 
itself  that  it  would  not  raise  the  standard 
any  further;  so  that  the  people  might 
have  had  some  guarantee  against  a  fur- 
ther rise,  and  might  have  been  no  longer 
the  victims  of  such  legislation.  It  was 
objected  to  his  Motion  that  it  led  to  some 
vague  and  undefined  danger.  There 
could  be  no  impropriety  in  all  those  who 
believed  distress  existed  voting  for  his 
Motion,  however  they  might  differ  in 
politics.  One-pound  notes  now  formed 
the  circulation  of  Ireland  and  Scotland ; 
and,  if  such  a  circulation  must  in'  this 
country  lead  to  convulsion,  the  subject 
on  that  account  alone  was  worth  consi- 
deration. The  noble  Lord  had  admitted,  in 
his  speech,  that  he  would  not  object  to 
silver  coined  into  GOs.  as  a  standard, 
but  he  would  object  to  it  coined  into 
62$.;  but  60s.  was  depreciation.  The 
noble  Lord,  therefore,  who  was  so  in- 
dignant about  depreciation,  and  talked 
about  dishonesty,  had  no  objection  to  let 
the  100/.  be  written  down  98/.  10s. ;  but 
to  write  it  down  95/.  was  dishonest,  was 
everything  that  was  bad.  He  could  not 
understand  such  bastard  integrity  as  that. 
That  might  be  keeping  faith  with  the 
public  creditor,  but  it  was  by  paying 
98/.  10s.  instead  of  100/. 

Lord  Althorp  explained  that  he  had 
said  be  would  only  consent  to  silver  as  a 
standard  so  coined,  if  it  were  not  deprecia- 
tion ;  and  if  itwere  depreciation  he  would 
not  consent  to  it. 

Mr.  Attwood  accepted  the  noble  Lord's 
emendation  ;  but  he  could  assure  him  that 
silver  at  60s.  would  «be  depreciation  ;  and 
then  it  appeared,  after  the  noble  Lord  had 
ihoved  a  Resolution  about  depreciation, 
and  talked  a  great  deal  about  it,  that  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  know  what  depreciation 
was.  The  hon.  Member  next  referred 
to  Mr.  Baring's  declaration,  that  he 
would  not  object  to  one-pound  notes. 

Mr.  Baring  begged  to  correct  the  hon. 
Member.  -  He  spoke  hypothetical] y,  and 
said,  that  if  the  two  other  conditions  he 
had  mentioned  were  fulfilled,  he  should 
not  then  object  to  consider  the  propriety 
of  issuing  one-pound  notes. 

Mr.  Attwood  continued :  The  hon. 
Member  had  in  1826  spoken  in  thestrongest 
terms  against  small  notes.  In  1830  also, 
when  he  (Mr.  Attwood)  had  moved  two 
resolutions,  one  of  which  related  to  the 
small  notes,  and  the  other  to  the  silver 
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standard,  the  bon.  Member  had  denounced 
the  small  notes,  apd  had  agreed  in  the 
propriety  of  the  silver  standard.  The  hon. 
Member  had  then  expressly  stated,  that 
by  adopting  silver  they  would  have  a  better 
chance  of  maintaining  the  standard  than 
by  the  gold  standard  only.  And  was  he 
now  to  be  condemned  for  recommending 
that  as  pending  to  depreciation,  which  the 
hon.  Member  said  would  maintain  the 
standard?  By  supporting  his  Motion, 
Members  would  pledge  themselves  to  no 
opinion ;  but  by  adopting  the  amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord,  they  would  pledge 
themselves  to  a  line  of  conduct  which,  if  a 
war  were  to  break  out — an  event  so  likely 
to  happen  that  it  was  stated  as  the  excuse 
for  keeping  up  our  large  military  establish- 
ments— must  be  departed  from  within  six 
months  after  that  event.  It  said,  that 
supply  and  demand  went  on  notwith- 
standing  the  change  in  our  currency^  and 
then,  he  would  ask,  why  object  to  his 
Motion  for  inquiry  ?  It  was  said,  that  he 
sought  a  depreciation  in  the  currency,  but 
he  denied  the  statement ;  he  never  had 
any  such  intention.  For  twenty  years  and 
upwards  the  currency  of  this  country  had 
been  depreciated ;  distress  followed  that 
change,  and  it  was  not  asking  too  much 
to  inquire  into  the  present  state  of  distress. 
The  system  he  advocated  was  that  which 
Mr.  Pitt  had  advocated,  and,  if  it  were 
followed  up,  no  doubt  it  would  lead  to  the 
most  beneficial  results.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  said,  he  could  no^  take  off  more 
taxes ;  perhaps  he  could  not  and  why  ? 
Because  of  our  debt  and  taxes,  and  the 
strange  alteration  in  our  currency.  In 
the  present  state  of  our  finances  we  could 
not  enter  into  war,  and  the  Government 
knew  it  well.  If  there  were  to-morrow  a 
proclamation  of  war  the  Bank  would  re- 
duce its  issues,  as  theyhad  done  before,  and 
every  man  could  calculate  upon  the  results. 
The  Bank  of  England  in  1793  had  pre- 
pared themselves  for  the  approaching 
crisis ;  and,  indeed,  they  would  have  been 
insane  if  they  had  not  done  so.  In  1810 
the  Bank  had  found  out  that  they  would 
be  driven  to  cash  payments;  they  restricted 
their  issues ;  and  thence  the  failure  which 
ensued  in  1812,  1813,  1814.  But  then 
it  was  said,  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  look  to  the  issues  of  the 
Bank  in  1817  and  1818.  Well,  admit 
the  greater  issues,  and  ha  would  ask  what 
had  that  to  do  with  this  question  ?  The 
year  1816  was  one  of  great  distress  to 


agriculture.  He  was  merely  nmkihtfdieao 

observations  in  answer  .  to  observations 
which  had  been  made  against  his  Motion; 
and  so  far  he  thought  be  was  entitled  to 
give  an  answer  to  them.  In  1816  it  was 
said  that  7,000,000  of  sovereigns  were 
issued  by  the  Bank,  but  that  took  place 
in  consequence  of  a  reduction  by  the  Bank 
of 'their  paper  issues.  On  a  question  of 
this  nature,  which  was  important  to  the 
public,  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  make 
these  observations*  [Here  an  interruptiim 
took  place^  the  Hmue  having  oefare 
frequently  ditplayed  markt  qfimpatienee^ 
and  a  cry  of  **  Turn  hint  out,'*  followed 
this  interruption.]  After  order  had  been 
restored  the  hon*  Member  continued.  The 
right  hon,  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  entered  into  elaborate  state* 
ments  to  show  that  no  distress  existed, 
which  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
strenuously  denied. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  said,  his  observa* 
tioQs  bad  been  mistaken  bv  the  hon* 
Member.  He  never  denied  tne  existeact 
of  distress,  but  he  said  it  wai  noi 
as  great  as  had  been  stated  by  the  boa  • 
Member. 

Mr.  Attwood :  Well,  distress  was  ad- 
mitted, and  that  was  all  he  contended  foiv 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  said,  **  Look  at 
tobacco  with  all  the  duty  upon  it»  and 
then  tell  the  House  of  public  distress." 
Why,  he  would  tell  the  House  and  the 
country  that,  notwithstanding  the  increase 
of  the  duty  on  tobacco,  still  great  distress 
existed.  He  thought  the  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  rather 
to  show  a  falling-off  than  an  improvement 
of  the  Mate  of  the  country.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  chosen  to  draw  m 
comparison  between  the  yean  1814  and 
1832,  and  had  endeavoured  to  show  that 
a  great  rise  in  the  consumption  had  taken 
place  between  those  periods.  He  had 
saidy  that  in  1814  the  consumption  of 
tobacco  was  15,273,0001bs. ;  and  io  1832 
20,235,0001bs,,  which  showed  an  increase 
of  thirty-one  per  cent,  on  the  consumption, 
while  the  increase  of  the  population  was 
twerrty^four  per  cent.  This,  however, 
arose  from  the  circumstance  that  tobacco 
had  been  entirely  excluded  from  the 
country  during  the  years  1813*14,  on 
account  of  the  American  War ;  and  sneii 
was  the  effect  of  the  exclusion^  that  th« 
price  had  risen  in  1814,  from  1  jrf  (th« 
price  in  181?)  to  1«.  2d,  Taking,  however, 
the  average  pf  the  three  years  previoiis  l# 
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man^^d  aoccnrcling  to  ^^e  m^o^t  approved 
fornui  of  the  politipal  (Bcogpmiatsof  Tur)c«iy. 
The  House  bad  been  told  ^8  an  argument 
against  the  motiqp,  and  indeed  against  all 
aiteratjioQa  of  the  ^tfindard  of  vsdpey  that 
if  such  an  alteratipn  was  made,  tl^e  neces- 
sary consequence  wonld  be,  that  the  gold 
urauld  l^ve  the  cnMi^ry  for  part^  where 
the  gold  standard  existed.  In  reply  to 
that  he  said>  then  it  must  travel  far.  Was 
it  in  France  that  a  gold  standard  would 
be  fpuqd  ?  |n  Gerniany  ?  {n  {Igssia  ?  Qr 
ip  any  conntry  in  Europe  ?  No ;  for  pone 
siich  existed*  Another  argument  used 
against  the  Mqtion  wa'i  that  it  was  unne- 
cessary* fpr  there  was,  in  reality,  but  little 
distress  in  England*  He  could  conceive 
that  those  who  were  cradled  in  luxury, 
and  from  their  infancy  had  all  the  enjoy- 
ments and  all  the  adulation  which  wealth 
could  purchase,  should  in  the  midst  of 
splendor  exclaim,  *'  Oh  I  there  can  be  no 
distress/'  But  to  the  man  who  loolced 
abroad  apd  judged  for  hims^f  there  was 
distress,  gigantic,  appalling,  intolerable 
distress,  stalking  through  the  land.  Every 
day  brought  that  distress  nearer  in  con- 
tact ^jth  wealth ;  and  unless  some  means, 
powerful  means,  were  speedily  ts^ken  to 
arrest  its  progress,  it  would  soon  have 
destroyed  the  classes  qpon  which  it  was 
now  feeding,  and  then  the  country  would 
exiiibit  the  spectacle  of  a  few  millionaries 
surronnded  hy  starving  multitudes.  There 
would  no  longer  be  disputations  as  to  the 
amount  or  career  of  the  distress,  but  when 
too  latf  the  trnth  would  be  acknowledged 
ip  the  n^id^t  of  general  ruin.  Let  any  man 
trace  what  had  passed  under  his  qwn 
experience,  apd  who  would  deny,  that  the 
distress  had  gone  on  increasing  ?  He  was 
old  enough  to  remember  when  in  England, 
happy,  free,  industrious  England,  if  a 
young  industrious  ipan  took  to  himself  a 
wife,  hq  did  so  with  the  certainty  that  his 
own  labour  would  provide  for  himself,  his 
partneri  and  his  offspring  a  maintenance. 
The  cate  was  now  altered.  When  he 
beard  hon.  Members  talking  of  over- 
popqlation,  and  the  consequent  necessity 
of  emigration,  he  roally  coqld  not  contain 
bi^  feelings  of  indignation.  Was  it  not 
monstrous  to  h^ar  some  wealthy  philoso- 
phers raising  up  their  voices  for  eipigra* 
tion,  and,  instead  of  ipeoding  the  distressed 
condition  of  the  nation,  telling  the  starv- 
ing mnltitnde  around  them,  "Go  perish 
and  starve  elsewhere ;  in  ypur  native  land 
yo^  are  sn^er^bon^^^t,  find  must  be  ex- 


pelled"! Tbay  ^$id  be^n  told  in  mora 
quarters  than  qqp,  that  during  the  timo  of 
the  high  prices,  the  country  W^4  enjoying  a 
fictitiouspsosperity,  Wasther^ever  9uch  an 

argument  addrfissed  tp  a  famishing  pppn* 

latipn  ?  It  was  rather  aq  odd  w^y  ^P  stop 
the  n^OHth*  of  the  pepplP  by  telHqg  them 
**  We  will  not  relieyg  your  distress  by  the 
means  you  ask,  heqaqse^  thqqgh  you  would 
enjoy  prosperity,  yoq  would  ha  t^^djng  qn 
fictjtiqus  bacoq,  clothed  in  fictitipqa 
clothes,  and  housed  in  air-built  castles.*' 
It  was  somewhat  amusing  also  to  consider 
the  manner  in  which  the  Motion  had  been 
met  by  Ministers.  On  a  former  evening, 
when  the  hon«  member  for  Birmingham 
proposed  an  inqqiry  iqto  the  general 
causes  of  distress,  be  was  met  on  the  part 
of  Government  by  the  assertion  that  his 
proposition  was  far  too  general,  and  that 
the  inquiry  he  asked  for  offered  no  hopes 
of  a  satisfaptory  termination*  After  that 
assertion  it  was  only  natqcal  to  suppose, 
that  a  motion  for  inquiry  into  one  of  the 
elements  constituting  the  distress  of  the 
people  would  at  once  be  taken  up  by  tha 
Ministers,  and  carried  as  a  platter  of 
course.  What,  however,  wap  the  ease? 
A  specific  motion  for  an  inquiry  into  the 
effect  of  the  currency  on  the  condition  of 
the  people  was  made,  and  Ministers,  with- 
out denying  the  possibility  that  the  nature 
of  the  currency  in  force  might  tend  in  pro- 
duping  the  evil  npder  which  the  country 
laboured,  met  it  with  a  deplaratipo,  that 
that  specific  question  was  precisely  thq 
element  which  ^hpuld  not  be  topcbed  npqn. 
Such  conduct  could  only  be  likened  to 
that  of  a  Coroner  who  should  tell  a  Jqry  in 
a  case  of  murder  not  to  examine  any  evi- 
dence tending  to  criminate  a  particular 
individual  who  was  generally  supposed  to 
be  the  murderer.  The  ^uppqr^ers  of  the 
motion  for  inquiry  had  been  accused  of 
an  intention  of  confiscation  and  plunder. 
Now  he  thought  it  very  hard  that  thejr 
qwn  statements,  expressly  denying  any 
such  intention,  should  not  be  deemed 
worthy  of  the  slightest  credence.  Cer- 
tainly, from  that  very  Ministry,  who  had 
so  often  raised  up  their  indignant  voicea 
when,  last  year,  upon  the  discussion  of  aa 
important  measqre,  they  were  on  all  sides 
assailed  with  the  cry  of,  **  You  mean 
Reform,  you  say,  but  we  know  yon  mean 
revolution,''  claiming,  and  justly  claiming, 
to  have  their  own  words  to  the  contrary 
deemed  worthy  of  belief, — it  was  rather 
sjngul^  to  bear  th^ir  intaptiqni  ^rand^ 
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Sir  Francis  Burdeit  said/  that  on  a 
subject  which  iDvoWed  the  consideration 
of  tne  standard  of  the  currency^  and  its 
effects  upon  the  country,  it  would  be  most 
unjust  to  expect  a  t>ledge  from  any  hon. 
Member  as  to  the  line  of  conduct  he 
would  pursue.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  about  the  distress  of  the  working 
classes,  and  the  labouring  poor,  but,  from 
all  he  could  learn  from  persons  competent 
to  form  a  proper  judgment  on  the  subject, 
he  was  inclined  to  hope  that  the  distress 
alluded  to  had  been  greatly  alleviated. 
What  he  meant  was,  that  they  were  not 
actually  without  food  and  raiment.  The 
landed  proprietors  would  be  affected  by 
any  distress  that  might  bear  heavily  upon 
the  working  classes;  but  in  his  opinion, 
even  if  distress  existed,  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  the  •  way  to 
alleviate  it.  He  might  be  willing  to  agree 
to  a  distinct  motion  for  inquiry  into  the 
distress  of  the  country,  but  he  certainly 
could  not  consent  to  questions  very 
different  in  their  nature,  being  mixed  up 
and  brought  forward  together. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  thought,  that  the  new 
proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  White- 
naven  was  so  important,  that  it  ought  to 
be  reserved  for  a  separate  and  distinct 
motion,  and  brought  forward  at  an  earlier 
hour,  in  order  that  its  discussion  might  be 
fully  and  fairly  entered  into.  He  un- 
doubtedly felt  unwilling  to  venture,  at  that 
late  hour,  to  state  his  view  of  a  matter  so 
important,  and  therefore  he  hoped  that, 
even  should  the  House  be  predisposed  to 
agree  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  new  pro- 
position, they  would  not,  at  all  events,  pre- 
judge the  question  by  a  hasty  decision ; 
for  they  should  recollect  that  the  functions 
of  the  Committee  of  Inquiry  described  in 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  Resolution  differed 
in  no  one  particular  from  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House.  The  subject  was  in 
fact  an  inquiry  into  the  state  of  the 
country  generally,  and  that  was  a  matter 
of  such  vast  importance,  that  it  belonged 
only  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House, 
apd  could  not  be  delegated  to  any  other 
or  separate  body.  In  common  justice, 
even  if  they  had  the  power,  they  ought 
not  to  substitute  a  private  Committee  for 
the  established  course  of  such  inquiries ; 
but,  whether  they  were  ready  to  assent  to 
to  or  deny  the  proposition,  he  hoped  they 
would  not  act  with  precipitation. 

Mr.  Hume  fully  concurred  in  what  had 
fallen  from  the  riglit  hon.  Baronet  as  to ; 


the  inexpediency  of  their  firoceeding  to 
the  appointment  of  the  proposed  Ohh- 
mittee.  The  objects  which  the  Committee 
would  have  to  inquire  into  should  be 
stated,  and  some  limitation  put  to  the 
inquiry,  before  its  appointment  was  agreed 
to.  When  such  a  motion  was  brought 
before  the  House  in  a  distinct  form, 
he  should,  in  all  probability,  vote  for  it 
but  at  present  he  must  oppose  it. 

Lora  Stormont  agreed,  that  a  hasty  de- 
cision would  not  be  desirable,  and  be 
begged,  therefore,  to  suggest,  that  the 
further  debate  upon  the  question  should 
be  adjourned.  It  had  been  asserted  that 
no  distress  existed  in  the  country ;  but»  of 
all  men  in  that  House,  he  was  most  as- 
tonished to  hear  such  a  declaration  from 
the  lips  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  member 
for  Westminster.  The  noble  Lord  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  adjournment  of  ihe 
debate. 

Sir  Francis  Burdett  denied  that  he 
had  represented  that  distress  did  not  exist 
in  the  country;  but  what  he  had  said 
was,  that  from  all  the  information  he  had 
received,  the  working  classes  were  not*  in 
distress. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  although 
he  concurred  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  that  a  question  ao 
important  ought  to  receive  a  separate 
consideration,  he  yet  could  not  agree  to 
the  proposition  of  adjournment  made  by 
the  noble  Lord.  The  question,  however, 
was,  should  any  addition  be  made  to  the 
proposition  of  his  noble  friend  (Lord  AU 
thorp),  or  should  the  House  now  appoint 
a  Committee  to  consider  the  distresses  of 
the  country?  It  might  be  fit  that  the 
Resolution  of  the  hon.  member  for  White- 
haven should  receive  a  distinct  considera- 
tion, but  certainly  it  would  not  become 
the  House  to  adjourn  until  they  had  de- 
cided whether  they  would  sanction  or  re^ 
sist  the  attempt  that  was  made  to  occasion 
a  depreciation  of  the  currency.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  too,  ought  to  consider  whether 
his  object  would  not  be  better  answered 
by  bringing  the  question  forward  another 
day,  and  upon  other  grounds ;  for  it  muK 
be  apparent  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  it 
was  to  every  one  else,  that  his  Motion  was 
too  general. 

Mr.  Matthias  Attwood  proiested  against 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down  im- 
puting to  him  designs  other  than  those 
which  were  obvious  from  the  language  of  * 
his  Resolution.    He  assured  them'  tkSt  hit 
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1825y  Ftrliameiit  would  not  ags^a  tamper 
with  the  currency.  There  was  enough  of 
boainess  before  the  House  without  re- 
«mbarking  in  such  a  sea  of  troubles* 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  said,  that  he  and 
those  with  whom  he  acted,  in  reference  to 
this  question,  did  not  seek  anything  be- 
yond a  currency  convertible  into  gold. 
He  hoped  it  was  scarcely  necessary  for 
him  to  assure  the  HousCi  that  no  project 
80  inexpedient  and  so  unjust  could  have 
ever  entered  their  minds,  as  a  change  in 
the  currency  to  the  extent  which  some 
Gentlemen  imagined.  There  was  no  in- 
tention nor  desire  on  the  part  of  those  who 
supported  the  Motion  to  issue  paper  to 
any  mischievous  extent,  or  under  such 
arrangements  as  would  endanger  the  pro- 
perty of  persons  as  it  had  been  endangered 
formerly  upon  the  failure  of  private  bankers. 
Far  his  own  part,  all  he  desired  was  to 
carry  into  effect  the  plan  of  the  late  Sir 
Robert  Peel — a  man  whose  memory  was 
cherished  and  respected  by  every  man  who 
knew  him.  The  late  Sir  Robert  Peel's 
plan  was,  that  private  bankers  should 
place  a  certain  svtm,  of  money -^  say 
20,000/.  or  any  given  sum-^in  the  hands 
of  Grovernment  Commissioners,  and  that 
the  persons  making  such  a  deposit  should 
be  entitled  to  the  interest,  and  also  be 
permitted  to  issue  notes  equal  in  amount 
to  the  deposit.  This  plan  would  allow 
the  banker  to  carry  on  a  profitable  busi- 
ness, and  it  would  afford  the  holder  of 
private  bankers'  notes  an  ample  security 
in  the  deposit  standing  in  the  names  of 
Government  Commissioners.  This  was  the 
opinion  of  a  practical  man*  The  present 
right  hon.  Baronet  of  the  same  name 
entertained  a  different  opinion.  He  beg- 
ged the  House,  however,  to  recollect  that 
the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel  had  made  a  large 
fortune,  whilst  the  present  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  only  spending  one.  Much 
was  said  in  approval  of  the  present  coin- 
age. The  House  bad  been  told  repeatedly 
that  the  present  system  of  coinage  worked 
well ;  but  did  the  country  know  what  the 
House  paid  for  it?  He  believed  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  bad  stated,  that  the 
amount  of  metallic  currency  in  circulation 
was  20,000,000/.  Now,  taking  that  sum 
as  the  amount,  if  Gentlemen  would  take 
the  trouble  of  calculating,  they  would  find 
that  the  additional  expense,  and  therefore 
the  additional  taxation,  imposed  on  the 
country  by  such  an  amount  of  coin, 
amounted  to  1 ,400^000/.  per  annum.  Why 


we  should  keep  up  so  large  an  amount  of 
metal  in  circulation,  at  an  enormous  ex- 
pense, in  opposition  to  the  system  pursued 
in  most  of  the  other  countries  of  Europe, 
he  could  not  conceive.  He  would  onlj 
notice  the  relative  circumstances  of  this 
country  and  Russia,  with. respect  to  its 
metallic  circulation.  Russia  had  paper 
rubles  and  silver  rubles.  The  silver  rubles 
were  not  a  legal  tender  in  that  country, 
but  the  paper  rubles  were.  Russia  had 
scarcely  any  other  circulation  but  paper, 
and  yet  that  country  was  prosperous,  and 
every  nation  in  Europe  trembled  at  her 
power.  He  would  not  detain  the  Houset 
but  he  begged  leave  to  read,  as  an  illus- 
tration of  his  opinions,  the  late  Sir  Robert 
Peel's  comparison  between  a  restricted  and 
an  abundant  circulation,  with  a  view  to 
national  prosperity — '  A  restricted  circu- 
lation never  fails  to  create  every  evil 
which  can  afflict  an  industrious  people. 
Scarcity  of  money,  unpurchased  manu- 
factures, deficiency  of  employment,  un- 
paid rents,  dejected  agriculture,  and 
unproductive  commerce — these  are  the 
mischiefs  which  necessarily  distress  the 
individual  and  embarrass  the  community, 
whilst  its  circulation  is  deficient;  and  in 
our  peculiarcircumstances  these  mischiefo 
are  greatly  i^;gravated  by  the  fearful 
load  of  taxes  by  which  we  are  oppressed* 
When  money,  on  the  other  hand,  be- 
comes abundant,  it  may  always  be  pro- 
cured at  a  moderate  mterest;  bills  of 
exchange,  arid  other  private  securities  are 
readily  discounted ;  and  every  individual 
who  has  property  or  credit  is  accommo- 
dated with  loans  according  to  his  neces- 
sities* With  an  abundant  circulation, 
ingenuity  is  put  to  a  stretch,  in  order  to 
find  the  means  of  subsistence —^  the 
manufacturers  are  all  occupied  -^  our 
merchants  send  out  additional  adventures 
— the  ship-owners  have  freights  at  their 
command — the  produce  of  the  husband- 
roan  is  consumed  by  a  busy  people — 
rents  are  more  easily  paid — and  taxes  are 
more  readily  collected.  Such  are  the 
benefits  resulting  to  individuals,  and  to 
the  State  from  an  abundant  circulation. 
It  may  occasion  some  inconveniences, 
but  these  can  be  sufficiently  obviated  by 
judicious  regulations.' 

Mr.  Morrison,  being  strongly  impressed 
with  the  belief,  that  to  a  tampoiog  with 
the  currency  in  past  years  much  of  the 
present  distress  of  the  country  was  attri- 
butable, expressed  his  intentioB  of  voting 
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against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber fbf  Whitehaven.  1?hey  all  remem- 
befed  what  had  been  the  effect  of  some  of 
the  changes  that  had  been  made  in  our 
currency ;  and  if  they  were  now  to  go  back 
to  the  former  system,  it  would  bring  abont 
such  a  panic  as  that  of  18^5,  and  he  must 
be  a  bold  man  who  could  say,  that  a 
nation  could  bear  such  sk  change  more 
than  once.  From  the  opportunities  he  had 
had  of  judging  the  sentiments  of  commer- 
cial men  on  the  subject  of  the  Motion,  his 
belief  was,  that  it  was  regarded  as  one 
whidh  it  would  be  improper  for  Patliament 
seriously  to  entertain.  The  generd  im- 
ptession  a^  ib  the  object  of  the  Motion 
was,  that  the  statidard  of  the  country  was 
to  be  lowered,  and  hence  he  was  assured 
arose  the  opposition  made  to  it.  If  it 
Were  thought,  that  Government  intended 
to  support  the  proposition,  there  Would, 
befbre  tibVr,  have  been  remonstrances 
against  it  IVom  all  the  commercial  and  ma- 
nufacturing classes.  That  the  cifculation 
of  th#  eotinli^  was  sufficient  fbr  all  its 
wants  wafi  provad  by  the  faeit  of  the  lafge 
number  of  deposits  iii  the  banks.  Such 
deposits,  ahd  to  So  large  an  ambunt,  would 
not  be  left  if  the  cirtiulation  wefe  less  than 
the  Waiits  of  the  country  required.  He 
had  ascertained  from  Various  parts  of  the 
country  that  the  lawyers  generally  had 
clients  with  plerity  of  money  to  advance 
upon  security,  but  the  difficulty  Wa^  to  find 
any  means  of  employing  capital  to  advant- 
age. It  Was  his  opinion,  that  the  circu- 
lation, so  far  from  b^ing  scanty,  was,  if 
anything,  too  abundant,  as  the  state  of 
the  mohcy  market  at  the  present  moment 
proved.  The  Bslnk  of  England  had  been, 
ill  many  instances,  doing  all  in  its  power 
to  fbfce  its  notes  into  circulation  ;  but  as 
fkst  as  they  went  out  they  returned  again 
in  the  form  of  deposits.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber by  whom  ttie  present  Motioh  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  seemed  to  say,  that 
his  chief  object  Was  th^  relief  of  the  landed 
interest;  but  a  relief"  ici  that  class  cOnld 
never  be  effected  in  the  manner  whichhe 
Contemplated  otherwise  than  by  a  depre- 
eiatioA  of  the  standard  of  Value.  What  was 
peculiar  its  the  case  was^  thit  the  persons 
who  were  read  y  to  advance  money  were  gene- 
rally of  the  humbler  classes,  whose  capitals 
did  hot  exceed  1 ,000/.  But  he  was  con- 
vinced, that  the  landowners  and  farmers  did 
not  want  the  measure  proposed,  any  more 
than  the  manufacturers  and  merchants. 
The  hdli.  member  for  Bssex  (Mr*  Baring) 


had  denied  tbtS  With  res|itet  to  Essext 
but  he  begged  leave  to  remmd  ths  Hotisei 
that  that  county  had  long  t>tet)represetitd 
by  a  Gentleman  of  property  in  it,  irtible 
views  of  the  currency  were  peculiar ;  and, 

Srobably,  when  the  hon.  meiiit)er  for 
Forth  Essex  (Mr.  Barihg)  §aid,  that  he 
had  received  communications  from  the 
county  in  fkvour  of  the  alteratioh  of  tlie 
currency,  he  might  have  suspected  that 
such  communicatiobs  might  have  come 
fVom  the  enemy*s  camp.  He  could  speak 
fVom  a  personal  knowledge  of  the  couotia 
around  Essex,  and  could  say,  thlt  the 
people  cared  nothing  about  Mr.  Attwood's 
Motion.  All  thfey  wanted  was  a  redtictton 
of  taxes,  economy  ih  6very  branch  of  «• 
penditure,  aiid  ati  abolition  of  Sttiecuits, 

E tensions,  Add  Useless  places.  He  beliefd, 
hat  the  ifiatUre  of  business  in  this  couDtry 
Was  so  complex,  thdt  it  depetided  oil  sfich 
numerous  causes  and  accidents,  and  ws 
connected  with  such  itinutrierable  interesb 
and  such  d  diversity  of  classed,  that  It 
might  ba  said,  that  al  any  time  of  y^ 
t)erity  thera  existed  Inuch  of  distrA 
whilst  during  the  Worst  periddd  of  distrts 
it  would  n6t  be  difficult  td  find  out  grest 
masses  of  prosperity.  Much  greiitef  dis- 
tress, if  one  might  judge  f^om  the  sumbei 
of  bankruptcies,  had  existed  in  the  jeus 
of  greatest  depreciation — those  from  1811 
to  18l4,  the  years  of  depreciation,  whick 
the  hon.memberfbrWhitehaven  called  y««B 

of  prosperity.  He  should  say^  that  thegreit 
body  of  the  people  were  not  now  in  sock 
distress  as  they  were  then.  Hebelie«d, 
that  the  distress  existed  only  among  the 
middle  classes  of  the  comniiinity.  Wbes 
the  hon.  member  for  Wexford  talked  oi 
the  distresses  t^eirig  produced  by  the  6i^ 
of  1819,  he  should  likewise  take  into  coin 
sideration  the  many  who  had  t)een  niiiK^i 
by  the  tampering  with  the  currency  bcft« 
that  period.  The  previous  alteratiois  of 
the  currency  had  most  materially  affectrd 
the  poor,  and  nothing  that  could  be  dose 
by  the  House  with  respect  to  the  correDC] 
could  afford  them  atty  relief.  Wha  any 
class  wail  distressed,  Qovemmeot  hsd 
always  been  cMled  upon  fbr  an  issne  of 
paper;  and  Lord  Liverpool  |i4viag  t»>i^ 
4.500,0001.  in  1823  for  the  relief  of  the 
agricultural  classes  Wa^,  he  bcliered.the 
ground  on  which  so  many  now  hoped,  thit 
Ministers  would  consent  to  an  increase  of 
the  currency.  From  1754,  the  price  of 
agricultural  produce  had  Increased,  ^ 
that  class  of  the  commuiiity  had  nothins 
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to  comp1ft!ii  of.  If  th^  hon.  nember  foi* 
Whitehaven  nieant  that  his  plan  should 
only  have  the  effect  of  lowering  the  inter- 
est on  the  Ainds,  it  would  be  lAuch  more 
honourable  and  fair  to  directly  tax  the 
funds  than  to  derange  all  the  contracts 
between  iilttta  and  man  merely  to  attain 
that  object.  With  respect  to  the  question 
which  had  been  hiooted  of  the  co-existence 
of  a  silver  and  gold  standard,  he  Would 
say,  that  he  should  have  no  objection  to 
such  a  scheme^  provided  the  standards 
could  be  made  of  exactly  equal  value. 
He,  however,  doubted  whether  equalisation 
could  be  effected  on  the  Whole.  He  con- 
tended that  a  r^duttion  of  taxes  and 
general  edonomy,  were  the  measures  which 
would  afford  the  country  a  much  greater 
extetit  of  relief,  than  any  alteration  in  the 
currency. 

Shr  John  Wroitesley^  who,  on  rising,  was 
interrupted  by  cries  of  '*  Question,'* 
said,  he  had  been  too  lotig  a  Member  of 
that  House  to  be  put  down  by  such  cries, 
and  those  who  would  not  hear  him  might 
depend  upon  it  that  they  should  hear 
noix)dy  else  till  he  hlid  Spokert.  It  was 
his  decided  opinion,  that  the  present 
Motion  WsiS  substantially  to  inquire  into  the 
distl^ss  of  the  country ;  and  that  that  dis« 
tress  existed  might  be  gathered  (torn  What 
had  fallen  fh)m  the  last  speaker,  and  from 
several  Returns  Which  had  been  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  that  House.  The  conclusions 
which  had  been  drawn  by  the  i^ight  hon. 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
relative  to  the  diminution,  or  rather  to 
the  non-existence  of  distress  Were  most 
incorrect.  That  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  alluded  to  the  Poor-rates  of  Birming- 
ham, from  which  he  had  no  returns)  but 
he  could  takto  upon  himself  to  say,  that 
at  Wolverhampton  the  case  wte  directly 
the  reverse.  The  poor-rates  bad  been 
doubled  since  18Q4,  and  it  was  impossi'^ 
ble  that  Wblverhampton  could  be  thus 
suffering,  aiid  Birmingham  be  prosperous. 
He  stated  this  fact  on  the  authority  of  the 
gentleman  who  had  been  sent  there  as  a 
Commissioner  to  inquire  into  the  Poor- 
laws,  and  he  stated,  that  the  administra- 
tion of  the  poor  there  was  well  managedi 
Nevertheless  the  Poor-fates  had  doubled } 
that  surely  Was  an  evidence  of  prosperity 
in  that  industrious  cotnmunity .  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  also  referred  to  the 
increase  of  the  tolls  on  the  Birmingham 
Canal ;  but  the  old  Birmingham  Canal  had 
increased  its  revenuci  not  from  any  in« 


crease  of  trade,  but  on  aceount  of  nearly 
half  a  million  of  money  having  been  laid 
out  on  improvements ;  and  the  increased 
receipts  by  the  Worcester  and  Birming* 
ham  Canal  proprietors,  arose  entirely  from 
the  city  of  Gloucester  having  been  opened 
as  a  port.  Other  canal  shares*  were  known 
to  be  depteciated,  and  he  could  name 
cases  where  shares  had  fallen  fh>m  1,200/. 
to  650/.,  whilst  in  another  case  shares 
which  had  been  worth  160/.  each  had 
fallen  to  85/.  In  the  same  proportion 
had  fallen  the  value  of  lands,  machinery, 
and  of  every  Species  of  saleable  property. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Ml-.  Poiileti 
Thomson),  therefore,  was  errotieous  in  his 
statements.  There  never  had  been  n  period 
in  which  the  Value  of  property  had  be^A 
so  depreciated  as  betwdeti  the  years  1800 
and  the  present  timei  Hd  demanded  an 
inquiry  into  the  cAb^  bf  this.  He  believed, 
that  Government  had  done  till  in  lis  power 
to  reduce  expehditufe,  And  had  t^Ueed  it 
as  much  as  poisible,  for  It  bttd  been 
brought  down  Aom  l9,000,000/i  to 
14,000,000/.  aihce  the  peAOS  \  and  it  Will 
to\  therefore  extraordinary  thit  the  people 
should  demand  ati  inquiry  Why  the  dis- 
tresses still  continued.  He  denied,  that 
he  had  any  wish  to  alter  the  standard  of 
the  currency.  What  was  the  meaning  of 
the  word  <*  standard  V*  Could  any  Gen* 
tleman  whb  heard  him,  say  what  was  the 
standard  value  oi  the  I/,  sterling?  Thii 
question  had  been  put  to  Sir  Matthew 
Hale,  When  disputes  had  arisen  respecting 
the  value  of  fines  in  the  Exchequer,  and 
that  great  Judge,  with  all  his  antiquarian 
knowledge,  could  not  answer  it  with  any 
certainty,  or  even  decide  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  word  sterling.  legally 
the  pound  sterling  was  a  pound  of  siUer. 
What  was  a  standard  but  a  fluctuating 
point  ?  The  value  of  mohey  was  (br  ever 
varying,  and  had  Varied  in  this  country 
many  times  between  the  year  1792  and  the 
present  periods  The  hon.  Member  then 
proceeded  to  read  several  tableau  showing 
the  fluctuations  in  the  currency,  which, 
he  said,  showed,  that  throughout  the 
various  alterations  whicbhad  been  made  for 
the  better  or  worse,  it  had  always  6cctirred^ 
that  the  Government  had  produced  a 
favourable  alteration  just  be^re  each 
dissolution,  so  as  to  please  the  people  at 
a  time  when  new  Representatives  were  to 
be  chosen.  Among  other  similar  instances^ 
the  hon.  Member  stated,  that  in  1816  and 
1817  there  had  existed  the  greatest  diii« 
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i^inst  the  Motion  of'  the  hon.  tncm- 
bcr  for  Whitehaven.  They  all  remem- 
bered what  had  been  the  efTect  of  some  of 
the  changes  that  had  been  made  in  our 
currency ;  and  if  they  were  now  to  go  back 
to  the  former  system,  it  would  bring  about 
such  a  panic  as  that  of  1825,  and  he  must 
be  a  bold  man  who  could  say,  that  a 
nation  could  bear  such  a  change  more 
than  once.  From  the  opportunities  he  had 
had  of  judging  the  sentiments  of  commer- 
cial men  on  the  subject  of  the  Motion,  his 
belief  was,  that  it  was  regarded  as  one 
which  it  would  be  improper  for  Parliament 
seriously  to  entertain.  The  general  im- 
pression as  to  the  object  of  the  Motion 
was,  that  the  standard  of  the  country  was 
to  be  lowered,  and  hence  he  was  assured 
arose  the  opposition  made  to  it.  If  it 
were  thought,  that  GoTernment  intended 
to  support  the  proposition,  there  would, 
before  now,  have  been  remonstrances 
against  it  from  all  the  commercial  and  ma- 
nufactuting  classes.  That  the  circulation 
of  the  country  was  sufficient  fbr  all  its 
wants  was  prdved  by  the  fact  of  the  large 
number  of  deposits  in  the  banks.  Such 
deposits,  and  to  so  large  an  amount,  would 
not  be  left  if  the  circulation  were  less  than 
the  wants  of  the  country  required.  He 
had  ascertained  from  various  parts  of  the 
country  that  the  lawyers  generally  had 
clients  with  plenty  of  money  to  advance 
upon  security,  but  the  difficulty  was  to  find 
any  means  of  employing  capital  to  advant- 
age. It  was  his  opinion,  that  the  circu- 
lation, so  far  from  being  scanty,  was,  if 
anything,  too  abundant,  as  the  state  of 
the  money  market  at  the  present  moment 
proved.  The  B^nk  of  England  had  been, 
in  many  instances,  doing  all  in  its  power 
to  force  its  notes  into  circulation  ;  but  as 
fast  as  they  went  out  they  returned  again 
in  the  form  of  deposits.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber by  whom  the  present  Motion  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  seemed  to  say,  that 
his  chief  object  was  the  relief  of  the  landed 
interest;  but  a  relief  to  that  class  could 
never  be  ejected  in  the  manner  whichhe 
contemplated  otherwise  than  by  a  depre- 
ciation of  the  standard  of  value.  What  was 
peculiar  in  the  case  was,  that  the  persons 
who  were  read  y  to  advance  money  were  gene- 
rally of  the  humbler  classes,  whose  capitals 
did  not  exceed  1,000/.  But  he  was  con- 
vinced, that  the  landowners  and  farmers  did 
not  want  the  measure  projwsed,  any  more 
than  the  manufacturers  and  merchants. 
The  hon.  member  for  Essex  (Mr.  Baring) 


had  denied  this  with  respect  to  Sisett 
but  he  begged  leave  to  remind  the  Hotisef 
that  that  county  had  long  been  represettted 
by  a  Gentleman  of  property  in  it,  whble 
views  of  the  currency  were  peculiar ;  sUid, 

Erobably,  when  the  hon.  member  for 
Torth  Essex  (Mr.  Barihg)  Said,  that  he 
had  received  communications  front  the 
county  in  favour  of  the  dlteratioh  of  the 
currency,  he  might  have  suspected  that 
such  communications  might  have  cotne 
from  the  enemy's  camp.  He  could  speak 
from  a  personal  knowledge  of  the  counties 
around  Essex,  and  could  say,  thdt  the 
people  cared  nothing  about  Mr.  Attwckid's 
Motion.  All  they  wanted  was  a  reduction 
of  taxes,  economy  in  every  branch  of  et- 
penditure,  and  an  abolition  of  sinecutes, 
]3ensions,  and  useless  places.  He  believed, 
that  the  nature  of  business  in  this  country 
was  so  complex,  thdt  it  depended  oH  iMch 
numerous  causes  and  accidents,  and  was 
connected  with  such  innumerable  interests 
and  such  a  diversity  of  classes,  that  It 
might  be  said,  that  at  any  time  of  pi^ 
perity  there  existed  much  of  distress, 
whilst  during  the  worst  periods  of  distr^ 
it  would  not  be  difficult  to  find  out  greflt 
masses  of  prosperity.  Much  greatet  dis* 
tress,  if  one  might  judge  from  the  number 
of  bankrtiptcies,  had  existed  in  the  years 
of  greatest  depreciation — those  from  1811 
to  1814,  the  years  of  depreciation,  which 
the  hon.memberforWhitehaven called  years 
of  prosperity.  He  should  say,  that  the  great 
body  of  the  people  were  not  now  in  such 
distress  as  they  were  then.  He  believed, 
that  the  distress  existed  only  among  the 
middle  classes  of  the  community.  When 
the  hon.  member  for  Wexford  talked  of 
the  distresses  being  produced  by  the  Bill 
of  1819,  he  should  likewise  take  into  con- 
sideration the  many  who  had  been  ruined 
by  the  tampering  with  the  currency  before 
that  period.  The  previous  alterations  of 
the  currency  had  most  materially  affected 
the  poor,  and  nothing  that  could  be  done 
by  the  House  with  respect  to  the  currency 
could  afford  them  any  relief.  When  any 
class  was  distressed.  Government  had 
always  been  called  upon  fbr  an  issue  of 
paper ;  and  Lord  Liverpool  heaving  issued 
4,500,000/.  in  1 823  for  the  relief  of  the 
agricultural  classes  was,  he  believed,  the 
ground  on  which  so  many  now  hoped,  that 
Ministers  would  consent  to  an  increase  of 
the  currency.  From  1754,  the  price  of 
agricultural  produce  had  increased,  and 
that  class  of  the  community  had  nothing 
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ruiD'ady  Be  put  it  to  the  House  if  society 
could  go  on  ?  No ;  there  would  be  one 
wide  scene  of  devastation^  misery,  and 
civil  war.  He  admitted  the  honesty  of 
the  intentions  of  those  who  supported  the 
Motion,  but  he,  for  one,  protested  against 
it ;  and  he  trusted  the  House  would  not 
forget  its  sacred  duty,  and  would  preserve 
the  *prosperityy  the  interest,  the  honour, 
and  the  integrity,  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Matthias  Attwood  rose  to  reply, 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
sounded  the  same  alarm  when  it  was  pro- 
posed to  appoint  a  Committee  on  the 
subject  of  the  currency  a  few  years  back. 
He  had  come  down  every  day  to  the  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Bank  Charter,  predicting 
ruin  to  credit  from  their  inquiries;  but  none 
of  the  consequences  which  he  had  fore- 
told came  to  pass,  and    there  was  no 
reason  to  believe,  that  his  present  alarm 
had  any  other  foundation  than  his  own 
timidity.    Those  Members  .who  voted  for 
the  Motion  would  pledge  themselves  to 
nothing  but  inquiry,  and  might  afterwards 
support  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord    Althorp)   without     inconsistency. 
The  ground  upon  which  he  supported  his 
Motion  was,  that  distress  existed,  that  it 
was  connected  with  their  monetary  system, 
and  that  no  inquiry  could  be  complete 
which    did    not    embrace    inquiry    into 
that  system.     He  had  been  charged  by 
the  noble  Lord  with  bringing  forward  a 
Motion  which  carried  with  it  a  deprecia- 
tion of  the  currency;  but  he  absolutely 
denied  the  justice  of  the  noble  Lord's  in- 
ference as  to  the  tendency  of  his  Resolu- 
tion.   Those  who  made  that  charge  had 
no  authority  from  his  words,  for  making 
it.    He  had  reason,  therefore,  to  complain 
that  the  whole  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  and  other  speakers, 
had  all  been  directed  against  his  speech, 
and  against  the  Motion,  on  that  fallacious 
inference.    The  Resolution  of  the  noble 
Lord  went  to  pledge  the  House  not  to 
lower  the  standard  of  value.    But  why  all 
his  horror  against  lowering  it,  when  the 
standard  had  been  successively  raised  at 
several  periods,  without  exciting  any' such 
horror,  though  that  was  as  dishonest  to- 
wards the  industrious  classes  as  lowering  it 
could  possibly  be  towards  those  who  lived 
on  fixed  incomes.  It  had  been  raised  beyond 
the  old  standard  of  1795.     It  had  been 
raised,, as  tlie  hon.  member  for    Essex 
admitted,  more  than  fifty  per  cent  above 
that  of  1815;  and  it  would  have  been 
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desirable,'  therefore,  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  have  called  on  the  House  to  pledge 
itself  that  it  would  not  raise  the  standard 
any  further;  so  that  the  people  might 
have  had  some  guarantee  against  a  fur- 
ther rise,  and  might  have  been  no  longer 
the  victims  of  such  legislation.  It  was 
objected  to  his  Motion  that  it  led  to  some 
vague  and  undefined  danger.  There 
could  be  no  impropriety  in  all  those  who 
believed  distress  existed  voting  for  his 
Motion,  however  they  might  differ  in 
politics.  One-pound  not^s  now  formed 
the  circulation  of  Ireland  and  Scotland ; 
and,  if  such  a  circulation  must  in*  this 
country  lead  to  convulsion,  the  subject 
on  that  account  alone  was  worth  consi- 
deration. The  noble  Lord  had  admitted,  in 
his  speech,  that  he  would  not  object  to 
silver  coined  into  6O5.  as  a  standard, 
but  he  would  object  to  it  coined  into 
62$.;  but  60s.  was  depreciation.  The 
noble  Lord,  therefore,  who  was  so  in- 
dignant about  depreciation,  and  talked 
about  dishonestv,  had  no  objection  to  let 
the  100/.  be  written  down  98/.  lOs. ;  but 
to  write  it  down  95/.  was  dishonest,  was 
everything  that  was  bad.  He  could  not 
understand  such  bastard  integrity  as  that. 
That  might  be  keeping  faith  with  the 
public  creditor,  but  it  was  by  paying 
98/.  10s.  instead  of  100/. 

Lord  Althorp  explained  that  he  had 
said  he  would  only  consent  to  silver  as  a 
standard  so  coined,  if  it  were  not  deprecia- 
tion ;  and  if  itwere  depreciation  he  would 
not  consent  to  it. 

Mr.  Attwood  accepted  the  noble  Lord's 
emendation  ;  but  he  could  assure  him  that 
silver  at  60s.  would-be  depreciation  ;  and 
then  it  appeared,  after  the  noble  Lord  had 
ihoved  a  Resolution  about  depreciation, 
and  talked  a  great  deal  about  it,  that  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  know  what  depreciation 
was.  The  hon.  Member  next  referred 
to  Mr.  Baring's  declaration,  that  he 
would  not  object  to  one-pound  notes. 

Mr.  Baring  begged  to  correct  the  hon. 
Member.  He  spoke  hypothetically,  and 
said,  that  if  the  two  other  conditions  he 
had  mentioned  were  fulfilled,  he  should 
not  then  object  to  consider  the  propriety 
of  issuing  one-pound  notes. 

Mr.  Attwood  continued :  The  hon. 
Member  had  in  1826spokeninthestrongest 
terms  against  small  notes.  In  1830  also, 
when  he  (Mr.  Attwood)  had  moved  two 
resolutions,  one  of  which  related  to  the 
small  notes,  and  the  other  to  the  silver 
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tress,  owing  to  the  unfavonrable  state  of 
the  circulation;  but,  in  1818,  just  before 
Parliament  was  dissolved,  Government  had 
contrived  to  produce  an  additional  issue 
of  3,000,000  of  bank  notes,  which  was 
of  course  intended  as  a  bolstering  up  of 
a  fictitious  state  of  prosperity.  This  fully 
appeared  by  the  fact,  that  after  the  Par- 
liament had  been  returned,  Government 
brought  the  circulation  down  again,  and 
in  1822  the  circulation  was  brought  down 
so  low,  that  the  whole  country  combined  in 
sending  up  petitions  for  relief  from  their 
distresses.  In  1 823,  the  Bank  of  England 
lent  1, 400,000/. on  mortgage, which  served, 
with  other  advances,  to  bring  down 
interest,  from  five  per  cent  to  four,  and 
many  were  ruined  in  consequence.  To 
this  might  also  be  attributed  all  the  spe- 
culations of  1824,and  the  panic  and  ruin  of 
1825.  Had  he  not  a  right,  therefore,  to 
attribute  much  mischief  to  the  transactions 
of  the  Bank  of  England  ?  He  brought 
no  charge  against  the  Bank  particularly, 
as  it  was  proved,  that  it  had  become  sen- 
sible of  its  error,  meaning  only  to  point 
out  the  effects  it  produced.  This  country 
was  the  great  mart  of  the  exchanges,  and 
it  must  be  affected  as  long  as  a  gold 
circulation  was  maintained  by  the  fluctua- 
tions of  every  country  in  Europe.  What 
he  wished,  was,  to  contract  the  circulation 
which  was  dependent  on  foreign  countries, 
in  order  to  avoid  such  fatal  fluctuations 
and  derangements  of  the  circulation.  He 
was  therefore  very  anxious  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  proposed  Committee;  and 
what  he  particularly  wished  that  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  would  be,  the  ques- 
tion, whether  there  could  not  be  such  an 
adjustment  of  the  one-pound  note  cir- 
culation as  to  prevent  the  gold  from  going 
out  of  the  country.  As  it  was,  the  farmer 
was  called  upon  to  pay  two  quarters  of  com 
for  the  one  which  he  had  formerly  received. 
He  would  readily  vote  for  the  Committee  ; 
which  might  first  inquire  into  the  general 
distress,  might  next  ascertain  the  connec- 
tion between  that  and  the  monetary  system, 
and  might  afterwards  inquire  into  effects 
of  the  various  changes  in  that  system  in 
the  different  classes  of  the  country.  The 
Committee  might  examine  auctioneers, 
surveyors,  and  others  concerned  in  the 
transfer  of  property ,and  the  facts  they  would 
communicate  would  be  far  better  than  all 
the  theories  puttogether.  He  could  not  vote 
for  the  Motion  of  his  noble  friend,  because 
it  appeared  to  him  dangerous  to  place  on 


the  records  of  the  House  a  Reiol«tion» 
that  the  standard  was  not  to  be  depre- 
ciated when,  in  case  of  a  war  ensoing^ 
that  might  be  a  necessary  measure. 

Mr.  Jokn  Smith  was  rather  surprised  at 
many  of  the  arguments  he  bad  heard* 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  spoken  of  the  fall 
of  profits  of  canals  as  a  criterion  of  dis- 
tress ;  but  the  public  funds  betrayed  no 
symptom  of  that  disease.  Had  the  three 
per  cents  fallen  ?  They  were  as  market- 
able as  ever ;  and  many  people  desired  to 
have  them.  Without  meaning  to  throw 
any  imputations  on  any  hon.  Members,  be 
must  say,  that  he  doubted  many  of  the 
stories  of  distress  which  had  been  told  the 
House.  He  had  heard,  on  what  he  was 
told  was  good  authority,  though  he  did 
not  know  the  Gentleman,  that  all  the 
population  of  Manchester  engaged  in  the 
spinning  business  got,  including  men, 
women,  and  children,  10s.  a-week  wages. 
He  was  not  particularly  acquainted  with 
Oldham,  but  he  believed,  that  the  Poor- 
rates  in  that  district  were  remarkably  low. 
What  he,  however,  chiefly  rose  to  say  was 
this : — He  was  as  sure,  as  that  the  sun 
would  rise  to-morrow,  that  if  the  issue  of 
small  notes  was  allowed,  there  would  be 
again  a  panic.  He  was,  in  1825,  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  of  Bankers,  and  in 
that  capacity  had  frequently  to  wait  upon 
the  Bank  of  England  with  persons  solicit- 
ing relief,  and  he  had  a  good  opportunity 
of  knowing  the  circumstances  of  many 
persons ;  and  be  could  assure  the  House, 
that  many  honest  and  industrious  men, 
who  had  then  been  obliged  to  make  great 
sacrifices,  had  struggled  on  for  years  after- 
wards, but  were  in  the  end  ruined  in 
consequence  of  the  shock  they  then 
received.  He  knew  certainly,  that  the 
one-pound  notes  then  found  were  of 
great  use;  but  the  Bank  did  not  want  them 
for  itself;  it  could  have  paid  all  demands 
on  it  without  them,  but  they  were 
of  use  to  lend  to  others.  He  knew  that 
the  Bank  of  England  then  lent  millions, 
and  that  many  of  those  who  borrowed 
notes  carried  them  to  the  Bank  in  half  an 
hour  and  demanded  specie  for  them. 
Another  panic,  not  less  than  that  of  1825, 
must  ensue  from  issuing  small  notes*  If 
the  Bank  of  England  were  to  suspend  its 
payments,  all  the  bankers  of  England 
would  be  ruined ;  and  what  then  wouU 
be  the  state  of  the  country?  All  the 
manufacturers  were  paid  in  the  notes  of 
the  country  bankers;  and  if  they  wer9 
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that  period,  i^hich  were  not  ai&cted  by 
any  such  clause,  it  would  be  founds  that 
the  consumption  for  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  was  20,69l,0001bs. :  and  while  in 
1832,  it  was  only  20,235,0001b8.,  so  that 
there  was  a  faliing-off  notwithstanding  the 
advance  of  population.  Tben  with  regard 
to  tea.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
«tated|  that  the  consumption  of  tea  in 
1814  was  19,224,000lbs.,  and  in  1832 
91,548,000Ibs.,  being  an  increase  of 
eighty*three  per  cent,  while  the  increase 
of  population  bad  been  only  twenty-four 
per  cent.  But  he  (Mr.  Attwood)  begged 
the  House  to  remark  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  in  1814  the  amount 
consumed  in  Great  Britain  only,  while  in 
1832  he  had  taken  the  quantity  consumed 
in  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland.  It  was  derogatory  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  call  upon  the 
House  to  proceed  to  deliberate  upon  the 
important  t{uestion  before  them  on  such 
information  as  that,  and  he  would  not  take 
up  the  time  of  the  House  to  refute  it.  He 
admitted,  however,  that  there  was  some 
confusion  in  the  returns^  end  that  it  was 
not  easy  to  separate  the  proportions  used 
in  the  two  countries,  cut  it  would  be 
found  from  a  comparison  of  the  average 
consumption  of  tea,  during  the  years  1 800, 
180],  1802,  and  1803,  with  the  year  1832 
that  the  consumption  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  during  the  former  of  those  years 
was  24,300,0001b8.,  while  in  1 832  it  was 
31,548,000)b8. ;  being  an  increase  of  less 
than  thirty  per  cent.,  although  the  increase 
in  the  population,  in  the  same  period,  had 
exceeded  fifty  per  cent.  The  result,  there- 
fore, proved  that  there  was  a  diminution 
of  comfort  among  .the  people,  instead  of 
an  increase,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  wished  to  show.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  also  stated,  and  he  had 
held  it  up  as  a  matter  of  gratulation  to 
the  country,  that  the  consumption  of 
sugar  had  advanced  eighty-three  per  cent, 
since  1814 — the  quantities  being  in  1814, 
l,997,000lb8.,  and  in  1832,  3,655,000lbs. 
But  the  House  should  bear  in  mind,  that 
in  1814  the  European  ports  were  first 
opened,  after  having  been  closed  from  the 
autumn  of  1810,  which  occasioned  an 
unusually  large  export  in  1819,  and  en- 
hanced the  average  price  to  the  unprece- 
dented sum  of  103s.  A{d.  per  cwt.,  while 
in  1832,  the  average  price  was  only  48s. 
— a  reduction  'which  had .  led  to  the  ruin 
of  the  West- India  interest.    It  appeared, 


however,  that  on  an  average  of  the  six 
years  previous  to  1832,  the  increase  had 
only  been  twenty  per  cent,  while  the 
advance  in  the  population  had  been 
twenty-four  per  cent. — ^The  House  at  this 
period  showmg  strong  symptoms  of  im- 
patience, the  hon*  Member  said,  that  he 
would  only  add,  that  if  the  House  did  not 
agree  to  his  Motion,  the  people  would 
consider  that  they  were  not  done  justice 
to,  and  the  result  might  be  a  separation 
between  them. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question  that 
the  words  proposed  by  Lord  Althorp  to  be 
omitted  stand  part  of  the  question — Ayes 
139;  Noes  331 :  Majority  192. 

Lord  Althorp's  Resolution  that  the 
words  ''It  is  the  opinion  of  this  House 
that  any  alteration  in  the  monetary  system 
of  the  country,  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  lowering  the  standard  of  value 
would  be  highly  inexpedient  and  danger- 
ous '*  be  there  added,  was  then  put,  upon 
which  Mr.  Attwood  moved  an  amendment 
to  add  the  words  ''  and  that  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed,  which,  having 
regard  to  this  opinion,  shall  inquire  into 
the  general  distress  existing  among  the 
industrious  classes  of  the  community, 
and  into  the  most  effectual  means  of  its 
relief." 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that,  although  he 
might  not  object  to  have  the  Resolution 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
distress  of  the  country  generally,  agreed 
to,  he  could  not,  at  the  same  time,  allow* 
the  words  proposed  to  be  added  to  his 
(Lord  Althorp's)  Motion  to  be  inserted  in 
it.  The  question  was  undoubtedly  one  of 
very  great  importance,  and  might  be 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
or  by  any  other  hon.  Gentleman,  as  a 
separate  motion ;  but  he  must  object  to 
any  alteration  being  made  in  his  Amend- 
ment He  felt  that  it  was  important  his 
Amendment  should  stand  as  it  was,  a  sub- 
stantive motion,  and  that  the  decision  of 
the  House  upon  so  important  a  subject  as 
that  of  the  depreciation  of  the  currency 
should  be  recorded,  without  any  qualifica- 
tion or  addition,  in  the  Journals  of  the 
House.  Besides  this  objection,  there  was 
another,  which  must  be  fatal  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  purpose,  and  that  was,  that 
his  motion  K>r  a  Committee  was  so 
generally  worded,  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  limit  its  attention  to  any  given 
subject. 
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agricultiire.  He  was  merely  makiof 
obfenrations  ia  answer  to  obaemtioiia 
whkb  had  been  made  against  his  Motion; 
and  80  far  he  thought  be  was  entitled  to 
give  an  answer  to  them.  In  1816  it  wu 
said  that  7,000,000  of  iOYeraigns  wen 
issued  by  the  Bank,  but  that  took  j^aoa 
in  consequence  of  a  reduction  by  the  Dank 
of 'their  paper  issues.  On  a  questios  of 
this  nature,  which  was  important  to  the 
public,  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  SMke 
these  observations.  [Here  om  iuiemmMi 
took  plac€y  the  Hmue  hawag  mfire 
frequently  ditpkiyed  marke  ofimpaikme^ 
and  a  cry  of  ^^  Turn  Atst  otc//'  faUmoed 
this  interruption,']  AAer  order  had  been 
restored  the  hon.  Member  continued.  The 
right  hon,  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  entered  into  elaborate  state- 
ments to  show  that  no  distress  existed, 
which  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
strenuously  denied. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomwn  said,  his  obserfa* 
tions  had  been  mistaken  by  the  hon. 
Member.     He  never  denied  the  existsBCS 
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standard,  the  hon.  Member  had  denounced 
the  small  notes,  and  had  agreed  in  the 
propriety  of  the  silver  standard.  The  hon. 
Member  had  then  expressly  stated,  that 
by  adopting  silver  they  would  have  a  better 
chance  of  maintaining  the  standard  than 
by  the  gold  standard  only.  And  was  he 
now  to  be  condemned  for  recommending 
that  as  pending  to  depreciation,  which  the 
hon.  Member  said  would  maintain  the 
standard?  By  supporting  his  Motion, 
Members  would  pledge  themselves  to  no 
opinion ;  but  by  adopting  the  amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord,  they  would  pledge 
themselves  to  a  line  of  conduct  which,  if  a 
war  were  to  break  out — an  event  so  likely 
to  happen  that  it  was  stated  as  the  excuse 
for  keeping  up  our  large  military  establish- 
ments— must  be  departed  from  within  six 
months  after  that  event.  It  said,  that 
supply  and  demand  went  on  notwith- 
standing the  change  in  our  currency,  and 
then,  he  would  ask,  why  object  to  his 
Motion  for  inquiry?  It  was  said,  that  he 
sought  a  depreciation  in  the  currency,  but 
he  denied  the  statement ;  he  never  had 
any  such  intention.  For  twenty  years  and 
upwards  the  currency  of  this  country  had 
been  depreciated ;  distress  followed  that 
change,  and  it  was  not  asking  too  much 
to  inquire  into  the  present  state  of  distress. 
The  svstem  he  advocated  was  that  which 
Mr.  Pitt  had  advocated,  and,  if  it  were 
followed  up,  no  doubt  it  would  lead  to  the 
most  beneficial  results.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  said,  he  could  not  take  off  more 
taxes ;  perhaps  he  could  not  and  why  ? 
Because  of  our  debt  and  taxes,  and  the 
strange  alteration  in  our  currency.  In 
the  present  state  of  our  finances  we  could 
not  enter  into  war,  and  the  Government 
knew  it  well.  If  there  were  to-morrow  a 
proclamation  of  war  the  Bank  would  re- 
duce its  issues,  as  theyhad  done  before,  and 
every  man  could  calculate  upon  the  results. 
The  Bank  of  England  in  1793  had  pre- 
pared themselves  for  the  approaching 
crisis ;  and,  indeed,  they  would  have  been 
insane  if  they  had  not  done  so.  In  1810 
the  Bank  had  found  out  that  they  would 
be  driven  to  cash  payments;  they  restricted 
their  issues ;  and  thence  the  failure  which 
ensued  in  1812,  1813,  1814.  But  then 
it  was  said,  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  look  to  the  issues  of  the 
Bank  in  1817  and  1818.  Well,  admit 
the  greater  issues,  and  he  would  ask  what 
had  that  to  do  with  this  question  ?  The 
year  1816  was  one  of  great  distress  to 


of  distress,  but  he  said  it  was  sol 
as  great  as  had  been  stated  by  the  bos. 
Member. 

Mr.  Attwood  :  Well,  distress  was  sd- 
mitted,  and  that  was  all  he  contended  for. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  **  Look  at 
tobacco  with  all  the  duty  upon  it»  and 
then  tell  the  House  of  public  distress." 
Why,  he  would  tell  the  House  and  the 
country  that,  notwithstanding  the  increase 
of  the  duty  on  tobacco,  still  great  distreu 
existed.  He  thought  the  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  rather 
to  show  a  falling-ofT  than  an  improvement 
of  the  state  of  the  country.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  chosen  to  draw  a 
comparison  between  the  years  1814  and 
1832,  and  had  endeavoured  to  show  that 
a  great  rise  in  the  consumption  had  taken 
place  between  those  periods.  He  had 
said,  that  in  1814  the  consumption  of 
tobacco  was  15,273,0001bs. ;  and  in  1832 
20,235,0001bs.,  which  showed  an  increase 
of  thirty-one  per  cent,  on  the  consumption, 
while  the  increase  of  the  population  was 
twenty-four  per  cent.  This,  however, 
arose  from  the  circumstance  that  tobacco 
had  been  entirely  excluded  from  the 
country  during  the  years  1813-14,  on 
account  of  the  American  War  ;  and  such 
was  the  eflfect  of  the  exclusion,  that  the 
price  had  risen  in  1814,  from  l^d  (the 
price  in  1812)  to  Is.  2d.  Taking,  however, 
the  average  of  the  three  years  previous  to 
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felt  it  his  duty  to  persevere  in^  taking  th< 
sense  of  the  House  on  his  proposition,  if 
it  were  only  to  pat  the  sincerity  of  the  de- 
claration of  hon.  Memhers  to  the  test  of 
proof.  If  it  was  intended  to  grant  any 
inquiry  at  all  into  the  dbtress  of  tfaie 
country,  why  object  to  his  motion,  because 
it  happened  to  come  in  that  particular 
form? 

Mr.  Meihuen  assured  the  House,  that 
the  statements  which  they  had  heard  of 
the  non-existence  of  distress  from  the  hon. 
Baronet,  the  member  for  Westminster, 
and  others^  were  fabulous.  Only  last 
week,  he  had  seen  forty  able-bodied  young 
men  before  the  Quarter  Sessions  of  Wilt- 
shire, and  heard  them  declare,  that  they 
got  only  half-a-crown  a-week  from  their 
employers,  though  they  worked  twelve 
hours  a-day,  and  that  their  subsistence 
was  eked  out  by  parish  allowance.  Dis* 
tress  existed  in  the  country  to  a  most 
grievous  extent. 

Mr.  Robert  Palmer  perfectly  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  had  brought 
the  subject  forward,  that  it  would  be  quite 
consistent  to  vote  for  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  without  in  the 
least  considering  the  question  of  the  cur- 
rency on  the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Althorp).  He  should  certainly  feel  proud 
to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord 
on  this  occasion  as  a  substantive  motion, 
but  then  it  was  upon  the  conyiction  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  oppose  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Gentleman^  the  mem* 
her  for  Whitehaven,  when  it  was  brought 
forward  as  a  separate  and  distinct  motion. 

Lord  Ebringtcn  could  not  avoid  saying 
that  he  was  surprised  at  hearing  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Whitehaven,  and  the  more  particularly 
as  the  hon.  Member  had,  in  his  speech, 
stated  that  in  his  opinion  any  inquiry 
into  the  distresses  of  the  country,  un- 
less coupled  with  an  inquiry  into  the 
effects  of  the  monetary  system,  would  be 
a  delusion  and  a  mockery. 

Mr.  Maithias  Attwood  said,  the  noble 
Lord  could  not  possibly  have  heard  his 
observations,  because  he  always  said,  that 
the  House  had  the  means  of  partially  re- 
lieving distress,  even  without  altering  the 
present  standard  of  value. 

Mr.  O'Ctmne^said,  the  time  was  cer- 
tainly come  when  an  inquiry  ought  to  be 
instituted  into  the  distresses  of  Uie  coun- 
try. Whatever  might  be  said  as  to  the 
State  of  Eoglandi*  no  doubt  could  be  en- 


tertained that  distress  .existed  in  Ireland. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was- opposed  to  an 
alteration  in  the  system  of  currency ;  but, 
now  that  the  House  had  in  effect  decided 
against  such  a  change,  there  was,  in  his 
opinion,  no  objection  to  inquiring  into  the 
state  of  the.  country. 

Mr. .  Beaumont  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin  took  every 
opportunity  of  opposing  the  Govern- 
ment. For  his  own  part,  he  must  oppose 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  White- 
haven. 

The  Question,  that  the  Debate  be  ad- 
journed, was  negatived  without  a  dp- 
vision. 

On  the  Question,  that  the  Amendment 
moved  by  Mr.  Attwood  be  added  to  Lord 
Althbrp's  resolution,  the  House  divided  : 
Ayes  134 ;  Noes  271— Majority  137. 

The  Question  was  then  put  upon  Lord 
Althorp's  Resolution:  Ayes  304;  Noes 
49 — Majority  in  favour  of  the  Resolu- 
tion 2551 

List  of  the  Noes  on  the  Question  that  the 
words  proposed  by  Mr,  Attwood  stand 
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Grant,  Hon.  Colonel  Torrens,  Colonel  R. 

HardiDge,Hon.Sirti.  Tynte,  C.  K.  K. 

Heneage,  G.  F.  Welby,  G.  E. 


The  following^  Members^  who  voted 
with  the  Miaiatry  on  the  first  division, 
voted  in  the  Minority  of  154,  to  add  to 
Lord  Aithorp's  Retolation  "that  it  is 
inexpedient  to  lower  the  standard  of 
value,*'  these  words : — **  That  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed,  which,  having 
regard  to  this  opinion,  shall  inquire  into 
the  general  distress  existing  among  the 
industrious  classes  of  the  community,  and 
into  the  roost  effectual  means  for  its  re- 
lief." 

fThe  Second  Division,  J 


Adams,  E.  H. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Brigatock,  W.  B. 
Briggs,  R, 
Briscoe,  J.  L 
Bulwer,  H.  L. 
Ewing,  J. 
Fenton,  J. 
Fielden,  W. 
Fort,  J. 
Gaskell,  I>« 
Hall,  B. 

Handley,  Major 
Humphery,  J. 
Hyeit,  W.  H. 
Ingham,  R. 
Jervis,  J. 
Jones,  T. 

The  Noes  on  the  Third  or  Last  Divisionm 


Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Macnamara,  Major 
Macnaroara,  F. 
O'Connell,  M. 
0*Dwyer,A.C. 
Petre,  Hon.  E. 
Rider,  T. 
Ross^  H. 
Ruthven,  £. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanley,  T.  B. 
Tayleur,  W. 
Thompson,  W. 
Trevor,  Hon.  G.  R. 
Wason,  W. 
Yelverton,Hon.W.H. 


Attwood,  T. 
Barnard,  E. 
Bell,  M. 
Benett,  J. 
B^ntinck,  Lord  G. 
Blake,  Sir  F. 
Blandford,  Marq.  of 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Burdett,  Sir  F. 
Cayley,  E, 

Chapman,  M.  L«      ' 
Curteis,  H, 
Dare^H, 


Dillwyn,  L. 
Etwall,  R. 
FiUgerald,  T. 
Fitzsimon,  C. 
Gillon,  W. 
Godson,  R. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Irton,  S. 
Rerrison,  Sir  E. 
Lalor,  P. 
Lambert,  H. 
Langdale,  Hon.  C< 

l«ennoX|  Lord  W, 
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Maxwell^  J. 
Methuen,  P. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  Maurice 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'CoDnell,  C. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
lUchardSy  J. 
Roe,  J. 
Koss,  H. 
Ruthyen,  £. 


Scholefieldy  J. 
Stanley,  £. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 
Stewart,  J. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Tennyson,  C. 
Tynte,  C. 
Vigors,  N. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Tellers. 
Attwood,  M. 
Sinclair,  G. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  April  26,  1833. 

MiNDTM.]  BUL  Read  a  second  time:— PubUc  Revenue 
(Sootlind). 

PMitkNii  pNMnted*  By  Locd  SuFViau),  the  Duket  of 
RjcHMOVD,  Norfolk,  and  Clbtblano,  by  the  Earb  of 
Durham,  Sbfton,  Orrt,  and  Morlby,  and  toy  Lords 
DmrsAS  and  Barham,  from  a  very  great  Number  of 
Phases,— i^ainst  Sla^cry.-.By  the  Duke  of  NoRfOLs, 
from  the  Cutkn  of  Sheffield;  and  by  Earl  Orby,  from 
KIngsbridge  and  Dodbrooke,  for  Limiting  the  Houn  for 
Empk>ymg  GhOdren  In  MOb  and  Fsctories.— By  the  Earl 
of  aoaiBRRT,  from  the  Medical  Prectitionen  of  Man- 
chester, against  the  Apotheoaries  Act;  and  from  Pauley, 
against  the  Existing  System  of  Church  Patzonage  in  Scot- 
land*— By  Earl  Grst,  from  the  Landholders  of  theBanmy 
of  Cistlmgh,  for  amending  the  Orud  Jury  Laws  (Ire- 
land).—By  the  Earl  of  Rooair,  firom  the  Synod  of  Perth 
and  Stirling,  for  securing  to  the  Irish  the  Performance  of 
Churdi  Service  in  tiieir  own  language;  and  from  an 
Onmge  Lodge,  Birmtaigham,  againit  the  Irish  Chuidi 
BilL 

Local  Judicatures.]  Lord  Lynd- 
Attrsf  presented  two  Petitions  from  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Court  of  Requests 
of  Kingston-upon-HuU,  and  from  the 
Inhabitants  generally  of  that  place, 
against  the  19th  Clause  of  the  Local 
Judicature  Bill,  which  takes  away  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Courts  of  Requests. 
The  petitioners  complained,  that  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  new  Act  was  not  well 
adapted  to  the  habits  and  circumstances 
of  the  country,  and  they  prayed  to  be 
heard  against  that  particular  clause  of  it 
by  Counsel  at  the  Bar  of  the  House. 

The  Lord  Chancelhr  said,  that  the 
petitions  presented  by  the  noble  Lord 
were  well  worthy  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships.  He  was  aware  that  these  were 
not  the  only  petitions  which  would  be 
presented  against  the  19th  clause  of  the 
Local  Bill,  and  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
declare  that  some  enactment,  different 
from  an  immediate  repeal  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  those  Courts  would  be  necessary. 
It  was  absolutely  necessary,  however, 
that  something  should  be  done  to  put 
them  on  a  better  footing.  There  were 
upwards  of  280  such  Courts  in  different 


[>arts  of  the  country,  some  of  wMch  had 
ittle  or  no  jurisdiction,  and  many  others 
of  which  were  full  of  abuses.  There 
were  exceptions,  however,  in  whidi  a 
great  deal  of  business  was  done,  to  the 
satisfaction  of  those  concerned.  These, 
he  thought,  might  be  saved  at  least  for 
the  present.  But  he  thought  that  it 
would  be  more  convenient,  if,  instead  of 
their  jurisdiction  being  only  optional  on 
the  part  of  litigants  (as  prayed  for  by  the 
petitioners),  which  would  leave  them 
Courts  only  in  name  (for  he  had  no 
doubt,  if  they  had  only  a '  common 
jurisdiction  with  the  Courts  he  proposed 
to  establish,  that  they  would  be  forsaken) 
— he  thought  he  said,  it  would  be  proper 
to  give  them  exclusive  jurisdiction  over 
the  class  of  causes  of  which  they  now  took 
cognizance.  He  should  therefore  think 
it  his  duty,  on  the  introduction  of  the 
Local  Jurisdiction  Bill,  to  move  some 
modification  of  the  19th  clause. 
Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday y   April  25,   1833. 

MiNUTia.]  Papers  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Hrnry 
Vrrn BY,  various  Returfia  rdative  to  the  Management  of 
'  an  the  Gaob  in  England  and  Wales.^-OD  the  Motkn  of 
Mr.  Grotb,  an  Aecount  of  the  Local  Duties  paid  osi 
Coab  hi  the  City  of  London.— Oh  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
HuMB,  an  Acoount  of  all  the  Sums  paid  as  Compenaatiaa 
for  thd  Loss  of  Sinecures  hi  the  United  Kingdom.— On  the 
Motion  of  Sir  JoBiv  Hobbooob,  an  Acoount  of  the  Sunan 
paid  to  each  Newsp^ier  in  Ireland  for  inserting  Govern- 
ment Proclamations. — On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Aldennan 
Thompson,  an  Acoount  of  Uie  Surduiges  made  in  the 
last  year  for  the  House-tax  in  the  Boioiigh  of  Sunderiand. 
—On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Bainbridob,  an  Acoount  of  the 
Number  of  Gallons  of  Proof  Spirits  permitted  out  ftom 
the  Disdllen^  Stocks  in  En^and  hi  the  yean  188t,  and 
188S. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Messrs.  Aoamb,  Lbbnard,  and 
CBRiaTMAs,  from  a  Number  of  Places,— i^ainst  Slavery. 
—By  Mr.  GoRfNO,  ftom  Yi^iCon,  for  a  Repeal  of  the 
Duties  on  One-Hone  Carta,  Soap,  and  Malt  and  Hapc.-* 
By  Mr.  Cbristmas,  ftom  several  Bodies  of  Clergymen  in 
Ireland,  for  Alterations  in  the  Irish  Churdi  Refonn  BllL 
—By  Mr*  IUx.l  Darb,  ttom  the  Resident  Ckigy  of  the 
County  of  Essex,  in  favour  of  the  Lord's  Day  Ohscnaiiea 
BUI  i  and  ftom  Barking,  i^ainst  the  Sale  of  Beer  AcL— By 
Cokmel  Davibb,  ftom  Worcester,  for  a  Repeal  of  the 
AsBMsed  Taxes.— By  Mr.  S.  A.  Baynton,  ftom  aevoed 
Disscnthig  Gonitregationi,  for  IBaamaf/Qng  nmaslaut 
Dissentii^  Chapels  ftom  the  payment  of  Parochial  Ratas. 

Education — Criminal  Rbturns.]  Mr. 
Lennard  presented  a  Petition  from  the 
towns  of  Epping  and  Harlow,  calling  on 
the  House  to  devise  some  plan  by  which 
the  children  of  the  po6rer  classes  may  he 
provided  with  education  suited  to  their 
situation  in  society,  and  which  might  not 
interfere  with  their  religious  feelings  and 
opinions.    The  petitioners  intreated  those 


- '    ■  J<l « 


"•sr 


r4tf 


&A> 


598 


{  April  85}  Crimimd  Returns. 


594 


who  dififered  from  them  as  to  the  iikiport-' 
anoe  of  education,  to  examine  the  gaols 
and'  houses  of  correction,  penitentiaries, 
and  even  workhouses  of  the  country,  and 
to  compare  the  extent  of  education  among 
the  inmates  with  the  diffusion  of  know- 
ledge throughout  the  country  at  large, 
when  it  would  he  found  that  crime  pre- 
vailed the  most  among  the  least-instructed. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  petitioners^ 
who  stated,  that  although  the  increase  of 
crime  in  this  country  was  not  to  he  attributed 
to  ignonmce  alone,  yet  that,  without  edu- 
cation, the  mass  of  society  could  not  be 
preserved  from  corruption,  and  an  increase 
of  crime.  He  would  take  that  opportunity 
of  expressing  his  regret  at  the  imperfect 
manner  in  which  the  criminal  returns  of 
this  country  were  made ;  and  which  showed 
only  the  number  of  committals,  convictions, 
and  executions.  But  in  France  the  returns 
were  much  more  in  detail,  and  in  them  the 
persons  who  were  convicted,  were  classified 
according  to  age,  sex,  and  other  circum. 
stances.  The  result  of  the  French  returns 
was  curious,  and  tended  strongly  to  illus- 
trate and  support  the  view  of  the  petitioners. 
In  one  year— namely,  the  year  1850— out 
of  1,790  persons  committed  to  prison  in 
France,  1 ,063  persons  could  neither  read  nor 
write;  496  could  read  and  write  imperfectly; 
107  could  read  and  write  well ;  and  forty* 
six  had  received  a  good  education.  The 
following  year,  1831,  produced  similar 
results,  showing,  in  the  language  of  the 
petitioners,  that  crime  prevaUed  the  most 
amongst  the  least  instructed.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  similar  results  would  be  esta. 
lished  in  this  country,  had  we  the  same 
means  of  information ;  'but  unfortunately 
our  returns  were  not  drawn  up  in  the  same 
manner  they  were  in  France.  But  it  was 
made  dear  by  the  Committee  on  secondary 
punishments,  which  sat  some  years  ago, 
that  atrocious  crimes,  viz. — offences  against 
the  perscm— are  diminished  precisely  in  the 
proportion  that  the  means  of  education  are 
enlarged.  The  result  was  the  same  in  all 
countfies.  '  He  would  not,  on  the  pre- 
sentation  of  a  petition,  trouble  the  House 
t^ith  anymore  facts,  but  he  trusted  the 
Government  would  take  the  prayer  of  the 
petitioners  into  their  serious  consideration. 
Mr.  Hume  considered  the  prayer  of  the 
petition  to  be  one  highly  deserving  the  &U 
tention  of  the  House,  as  the  subject  was  of 
the  highest  possible  importance.  The  Re- 
port on  the  Foor.laws  presented  a  state  of 
ignorance  and  crime  in  the  country  which 
ought  to  be  appalling  to  every  pet5on<«-in 


short,  it  amounted  to  this:— That  if  some 
«peedy  and  effectual  check  were  not  put  to 
the  dreadful  march  of  demoralization,  no 
property  would  be  safe.  Instead  of  the 
miserable  trifling  of  which  the  House 
daily  made  a  di^lay,  they  ought  to  set 
arduously  to  work  in  producing  e^ctual 
reform,  and  education  was  one  dP  the  par- 
ticular subjects  on  which  it  was  most  re- 
quired. Experience  taught,  that  crime  was 
the  inevitable  concomitant  of  ignorance. 
He,  in  common  with  the  whole  country, 
felt  deeply  grieved  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  not  brousht  before  the  House, 
as  leading  questions,  the  subjects  of  edu- 
cation and  the  Poor-laws.  He  was  very 
sorry  that  the  Lord  Chancellor— 4dl  power- 
ful as  he  was  in  the  Cabinet-— had  so 
grievously  disappointed  the  ardent  expecta 
tions  of  the  whole  nation  on  this  most  im- 
portant subject.  It  must,however,  inevit- 
ably be  brought  under  consideration  sooner 
or  later,  whether  the  present  Ministers 
liked  it  or  not.  What  had  the  people  been 
led  to  expect  from  the  Reform  Bill  ?  A 
large  reduction  of  taxation,  to  be  relieved 
from,  the  dreadful  pressure  of  their  burthens ; 
and  surely  this  was  but  a  reasonable  desire 
in  a  nation  oppressed  with  the  charge  of 
twenty-eight  millions  every  year  fcxr  their 
debt,  and  with  twenty-two  million^  every 
year  for  the  charges  of  their  most  over- 
whelmingly expensive  Government.  But 
what  had  the  people  as  yet  got  by  the 
Reform  Bill  ?  Nothing,  or  worse  than 
nothing.  In  the  instance  of  the  Church, 
had  there  been  anything  like  proper  or 
efiectual  reform  ?  In  this,  as  in  everything 
else  for  the  benefit  of  the  people,  the 
Government  had  gone  on  the  principle  of 
doing  things  by  halves ;  but  if  they  ex. 
pect^  that  the  nation  would  long  suffer 
these  insults,  they  would  find  themselves 
excessively  mistaken.  If  this  system  were 
persevered  in,  the  people  would  inevitably 
look  elsewhere  for  better  stewards,  and  he 
(Mr.  Hume)  most  certainly  should  expect, 
in  the  course  of  a  few  months,  to  see  the 
Right  hon.  member  for  Tamworth  borne 
into  the  House  in  that  cnmcity  on  the 
shoulders  of  the  people.  He  did  not  see 
any  of  the  Ministers  in  the  House  to  tell 
them  so;  but  he  wished  they  had  been 
where  he  had  been  that  day,  at  a  Meeting 
on  the  subject  of  the  House  and  Window 
Taxes,  where  4,000  or  5,000  persons,  not 
'^  the  rabble,'*  but  respectable  and  orderly 
shopkeepers  and  tradesmen — ^he  wishedsome 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  had  been  there  and 
seen  the  manner  in  which  the  mention  of 
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iu»  My esi/fl  MinisCeni  had  been  leoeived.  it 
would  bavebemialeaicmfor  thepa  vfhkh  they 
could  not  forget.  They  would  see»  that  the 
eystem  they  hed  purtued  was  hateful  to  the 
people ;  and  they  would  leanij  besideBj  that 
the  already  highly4ndlgiiant  people  were 
determined  uot  to  allow  the  continuance  of 
Mich  a  system  much  lon«r*  Government 
must  shake  off  the  trimng  and  lethargy 
which  had  hitherto  so  disgusted  the  people, 
;md  must  bring  forward  measures  suited  to 
the  necessities  of  the  country.  This  was 
.the^uuly  way  in  which  Lord  Althorp*-.- 
border,  order  Q  well,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  Lord  Grey««-he  sup- 
posed he  was  not  out  of  order  in  mentioning 
that  name — could  redeem  their  characters 
with  the  English  nation,  of  every  grade  of 
society. 

Mr.  Hall  Dare  concurred  in  the  prayer 
of  the  Petition,  believing  that  'the  most 
signal  moral  advantages  would  result  to  the 
people  from  their  better  education ;  and  he 
therefore  hoped  that  at  no  distant  period 
his  Majesty'[|  Ministers  would  bring  forward 
measures  to  efi^t  this  object.  He  also 
trusted  that  the  House  would  on  that 
occasion  call  to  mind  that  no  measure  or 
^stem  could  be  efficient  for  such  purposes, 
which  was  not  calculated  to  infuse  rel^ious 
principles  into  the  minds  of  the  people. 
Without  the  inculcation  of  religious  prin« 
siples,  any  system  would  be  faulty; 

Mr.  Beneit  deprecated  the  attack  made 
on  Ministers  by  the  hen.  member  for 
Middlesex.  As  to  what  he  had  said  about 
their  trifling  with  the  business  of  the 
country,  he  must  observe,  that  altogether 
no, man  had  caused  more  interruption  in 
the  way  of  transacting  public  bunness,  by 
irrelevant  discussions,  than  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself. 

Mr.  OConndl  defended  the,  hon.  Mem« 
ber  for  Middlesex,  than  whom  no  Member 
more  expedited  real  public  business.  Re- 
ferring to  the  meeting  held  that  day 
at  the  Crown  and  Anchor,  he  must  say, 
that  he  had  also  been  there,  and  wished 
the  Ministers  also  had  been  present.  As 
they  were  not,  it  was  well  that  they 
should  be  made  acquainted  with  the 
sentiments  expressed  there ;  and  certainly 
no  Ministry  had  ever  been  more  exe- 
crated at  any  meeting  than  the  present 
Government  were  on  this  occasion,  for 
having  so  dreadfully  deceived  the  people  in 
putting  forward  so  miserable,  so  paltry,  and 
so  contemptible  a  pretence  of  reduction 
as  they  had  do^e. 

Sir  MaUhm  Whiti  Sidly  deprecated 


sueh  attacks  on  MimabezB;  tiwsr  cksitctv 
would  be  best  approciated  by  theb  scU; 
and  in  eonndering  these,  it  behoved  the 
people  to  make  altewaoces  for  the  diffiol- 
ties  of  the  position  in  which  Miwislen  M 
been  placed  since  taking  office*  Hemost, 
ho  wever^  protest  against  the  docfcsines  of  die 
hon.  members  for  Middlesex  and  Dnfalio, 
which  were  calculated  to  overturn  tk 
Ckmstitution,  and  would  bo  a-  curse  to  Ae 
country. 

Pnoviaiosr  aoaiitot  Want  ovEiirLor* 
MENT.l  Mr.  Slan^  moved  for  ksfs  t* 
bring  m  a  Bill  to  enable  mannfactaiew 
and  mechanics  to  ensure  themselves  wffoat 
temporary  want  of  employin0Dt,bfgiTnig 
them  facilities  for  ercatinff  a  mia  jcbt 
fund,  vested  in  the  public  Ainds,  or  otbet 
approved  and  available  securiqr.  Hew 
well  awaie,  that  this  was  a  oort  of  solnat 
which  did  not  interest  any  political  ff 
party  feelings  in  its  favour;  bat  no  suu 
ter  which  referred  to  so  importsoi  s 
part  of  our  population  ought,  in  bii 
opinion,  to  be  without  interest  to  ^ 
House.  In  order  to  show  the  importssce 
of  the  subject  he  would  briefly  csll  ^ 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  incresse  in 
the  manufacturing  population.  Dmiog  the 
present  c^itury,  or  at  least  within  the  hoi 
fifty  years,  the  whole  population  of  £09* 
land  had  increased  at  the  rate  of  tweotf. 
five  per  cent,  bu^  the  manufiieturing  popo- 
lation  had  increased  at  the  rate  of  Sfi^  per 
cent  At  the  commencement  of  that  period, 
the  proportion  they  bore  to  the  agricultml 
population  was  one*half— -now  tfai^  woeti 
two  to  one.  In  the  same  period,  they  hi 
made  a  corresponding  advance  in  intdH- 
gence ;  and  though  they  had  made;,  in  »m 
casesi  provision  tor  themselves,  they  woe 
still  exposed  to  the  evils  of  being  oocssm*. 
ally  thrown  out  of  emplojrment.  IVf 
were  exposed  to  aU  the  evils  of  a  fluctustiog 
demand  for  their  labour*  At  one  period 
they  werQ  excessively  well  off— at  anocfaer 
they  were  plunged  into  the  deepest  diitreii. 
He  would  call  die  attention  of  the  Houe 
to  the  causes  of  these  fluctuat]on»-*^  their 
effects—- and  to  the  means  of  reaedjii^ 
them.  The  causes  of  the  alterstieni  is 
the  demand  for  labour  were  either  fosofi 
or  domestic  Of  the  former,  he  leigbt 
mention  changes  in  the  commercial  Ip^'f^ 
other  countries.  Thus  the  alteiatioo  is 
the  Americui  Tariff  had  an  imodiiie 
effect  on  our  iron  trade.  At  WolverhasqW 
the  demand  for  its  manufactures  wis  mA 
lisssenedi  «md  the  demeiid  for  Iho  Ubm  » 
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die  peopk  much  dimiiuBhe^*  In  the  same 
town,  during  the  war^  tlie  demand  for  locks, 
iiingea»  and  other  ooaiae  iron  manufactures 
for  exportation,  was  considerable;  but 
fince  the  peace^  when  our  neighbours  had 
beoQOie  our  xivalsy  the  demand  for  these 
artides  had  diminished  on^-sixth,  and  the 
great  body  of  the  people  had  been  thrown 
into  a  situation  of  want  and  distress 
Polttieai  slteradons  had  the  same  effect  as 
alterations  in  the  commercial  laws.  For 
example^  the  war  between  Holland  and 
Belgium  had  thrown  our  Flemish  rivals  out 
of  the  market  of  Holland,  and,  for  a  season, 
had  ensured  us  a  monopoly  of  that  market. 
ForaeonsklecBUe  period  we  had  the  monopo* 
If  of  the  markets  of  the  Continent,  but  at 
presentthe  Flemings  and  the  Grermans  were 
onr  rivab  in  erery  place;  which  had  a 
oonrideraUe  effect  in  reducing  the  demand 
for  employment  in  our  country.  There 
also  was  a  diange  in  the  demand  for  labour, 
ariang  from  a  change  in  habits  and  feshions, 
which  sometimes  threw  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  persons  out  of  employment 
For  example  :*-^a  change  had  taken  place 
{tarn  ^eawg  lliKn  to  wearing  woollen, 
and  then  came  the  use  of  cotton,  which  had 
in  part  since  given  place  to  silk,  and  each  of 
these  changes  made  a  change  in  the  demand 
for  labour.  Durii^  the  transition  from 
one  employment  to  another,  and  until  the 
workmen  were  taken  up  by  the  new  menu- 
fiicture,  they  su&red  most  severely.  Surely 
it  was  not  unworthy  of  the  Houae  to  en- 
deavour  to  remedy  that  There  was  also 
a  change  from  loeal  cause.  Manufkcturers 
migrated  from  one  place  to  another^  which 
caused  a  ccmtinued  fluctuation  of  demand 
for  labour  in  different  districts,  and  esposed 
masses  of  men  to  great  distress.  For  ex- 
ample, the  discovery  of  the  steam-engine, 
and  its  application  to  a  great  variety  of 
purposes,  had  caused  t&  migration  of 
almost  all  our  considerable  manufactures 
to  those  districts  in  which  were  deposited 
the  great  beds  of  coal.  He  had  said  enough 
lo  nmke  itappaient  to  the  House  that  the 
labouring  manufactuxets  were  exposed  to 
neat  fluetaation^,  and  he  wished  to  oiable 
them  to  provide  against  the  evils  of  such 
fluctuations  by  ihar  own  prudence.  The 
discoveries  in  art  also  produced  changes  in 
the  condition  of  the  people.  ThuB«  the 
inventioa  of  the  power-loom,  by  intro. 
dudng  a  cheaper  mode  of  weaving,  had 
deprived  the  hand-loom  weaver  of  employ- 
ment In  1820  there  were  14,000  power- 
looms;  in  1828  the  number  was  ^5,000; 
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now  nearly  doubled.  £acb'  of  thtfm  did 
the  work  of  several  weavers,  and  the  em- 
ployment of  them  had  reduced  the  hand- 
loom  weavers  to  a  most  wretched  condilum. 
Changes  were  also  brought  about  by  the 
violence  of  the  Workmen  themselves*  Thus, 
the  conduct  of  the  carpet-weavens  had 
driven  much  of  that  manufacture  to  Scot- 
land.  The  use  of  canals  and  rail-roads 
might  have  a  similar  efiect  A  deficient 
harvest  or  any  insecurity  of  property  might 
also  lead  to  similar  results.  The  consequence 
of  all  these  drcumstances  was,  that  there 
was  never  a  time  when  a  great  number  of 
people  might  not  be  found  in  distress  and 
out  cf  emplojrment  in  some  parts  of  the 
tx)untry.  The  remedy  which  he  meant  to 
propose  was  no  wonder-working  plan^^was 
no  forced  Legislative  Enactment— it  was 
nothmg  compulsoiy;  it  was  simply  peiu. 
missive,  and  would  facilitate  and  allow  the 
workmen  to  put  their  funds  in  a  safe  place, 
to  ensure  themselves  against  the  evils  he 
had  mentioned.  He  believed  that  the 
average  wages  of  the  manufacturers,  thou|^h 
not  great,  were  sufficient,  if  equally  dis* 
tributed>  to  provide  for  the  oomfort»  satis* 
faction,  and  contentment  of  those  in  humble 
occupadon.  Something,  however,  was  want- 
ed when  wages  were  high,  to  enoonrage 
and  enable  the  people  to  lay  by  part  of 
those  wsges  for  a  season  when  wages  mi|^t 
be  low.  The  manufacturers  were  themselves 
eager  to  do  this,  and  they  wanted  nothing 
but  facilities  to  do  it  to  a  greater  extent 
than  at  present  They  only  asked  per- 
mission to  do  that  which  would  benefit 
themselves  and  be  of  great  public  service. 
It  was  already  done  imperfectly  in  several 
trades,  but  done  to  an  extent  sufficient  to 
show  that  the  persons  eiupaged  in  manu. 
factures  were  aware  of  the  evils  hanging 
over  them,  and  eager  to  provide  against 
such  contingendes.  There  was  one  trade 
in  which  a  system  was  established  that 
a  person  out  of  work  should  travel  about 
the  countzy — ^it  was  called  the  tramp 
8yatem-**and  when  they  came  to  a  town 
where  there  were  any  pexsons.of  their 
trade,  they  had  a  right  to  receive  a  penny 
from  every  workman,  with  a  lodmnj^  and 
supper  for  two  or  three  days,  tm  it  wea 
seen  whether  they  could  be  taken  up  by 
the  demand  for  labour*  That  was  a  pro., 
vision  against  a  defective  demand  for 
labour,  tbough  it  was  imperfect  Another 
plan  had  been  followed  by  the  carpet 
weaveia  of  Kidderminster.  When  men 
were  out  of  work,  they  had  a  right  to 
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mm  in  work  ttU  thqr  got  wmk  agun. 
TUsplaiiy  too,  was  defectiye^  but  it  enabled 
the  me&y  wben  thiown  out  of  woric,  to 
bear  it  till  tbey  again  got  employment. 
Another^  and  t^  most  complete  plan  was 
adopted  hj  a  large  daas  of  workmen  of  the 
great  City  of  London — he  alluded  to  the 
taikm— who  were  divided  into  three 
dasses— ^rst  workmen,  second  workmen, 
and  thixd  workmen.  When  any  of  these 
ware  thiown  out  of  employment,  they  went 
to  their  req«ctive  houses  of  call,  and  there 
received  an  allowance  per  day  in  proportion 
to  their  skill.  So  wdl  was  their  scheme 
organised,  that  it  never  was  known  that 
any  person  of  this  sodety  applied  for 
parochial  relief.  Other  trades  had  similar 
societies,  but  they  suffered  fxom  not  having 
a  snfBcient  control  over  their  own  funds, 
and  from  not  having  an  easy  and  secure 
mode  of  investing  their  money.  There 
was  a  difficulty  of  large  bodies  acting  to- 

Sher,  and  apportioning  their  labour  to  the 
nand  for  it;  which,  having  a  fund  of 
this  kind,  might  lessen.  If  they  had  a 
fund  of  this  £bid,  when  work'  was  slack, 
they  mieht  work  for  only  two  or  three 
days  in  we  week,  and  thus  allow  the  goods 
in  the  market  to  be  gradually  absorb^  till 
the  demand  for  their  labour  was  revived. 
In  ^  case  of  having  no  funds,  the  men,  as 
happened  at  Wolverhampton,  were  apt, 
instead  of  diminishing  their  labour,  as  the 
demand  slackened,  to  increase  it  by  re- 
doubled exertions.  In  that  place,  when  a 
season  of  distress  had  arisen,  they  had 
actually  worked  sixteen  hours  a  day,  and 
had  accumulated  a  great  stock  of  commodi. 
ties  in  the  hands  of  the  masters.  Of  course 
he  could  not  blame  the  masters  for  that, 
but  that  stock  was  actually  made  out  of  the 
blood  and  marrow  of  the  workmen.  When 
the  demand  revived,  the  stock  was  so  great, 
that  it  took  a  long  period  before  the  wages 
returned  to  their  proper  level.  Now  that 
would  not  have  happened  if  these  people 
had  had  a  little  fund  which  would  have 
enabled  them  to  stop  working  two  days  in 
theweeL  Many  masters  would,  he  be- 
lieved, be  happy  to  make  an  arrangement 
with  their  workmen  under  such  circum. 
stances,  for  working  less,  so  that  the  sup- 
ply might  be  more  ^leedily  brought  to  alevel 
with  Ae  demand,  but  from  want  of  funds 
of  this  kind^  the  workmen  were  unable  to 
act  upon  that  principle.  What  he  meant 
to  propose  was,  thatthese  people  should  have 
the  power  of  fbrming  a  fund  for  this  pur- 
pose, and  should  have  it  entirely  under 
tbeir  own  controL    He  would  extend  the 


prindpLea  of  the  Friendly  Societiea*  Ad. 
The  House  was  probably  awne,  that  b^ 
the  10th  George  4th,  cap.  56,  aocii  sodetiei 
were  allowed  to  provide  against  infimcf , 
old  age,  sickneas,  or  other  natunl  states  or 
contingencies  whidi  would  be  made  a  aast* 
ter  of  calculation,  and  be  ledooed  to  sa 
average.  That  part  of  the  Act  completply 
exduded  the  workmen  Iran  taking  adTsa. 
tage  of  it,  to  provide  a  fund  against  want 
of  employment.  That  the  people  would  be 
willing  to  provide  against  sudi  a  oontis- 
gency,  was,  he  thought,  proved  by  the 
number  of  them  who  subscribed  to  Friendly 
Sodeties.  According  to  the  last  Beturns^ 
these  Societies  numbered  1,000,000  sob. 
scribers,  embracing  at  least,  with  their 
families,  4,000,000  of  persons.  He 
proposed  to  enable  the  manafiictoren  to 
form,  by  thdr  own  means,  a  joint  food, 
whidi  they  might  d^wsit  in  places  of 
security,  such  as  the  Savings'  Baidbi  or  the 
Public  Funds,  so  as  always  to  have  a  pro* 
vision  against  a  want  of  employmeDt 
He  wished  also  to  fence  that  fiind  nmnd 
with  measures  of  legal  safety  similar  to 
those  whidi  were  applied  to  the  fmidf 
of  Friendly  Societies.  He  would  soggeit 
that  the  manufacturers  who  chose  to  fona 
such  a  fund,  should  be  allowed  to  draw  np 
thdr  own  rules,  with  no  other-  restriction 
than  that  those  rules  should  be  legaL  The 
workmen  were  intelligent,  but  they  were 
also  suspidous,  and  they  did  not  like  to  be 
interfered  with.  They  might,  certainly, 
commit  mistakes,  but  that  was  their  look- 
out, and,  he  believed,  that  they  were  much 
less  liable  to  commit  mistakes  than  Members 
of  Parliament  who  should  undertake  to 
prescribe  rules  for  them.  He  would  give 
them  the  same  fadlities  to  enforce  tbese 
rules,  as  were  now  possessed  by  Friendly 
Sodeties.  He  would  apply  all  die  rules  of 
such  sodeties  to  these  funds — sudi  ss 
making  the  executors  of  any  officer  of  the 
sodety  pay  the  sodety  before  he  paid  any 
other  person.  Further,  he  would  give  the 
same  summary  mode  of  recovery  as  wsi 
granted  by  the  Friendly  Sodeties  Act.  He 
would  then  say  a  few  words  as  to  the 
objections  whidi  might  be  raised  to  hii 
proposition.  It  might  be  said,  that  while 
the  object  of  estabUshing  such  fiinds  migfat 
be,  in  many  instances,  hig^y  benefiw^ 
it  would  be  still  possible  that  they  mi^t 
be  turned  to  illegal  and  improper  purpoies 
-—that  the  men  would  combine  to  keep  op 
the  price  of  wages-^that  they  would  exe^ 
dse  an  arbitrary  control  over  the  mastei^ 
and  that  the  most  misdiievous  9m»naptBax» 
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would  f€8tflt.  A  few  yean  ago  every  man 
was  frigbtened  at  the  word  '^ combination," 
and  80  itrongly  did  the  prejudice  exist, 
that,  for  a  very  long  period,  the  most  odious 
and  disgraceful  laws  in  reference  to  com- 
bination were  allowed  to  remain  upon  our 
Statute-book.  By  the  5th  Geo.  4tb,  how- 
ever, no  less  than  thirty^ght  of  those 
laws  were  repealed,  and  less  arbitrary, 
though  equally  efficacious  provisions  were 
made  against  violence  to  persons  or  property. 
The  ^ect  of  this  Act  was  in  the  first 
instance  to  excite  a  very  considerable  degree 
of  alarm,  and  in  the  subsequent  year  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  take  the  whole 
subject  into  consideratum.  The  Report  of 
that  Committee  stated,  that  although  there 
certainly  existed  some  combinations  for 
mischievous  purposes  in  different  parts  of 
the  kingdom,  the  only  alterations  in  the 
law  wluch  the  Committee  recommended, 
were  the  lengthening  the  period  of  im. 
prisonment,  and  the  empowering  one  Ma. 
gistrate,  in  some  instances,  to  commit, 
instead  of  two.  That  took  place  in  1825, 
the  year  in  which  the  nation  was  mad — 
when  bubbles  were  daily  and  hourly  ere- 
ated—when  prices  were  enormously  raised, 
and  when  every  class  of  persons  was  led 
away  by  the  prospect  of  great  and  pro- 
digious wealth.  What  wonder,  then,  that 
at  such  a  period  the  labouring  and  manu- 
facturing classes  should  also  be  led  into  the 
indulgence  of  false  .and  flattering  hopes. 
But  since  the  year  1825,  although  some 
exaggerated  complaints  had  been  made  from 
particular  districts,  very  few  combinations 
had  taken  place.  What  was  meant  by 
combination  ?  The  present  law  said  this, 
*'If  you  combine  to  intimidate  or  threaten, 
or  in  any  way  to  overawe  others,  your 
fellow-workmen,  you  shall.be  punished." 
But  were  these  to  prevent  men  ^m  form- 
ing themselves  into  societies  to  constitute  a 
fund  to  be  composed  of  small  deposits  from 
their  earnings,  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
against  the  vicissitudes  which  were  con- 
tinually occurring  ?  Were  they  to  prevent 
the  men  from  doing  that,  because  they  were 
apprehensive  that  a  fund  so  raised  might 
be  applied  to  improper  purposes  ?  Let  the 
House  strike  the  bdance  Iwtween  the  evils 
of  oomlnnation  and  want  of  employment;  it 
would  find  that  the  latter  produced  misery 
and  disorder  in  a  degree  equal  to,  if  not 
greater,  than  the  former.  If  the  labouring 
manufiscturers  were  to  apply  the  fund  im- 
properly,  the  prudence  wluch  bad  led  them 
to  accumulate  it  would  soon  point  out, 
the  evil  of  coBtimiing  to  do  so,  and  they 


would  learn  better.  The  creation  of  ^auck 
funds  would  not  foster  a  spirit  of  violent 
and  Intimidatinff  combination  amongst  the 
workmen ;  on  the  contrary,  it  would  have 
a  different  effect.  The' laws  against  oom- 
bination  had  produced  the  evil ;  they  had 
excited  a  feeling  of  suspicion  between  the 
master  and  the  men,  and  had  arrayed  the 
one  against  the  other.  This  evil  had 
become  manifest,  if  not  to  both,  at  least  to 
one  of  the  parties ;  and  he  felt  assured  that 
the  fear  and  objection  which  the  master 
manufacturers  formerly  had  to  the  formation 
of  such  funds  had  greatly  diminished,  if 
it  were  not  entirely  removed.  He  was 
not  desirous  to  do  any  thing  hostile  to  the 
masters,  or  to  pass  any  measure  that  would 
take  any  party  by  surprise  ;  but  when  they 
saw  a  great  practical  evil,  and  when  a 
remedy  (which  would  cost  nothing)  was 
suggested,  the  subject  might  be  deemed 
well  worUiy  the  consideratum  of  any  Par. 
liament  wluch  had  a  desire  to  alleviate  the 
distress  of  their  feUow-men.  What  pro- 
duped  vielent  outbreaks  of  combination, 
attended  by  destruction  of  property,  and,  in 
some  cases,  of  life,  in  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts ?  —  Want!  *-  wimt  of  emplo3rment, 
foUowed  by  want  of  bread--^e  people 
having  no  reserved  fund  to  faU  back  on.  for 
support  The  possession  of  such  a  fund 
would  give  time  and  opportunity  for  reason 
and  truth  to  work  their  way,  and  patience 
would  not  be  at  once  abandoned  through 
necessity.  In  case  of  disputes  between 
masters  and  men,  the  latter  having  a  fund 
to  f;edl  back  on,  the  subject  at  issue  would 
be  argued,  not  by  a  resort  to  violence,  but 
by  an  appeal  to  reason,  truth,  and  justice. 
The  existence  of  the  fund  would  also  be 
beneficial  to  masters,  by  removing  the 
temptation  to  go  on  producing  goods  at 
a  time  whea  there  was  no  demand,  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  their  workmen  from 
starving.  Gluts  would  be  avoided^  and 
the  labour-market  would  not  continue, 
loaded  so  long  as  at  present.  He  considered 
that  the  plan  which  he  proposed  to  adopt, 
even  should  it  be  found  to  be  partially 
wrong,  could  not  produce  any  permanent 
evil,  while  the  suppression  of  all  com- 
binations would  only  have  the  eSeet  of 
compressing  those  discontents  which  vf&ce 
not  allowed  any  legal  vent,  till  they  gathered 
all  the  force  of  condensation,  and  burst 
forth  in  acts  of  violence.  It  was  quite 
dear  that  no  system  of  combination  could 
alter  the  real  demand  for  labour ;  and  if  the 
true  state  of  the  case  were  understood,  it 
would  be  found  that  the  course  wbick 
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he  pmofled  was  the  best  for  ayoiding  the 
evils  of  comhination,  and^  at  the  same  time, 
for  afibrding  relief  to  the  labouring  popula* 
tion. 

Mr.  Cchhetl  said,  he  had  heard  hon. 
Members  talk  a  great  deal  about  the  labour- 
ing classes  putting  their  money  in  the 
fiinds,  and  such  like  securities;  but  suppose 
there  should  be  a  run  upon  the  Bank^ 
in  the  way  that  was  explained  by  Mr. 
Pkune-^-a  thing  which  was  very  likely,  for 
it  was  actually  the  case  in  1827^  what 
would  then  become  of  the  poor  men's 
securities?  It  would  then  come  to  a 
scramble,  and  the  word  would  be  ''the 
devil  take  the  hindmost."  They  were 
going  quite  the  wrong  way  to  work,  and 
the  better  way  by  far  would  be  to  take  off 
the  burthens  of  the  people,  to  let  them  live 
well,  and  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
funds. 

Mr.  Hdrdy  said,  he  should  be  in  Ikvour 
of  any  measure  which  could  lead  to  an  im. 
provement  in  the  condition  of  the  labouring 
and  operative  classes  of  the  country;  yet,  at 
the  some  time,  he  feared  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Slaney>  was  not  suf* 
fidently  aoqtiainted  with  the  measures 
which  had  been  pursued  for  some  years 
past,  in  order  to  enable  those  meritorious 
classes  to  make  some  provision  for  old  age. 
It  oould  not  be  doubted  that  combinations 
were  rife  in  this  country  to  promote  an  in- 
crease of  wages,  and  that,  sot  for  one  class 
of  Journeymen  to  which  their  fellow-joumey- 
men  subsdribed,  but  also  for  other  trades, 
whether  tailors,  carpenters,  plasterers,  or 
others.  Now,  this  he  took  to  be  a  grievance 
as  well  as  an  act  of  injustice.  He  had 
known  instances  in  the  west  riding  of 
Yorkshire,  when  men  earning  14f.  or  ]5#. 
a-week  had  been  called  upon  to  pay  5#. 
a^week,  not  to  the  support  of  persons 
in  their  own  trade  who  were  out  is^  em. 
ployment,  but  to  support  persons  of  other 
trades  who  would  not  work  under  a  certain 
rate  of  wages.  But,  while  he  said  this,  he 
rejoiced  that  the  various  trades  had  been 
permitted  to  unite  for  the  purpose,  ay,  and 
for  the  legal  purpose  too,  of  not  permitting 
the  masters  to  pay  them  and  work  them  as 
they  might  think  proper.  The  Statute 
dp  Qeorge  4th  referring  to  combination  did 
not  prevent  large  meetings  or  unions  of 
working  men  to  regulate  their  wages; 
it  only  went  to  inflict  penalties  on  such 
persons  as  intimidated  others  from  not 
working  dt  such  prices  as  they  might  think 
proper.  He  should  be  glad  if  any  plan 
eould  be  devised  to  secure  a  safe  support  for 


Ae  labouring  dasses  in  their  old  age,  anl 
so  far  the  proposed  Bill  of  the  haa.  Men^ 
ber  (Mr.  Slan^),  should  have  his  support. 
Mr.  Hufne  obserred,  that  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  who  had  spoken  last,  said  a  great  deid 
about  the  combinations  of  workmen  to 
raise  wages,  but  forgot  that  the  masters 
were  also  in  the  habit  of  combining  to  keep 
down  wages ;  but  these  were  not  denmni- 
nated  combinations,  although  they  existed 
so  generally.  It  was  improper,  in  hia 
opinion,  that  any  legislative  enactment 
should  apply  to  joumejrmen,  which  did 
not  also  apply  to  masters  ;  and  it  was  upon 
that  principle  that  he  had  brought  forward 
his  measure  in  18S5.  Nothing  was  said 
about  masters;  but  a  ffreat  deal  about 
workmen,  their  wages,  their  hours  of  laboui^ 
and  their  combinations,  as  by  an  error 
ci  his  (Mr.  Hume's)  he  had  denominated 
the  meeting  and  consulting  together  of 
workmen.  He  objected,  however,  to  the 
interference  of  the  Legislature  with  the 
ftinds  of  any  description  of  persons.  It  was 
true  that  combinations,  after  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  which  he  had  proposed  in  1825, 
had  been  carried  to  an  illegal  extent,  inso* 
much  that  a  Committee  of  the  Hooae 
of  Commons,  of  which  he  (Mr.  Hume)  wm 
a  Member,  had  been  compelled  to  examine 
parties  belonging  to  Liveipool  and  New«. 
castle,  without  publishing  their  names  ^ 
but  since  the  removal  of  the  grounds  of 
complaint  whidi  had  given  rise  to  these 
unions,  they  had  assumed  a  much  more 
pacific  character,  and  were  now  confined  te 
their  legitimate  objects.  It  had  been  argued 
against  the  measure,  that  it  might  be  made 
an  instrument  and  an  engine  for  piDdadng 
very  great  mischief,  in  consequence  of  the 
hands  in  whose  management  the  funds 
would  be  left;  but  he  had  too  high  an 
opinion  of  the  good  sense  of  the  labouring 
classes  of  the  country  to  have  any  appre> 
hension  upon  that  subject  He  did  not, 
therefore,  look  with  any  degree  of  jealousy 
at  such  combinations,  but  he  did  object 
to  put  any  restraint  on  the  funds  of  the 
working  classes.  The  Act  formerly  posMd 
to  regulate  friendly  societies,  had.hiMi  the 
efiect  of  reducing  the  number  of  the  societitt 
by  one-half,  in  consequence  of  the  tRmUe 
and  expense  whieh  it  brought  upon  them^ 
for,  instead  of  an  expense  oif  one  guinea*  os 
the  House  had  anticipated  in  passing  the 
Bill,  an  expense  varying  from  three  to 
seven  guineas  was  necessary  befoie  the 
societies  could  comply  with  the  reguktioaa 
required  by  the  Act.'  The  ooosequenee 
had  beenj  that  thousands^Mind  be  wpdm 
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idviiifly--^kAt  thotttands  of  these  eoeietieB 
had  been  destroyed  bj  that  Act.  With 
respect  to  the  capacity  of  the  working 
classes  to  (naoage  their  own  affairs^  he 
believed,  if  they  picked  out  500  gentlemen 
and  500  artizans^  they  would  find  the 
latter  fully  as  cs^ble  as  the  former  of 
attending  to  their  own  concerns.  What  he 
objected  to  wa8>  the  circumstance  that 
Magistrates  were  to  have  the  power  df 
appointing  Treasurers  to  these  societies^ 
who  were  to  be  enabled  to  prevent  the 
application  of  the  funds  to  any  but  charitable 
purposes. 

Mr.  Thomas  Aitwood  opposed  that  part 
of  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
which  went  to  enable  and  induce  the 
labouring  classes  to  invest  their  joint  money 
in  the  public  funds.  Such  a  proceeding  on 
their  part^  would,  in  his  opinion,  he  highly 
dansevDUS.  There  were  already  870,000 
distinct  proprietors  of  stock;  added  to 
which  there  were  about  270,000  families 
having  money  in  the  savings'  banks,  besides 
numerous  friendly  societies,  all  of  whom 
had  their  property  invested  in  the  public 
funds.  If  to  these  were  added  the  parties 
to  whom  the  hon.  Member^s  proposition 
applied,  the  consequence  Would  be,  that 
Government  would  hold  a  terrific  partner- 
ship  with  almost  the  whole  of  the  working 
dasses,  whom  they  would  thus  be  enaUed 
to  scourj^e  at  their  plwure.  He  was  the 
more  sohdtous  on  this  point,  as  he  was 
convinced  that  the  division  dT  last  night 
had  sapped  the  foundation  of  the  public 
funds.  He  was  sure  of  it ;  he  was  sure 
that  that  division  rendered  the  whole 
foundation  of  the  national  debt  rotten  and 
unsafe ;  and,  he  would,  therefore,  not  give 
his  countenance  to  a  manmuvre  which  would 
induce  the  lower  classes  to  place  the  savings 
of  their  industry,  on  so  precarious  a  footing. 
He  was  persuaded  that  the  truth  of  what 
he  bad  been  observing  would  be  made  ma- 
nifestj  and  that  at  no  very  distant  period. 

Mr.  Jofm  Maxwell  felt  that,  what  was 
called  Peel's  Bill,  had  given  the  public  cre- 
ditor a  greater  advantage  than  he  was  justly 
entitled  to ;  and  what  rendered  that  efiect 
jnore  objectionable  was»  that  since  the  pass- 
ing of  that  measure,  the  wages  of  the 
.working  classes  had  fallen  one  half.  He 
heartily  approved  of  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Shrewsbury ;  and  should 
be  very  happy  to  see  the  people,  instead  of 
Mosing  the  Mondays,  and  sometimes  -the 
Tuei^ys  of  every  week,  working  hard  for 
4#elve  hours  every  day,  in  order  to  lay  by 
something  for  old  age,  and  to  prevent  in- 


Quzring  the  degradation  of  a  recourse  to  the 
Poor-rates.  The  hon.  member  £ot  Middle- 
sex  had  very  properly  discriminated  between 
unjust  combination,  and  that  union  of  any 
branch  of  the  labouring  classes  which  might 
enable  them  to  sell  their  labour  to  the  best 
advantage.  Although  he  voted  last  n%ht 
for  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Whitehaven,  yet  he  thought  that  the  noble 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  perfectly 
justified  by  liis  official  character  in  resisting 
that  proposition.  The  noble  Lord^s  motion, 
however,  on  that  sulgect,  as  a  Minister, 
was,  in  his  (Mr.  Maxwell's)  opinion,  p^- 
fectly  reconcileable  with  his  doing  every 
thing  in  his  power  to  support  the  working 
classes,  and  assisting  to  give  them  an  inter^^ 
est  in  the  public  funds. 

Mr.  Cutlar  FergHstom  said,  that  the  di»« 
cussion  had  been  altogether  diverted  from 
the  proposition  now  before  the  House.  He 
was  sorry  to  hear  the  hon.  member  for  Bir- 
mingham take  that  opportunity  to  recur  tq 
the  debate  of  last  niffht,  and  to  give  It  a$ 
his  opinion  that  the  funds  did  not  rest  upon 
as  secure  a  foundation  as  they  did  previous 
to  the  vote  of  the  House  last  night, .  If  the 
hon.  Member  had,  in  the  course  of  the  day, 
consulted  any  man  of  knowledge  and  buaU 
ness  in  the  city  of  London  on  the  subject; 
he  would  find  that  the  very  reverse  was  the 
fact — he  would  find  that  the  consequence 
of  the  vote  of  last  night  was,  that  the  fund^ 
were  more  secure  now  than  ever — and  that, 
instead  of  resting  upon  a  rotten  foundatioiit 
as  he  would  insinuate,  they  were  now  one 
hundredfold  more  secure  than  they  would 
have  been  if  the  motion  of  the  hon.  mem^ 
her  for  Whitehaven  had  been  carried.  He 
was  sorry,  he  repeated,  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  had  endeavoured,  on 
this  occasion,  to  throw  discredit  upon  the 
public  funds.  He  would  give  his  cordial 
support  to  the  Bill  now  before  the  Housa 
He  could  not  avoid  making  the  few  obser- 
vations which  he  had  made  in  consequence 
of  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  member 
for  Birmingham  respecting  the  vote  of  last 
night — a  vote  that  he  was  sure  would  be 
considered  by  the  country  as  rendeiing 
more  secure  the  property  of  every  man 
in  it.  •     , 

Mr.  Slants^  disclaimed  any  intentimi  of 
proposing  that  the  individu^s  in  question 
should  not  invest  their  money  as  they  chose, 
or  should  not  draw  it  out  when  they  liked. 
The  object  of  his  preposition  was,  to  give 
them  a  better  security  than  they  now  en- 
joyed. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  BilL 
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EsscTioN  BY  Ballot.]  The  Speaker 
caUed  upon  Mr..  Grote  to  bring  forward 
his  Motion  on  the  Ballot. 

Mr.  PhUpotts  begged  leave  to  be  allowed 
that  opportunity  otpresenting  a  Petition, 
most  numerou^y  and  respectably  signed, 
froA  Gloucester,  which  was  intimately  con- 
nected with  the  hon.  Member's  Motion.— 
The  following  petition  was  accordmgly 
presented  and  read. 

To  the  Honourable  the  Commons  of  the  United 
Kingdom  in  Parliament  assembled.     The 
humble  Petition  of  the  undersigned  Electors 
and  Inhabitants  of  Gloucester, 
Showelh,— That  the  oppressive  practices  of 
many  wealthy  and  influential  persons,  resident 
within  this  city  and  in  its  neighbourhood,  since 
the  general  election  in  December  last,  and 
during  a  recent  contest  for  a  seat  in  your  ho- 
nourable House,  compel  your  petitioners  to  lay 
before  you  a  statement  of  their  grievances  and 
of  their  formed  opinion,   that   freedom    of 
election    in    this  place,    and,    as  they  fear, 
throughout  the  country,  can  be  insured  by  no 
other  means,  than  the  adoption  of  the  system 
of  the  Vote  by  Ballot. 

That  your  petitioners  are  not  insensible  to 
the  truth,  that  if  no  other  than  legitimate  in- 
fluence were  exerted,-opeu  sufirages  would,  as 
the  most  manly,  be  the  far  preferable,  mode  of 
exercising  the  elective  franchise.  To  the  de- 
sire for  change  they  have  been  driven,  by  the 
acts  of  men  who  arrogate  to  themselves  the 
right,  and  usurp  the  power,  of  controlling  the 
expression  of  public  opinion. 

That  not  oaly  h^  the  intimidation,  not  un- 
freqaently  practised,  been  resorted  to  in  the 
inordinate  exercise  of  the  rights  of  creditors, 
of  landlords,  of  masters,  of  magistrates,  of 
clergymen,  and  of  public  functionaries,  but 
very  many  tradesmen,  dreading  great  pecuniary 
losses^  and,  in  some  instances,  even  the  ruin 
of  themselves  and  their  families,  did  not  dare, 
at  the  recent  election,  to  exercise  the  rights 
conferred  upon  them  by  the  Reform  Act,  in 
defiance  of  the  urgent  threats  of  their  richer 
customers,  and  the  avowed  adoption,  by  the 
Tory  party,  of  a  system  of  dealing  exclusively 
witii  tradesmen  who  are  accustomed  to  vote 
for  a  Tory  candidate,  regardless  of  the  injuries 
thus  inflicted  upon  respectable  men,  for  no 
other  cause  than  their  acting  upon  their  own 
opinions.  That  this  latter  species  of  oppres- 
sion, as  it  cannot  constitutionally  be  encoun- 
tered by  any  legal  restriction,  or  penal  enact- 
neflt,  IS  an  evil,  for  which  your  petitioners 
perceive  no  other  remedy  than  the  introduction 
of  the  Ballot. 

Though  gross  bribery  has  been  practised  at 
the  recent  contest,  and  though  the  Ballot  is  an 
undoubted  means  of  preventing  that  crime, 
yet,  inasmuch  as  the  law,  in  that  respect, 
though  not  sufficiently  strict,  is,  when  enforced, 
very  penal  towards  oflenders,  your  petitioners 


do  not  deem  it  necessary  to  draw  the  aSteutioii 
of  your  honourable  House  more  expressly  to 
that  subject ;  feeling,  however,  that  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  community  require  protection 
against  a  sort  of  oppression  whidi  cantiot  be 
included  within  the  precise  legal  definition  of 
any  crime. 

Your  petitioners  humbly  pray,  that  your  ho- 
nourable House  will  be  pleased  to  protect  every 
man  in  the  due  exercise  of  his  constitutional 
rights,  by  passing  a  bill  for  taking  votes  by 
Ballot,  at  the  elections  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment for  cities  and  boroughs.'' 

-  Mr.  Grote  then  spoke  as  follows;* — Sir, 
— I  rise  to  submit  to  you  the  Motion  of 
which  I  have  given  notice,  respecting  the 
mode  of  taking  votes  at  elections  for  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament :  and  I  do  so  with  pe- 
culiar satisfaction  and  encouragement,  after 
the  very  weighty  petition  which  has  just 
been  presented*  It  is  my  intention  to  move 
that  the  votes  .be  taken  by  Balhit,  instead 
of  openly. 

Aware,  as  I  am,  of  the  interest  whidi 
this  question  excites  amongst  many  of  your 
constituencies,  in  all  parts  of  the  country, 
I  could  have  wished  that  it  had  been,  taken 
up  by  some  gentleman  aUer  and  more  prae- 
tised  in  the  buainess  of  this  House,  than  I 
can  boost  of  being.  Out  though  many 
persons  might  be  found  better  qualified  to 
do  justice  to  the  subject,  there  is  none  who 
t^kes  in  it  a  wanner  or  a  deeper  interest. 
My  conviction  of  the  necessity  of  a  secret 
suffirage,  and  of  the  gross  mischiefs  insq^ 
rable  from  an  open  sufirage,  is  now  of  loi^ 
standing :  and  all  subsequent  reflection  upon 
the  matter — all  enlarged  acquaintance  with 
the  detail  of  electbns — has  only  tended  to 
confirm  and  corroborate  that  opinion. 

But,  Sir,  though  I  feel  strongly  the  im- 

r»rtance  of  the  change  which  I  anuurging, 
should  have  hesitated  in  bringing  it  for. 
ward,  if  it  had  violated  os  contravened  in 
any  way  the  principles  of  the  great  measure 
of  Reform  passed  last  year — a  measure  to 
which  I  cannot  allude  without  my  humble 
tribute  of  gratitude  and  admiration.  The 
noble  Lord  who  first  brought  forward  the 
measure,  in  1831,  glanced  in  his  ogening 
speech  at  the  question  of  the  Ballot,  with 
the  express  view  of  stating  that  he  pro* 
nounced  no  opinion  either  for  or  aguDst 
it,  and  that  it  must  be  reserved  for  ooim- 
deration  at  some  more  appropriate  season. 
He  thus  left  the  Ballot  undecided,  and  on 
neutral  ground ;  and  I  even  presume  toaii^ 
that  the  question  now  stands  on  a  more  fr- 

*  Reprinted  from  the  corrected  edition  pub- 
lished by  Effingham  Wilson,  Royal  Exchaogf « 
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younble  fooiiiig  tban  it  did  before  tbe 
passing  of  tbe  Keform  Bill. 

For  it  is  to  tbat  bill.  Sir,  tbat  we  owe 
our  emerffenoe  from  tbe  cbaos  and  tbe  ano- 
malies of  tbe  ancient  elective  system,  and 
tbe  first  approacb  to  a  real  representative 
government.  Tbe  legitimate  purpose  of 
voting  bas  now  been  defined  and  recognized 
by  autbority ;  we  know  tbe  end  wbicb  we 
bave  to  attain,  and  we  can  consider  delibe- 
rately tbe  best  means  of  attaining  it.  Tbe 
great  decree  bas  gone  fortb,  tbat  nomination 
sball  be  for  ever  extineuisbed,  and  repre- 
sentation substituted  in  its  place.  Tbe  idea 
of  a  sbam  representation  is  now  banisbed, 
amidst  tbe  disgraces  and  miscbiefs  of  tbe 
past.  The  noble  Lord  opposite,  in  originally 
proposinff  tbe  Reform  Bill,  announced  bis 
distinct  intention  of  so  constituting  tbis 
House,  as  tbat  it  sbould  enjoy,  and  com- 
mand, and  deserve,  tbe  confidence  of  tbe 
people.  Sir,  I  bonour  bim  for  tbe  recog- 
nition of  tbis  great  and  glorious  end ;  and 
not  merely  for  tbe  recognition  of  it,  but 
for  the  mighty  stride  wbicb  be  bas  made 
towards  its  accomplishment.  I  gladly  join 
bands  with  bim,  and  I  desire  nothing  better 
tban  the  full  attainment  of  the  end  which 
he  bas  thus  marked  out.  Let  this  House 
bear  upon  its  front  the  clear  impress  of  tbe 
public  confidence— let  it  carry  in  its  fabric 
and  mode  of  selection,  unequivocal  evidence 
tbat  its  members,  collectively  and  individu- 
ally, possess  the  confidence  of  tbe  people — 
let  tbis  be  assured,  and  I,  for  one,  shall  be 
amply  satisfied. 

Sir,  it  was  with  reference  to  tbis  end 
tbat  you  last  year  re-organized  your  con* 
stituent  body ;  you  gave  it  a  new  form, 
you  increas^  it  in  number,  and  you  dis- 
tributed it  into  new  classes  and  detach- 
ments. You  discarded  tbe  ancient  con- 
stituency, because  it  was  not  calculated 
to  secure  to  you  a  Legislature  possessing 
tbe  confidence  of  tbe  people ;  you  created 
a  new  constituency,  specially  adapted  for 
tbat  express  object.  I  call  upon  you  now 
to  review  your  mode  of  taking  votes  upon 
tbe  same  simple,  precise,  and  momentous 
principle.  I  call  upon  you,  no  less  in  con- 
sistency with  your  own  professed  aim,  tban 
with  a  view  to  tbe  settlement  of  a  most 
important  question,  to  consider — whether 
you  are  most  likely  to  obtain  a  Legislature 
possessing  tbe  confidence  of  tbe  people  by 
taking  the  votes  of  electors  secretly  or 
openly  ?  And  further — ^whether  tbe  ben%> 
fits  promised  by  tbe  Reform  Bill  may  not  be 
intercepted  and  nullified,  by  an  unwise  or 
mischievous  method  of  taking  votes? 
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You  are  aware,  tbat  secret  sufirage  is 
preferred  in  France,  and  in  twenty  out  of 
tbe  twenty-four  states  of  tbe  American 
Union;  open  sufirage  bas  been  hitherto 
the  practice  in  your  un-reformed  parlia* 
raentary  elections.  But,  however  happily 
an  open  suffrage  may  bave  chimed  in  with 
tbat  borough-holding  ascendancy,  under 
wbicb  your  unreformed  Parliament  was 
cast,  I  think  I  sball  be  able  to  show  you, 
that  secret  suffrage  is  tbe  only  arrangement 
compatible  with  tbe  genius  and  purposes 
of  Parliament^  as  it  ba^  now  been  reform- 
ed. 

Sir,  tbe  Reform  Bill  has  given  you  a 
numerous  and  intelligent  constituency, 
amounting  perhaps  to  something  near  a 
million  of  voters.  What  would  have  been 
said,  if  there  had  been  a  clause  in  tbe  Bill 
dividing  that  constituency  into  two  classes : 
one.  class,  voters  Juris  sui, — another  class, 
voters  Jwis  alieni ;  one  class  free,  the 
other  subject,  voters;  the  first  invested 
with  a  wiu  of  their  own,  the  second  under 
legal  obligation  to  express  only  tbe  will  of 
another  ?  What  if  the  Bill  bad  numbered 
all  tbe  tenants  on  a  great  man's  estate,  and 
all  occupiers  of  bouses  under  bim,  as  so 
many  lip- voters,  necessary,  indeed,  as  me- 
chanical instruments  for  transmitting  his 
will  to  tbe  hustings,  but  legally  incapable 
of  expressing  any  other  determination  tban 
his  ?  What  if  it  bad  imposed  on  all  clerks, 
or  journeymen,  or  labourers,  the  obligation 
of  voting  in  tbe  way  tbat  their  masters  pre- 
scribed, under  the  sanction  of  a  pecuniary 
fine  in  case  of  disobedience  ? 

Sir,  if  any  one  of  such  enormities  had 
been  comprised  in  the  Reform  Bill,  it 
would  have  been  torn  in  pieces  amidst  the 
execrations  of  tbe  whole  cbmmunity. 
Tories,  Whigs,  and  Radicals,  would  have 
denounced  it  with  one  unanimous  voice; 
there  would  not  have  been  one  single  hand 
held  up,  from  any  political  party,  in  favour 
of  tbis  abolition  of  the  right  of  private 
judgment  even  amongst  the  humblest  por- 
tion of  the  electors.  No  one  would  then 
have  talked  of  tbe  right  of  the  landlord  to 
control  tbe  votes  of  bis  tenants,  in  recom- 
pense for  the  permission  granted  to  them 
of  residing  upon  his  land.  Every  man 
would  have  b^n  full  of  indignation  at  tbe 
bare  thought  of  according  a  vote  without 
formal  liberty  of  disposing  of  it. 

But  it  is  not  by  law  alone  tbat  the 
freedom  of  voting  can  be  subverted.  Tbat 
same  state  of  Inassed,  dependent,  and  sub- 
jugated voting  now  exists  among  you,  in 
fuS  malignity,  by  the  mere  force  of  natural 
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•causes*  What  need  is  there  to  enact  by 
law^  that. the  landlord  shall  have  power 
over  the  vote  of  his  tenant  ?  The  land, 
lord  has  himself  the  power  of  enforcing 
his  own  dictation,  and  of  inflicting  a  penal- 
ty on  disobedience^  much  more  serious  than 
any  which  the  law  would  provide— eject- 
ment from  house  and  home.  What  neces- 
sity is  there  to  decree^  that  customers  shall 
have  power  over  the  votes  of  their  trades- 
men, and  employers  over  the  votes  of  their 
labourers?  The  power  exists  as  surely, 
and  the  penalty  is  as  imminent  and  as 
terrible,  whether  you  legalise  it  or  not. 

Now,  Sir,  if  dependence  and  subjection 
of  votes,  when  created  by  law,  be  thus 
abhorrent  to  your  feelings,  why  should  the 
same  thing  be  less  abhorrent  when  it 
breaks  in  upon  you  perforce,  without  the 
aid  of  law  ?  Its  mischiefs  are  precisely 
the  same,  whether  it  be  a  weed  of  natural 

f-owth,  or  a  poison  artificially  planted, 
ou  are  just  as  much  bound  to  extirpate 
the  weed,  as  to  refrain  from  planting  the 
poison.  It  is  not  the  name — it  is  not  the 
legalised  establishment — of  dependent  vo- 
ting, whioh  is  mischievous.  No>  it  is  the 
thing  called  dependent,  compulsory,  spuri- 
ous voting,  which  is  of  sued  deplorable 
effect,  whether  it  be  of  natural  growth,  or 
of  factitious  and  intentional  creation. 
What  signifies  though  it  be  covered  with  a 
thin  film  of  freedom,  and  ushered  in  with 
the  empty  proclamation  of  "  Every  voter 
to  do  as  he  pleases"?  If,  nevertheless,  the 
voting  be  really  under  compulsion,  you 
have  the  same  actual  mischief  to  answer 
for,  coupled  with  an  unworthy  piece  of 
hypocrisy  to  screen  it  from  public  recogni- 
tion. 

Cast  your  eyes  over  your  constituency 
as  it  now  stands,  and  you  will  perceive 
that  a  very  lai'ge  proportion  of  them — I 
may,  without  exaggeration,  say  one-half — 
are  unable  to  call  their  votes  their  own. 
Each  man  amongst  them  is  so  placed 
as  to  be  liable  to  suffer,  at  the  hands  of 
some  one  or  some  few  other  parties, 
pecuniary  loss  equivalent  to  a  large  legal 
fine,  and  amounting  often  to  the  utmost 
extremity  of  injury,  if  he  does  nut 
dispose  of  his  vote  at  their  dictation.  Some 
there  are  amongst  the  voters  thus  hardly 
circumstanced — splendid  examples  of  politi- 
cal virtue — who  give  an  honest  vote  and 
incur  the  full  consequent  hazard ;  and  the 
last  election  has  exhibited  to  us  instances 
of  this  devoted  principle  quite  sufficient  to 
excite  our  deepest  sympathy.  But  the 
larger  number  of  voters  are  dragged  aside 
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and  perverted  by  the  successful  exertion  of 
ascendancy  from  without ;  they  gitje  way 
before  an  over.Jiiling  destiny,  and  they 
stifle  the  voice  of  conscience,  because  it 
cannot  be  put  forth  without  ha2ard  and 
ruin. 

Throughout  the  county  elections,  you 
have  the  landlord  putting  the  word  into 
the  mouth  of  his  tenants,  for  whom  their 
shall  vote,  and  against  whom  they  shall 
vote.  In  the  towns,  you  have  the  rich 
customers  sending  round  circulars  to  their 
tradesmen,  and  exercising  a  similar  cpn* 
straint,  by  plain  hints  of  the  impending 
consequences^  it  the  circular  remains  un- 
heeded. Gentlemen  may,  indeed,  call  these 
requests :  so  they  may  be,  perhaps,  ih  the 
wording,  but  they -are  requests  with  a  fear- 
ful  sting  in  the  tail;  they  are  requests 
such  as  those  described  in  the  emphatic 
lansuage  of  Tacitus :  '*  Preces  erant^  ted 
qnwtts  cojiiradici  non  pdteral"  In  many 
cases,  even  the  semblance  of  request  is  dis- 
pensed with ;  tne  em{4oyer  promise  away 
the  votes  of  his  labourers  witnOut  the  cere- 
mony of  asking  them;  or  a  large  body 
of  the  population  of  a  town  are  seen  sit- 
ing .  perempt(»7  declarations  of  exclusive 
dealing,  thus  threatening  poverty  &nd  ruin 
to  any  tradesman  whose  conscience  ihajr 
lead  him  to  vote  against  them.  All  the^ 
are  manifold  results  of  the  same  great 
cause :  interference  and  coercion  left  open 
by  your  present  system.  Many  a  voter, 
too,  evades  this  collision  between  his  duty 
and  his  interest,  by  refusing  to  register  his 
name  or  by  keeping  away  from  the  poll ; 
and  you  have  thus  a  large  self-inflicted  dia- 
franchisement,  resulting  purely  from  the 
unguarded  condition  of  the  voter. 

Now^  Sir,  I  earnestly  urge  upon  ynn 
that  this  dependent  and  compulsory  voting 
is  pregnant  with  boundless  mischief,  both 
public  and  private,  tt  ^totally  frustrate 
and  subverts  the  great  purpose  for  which 
alone  voting  is  useful  ;  for  how  can  you 
learn  from  such  votes,  heartless  and  stimu- 
lated as  they  are,  who  it  is  that  really 
possess  the  confidence  df  the  people  ?  Nay, 
more,  how  can  you  escape  being  saddled 
with  legislators  who  do  not  possess  the 
confidence  of  the  people,  when  so  many 
of  your  voters  are  cotistraitted  to  say  yes, 
where  they  wish  to  say  no?  What  \$  \ht 
value  of  a  majority  of  votes  obtained  by  one 
candidate  over  another,  if  half  the  votte 
composng  that  m^ority  are  spurious  atid 
extorted?  Now,  if  this  be  t«a]ly  tlie 
state  of  the  casei  and  if,  after  all,  you  gel 
a  Legislature  which  does  not  cttry  witk  ii 
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the  8UIMt»  of  confidence  from  tlie  pec^le^ 
I  submit  to  you,  tb&t  the  benefits  promised 
hr  the  Reform  Bill  are  frustrated — ^your 
elective  system  is,  to  a  great  extent,  a 
failure  and  a  nullity;  for  the  basis  on 
which  the  whole  elective  system  rests — ^the 
source  from  which  all  Its  virtues  are  de- 
rived— ^the  only  characteristic  which  dis- 
tinguishes it  from  a  vain  mummery — ^is, 
the  genuine  suffrage  of  each  qualified 
voter. 

So  much  for  the  public  mischief^  of  this 
compulsory  voting.  Add,  besides,  the 
fearful  privd(e  mischief  and  immonlity 
accompanying  it — the  solemn  falsehood  at 
the  poll,  tdld  by  the  dependent  under 
constraint  of  his  superior — the  self  abase- 
ment in  the  mind  of  every  one,  who  thus 
feels  himself  demded  into  the  lifeless  in- 
strument of  another's  wUWthe  apathy  and 
recklessness  created,  as  to  political  duties 
in  general,  when  a  man  cannot  ^ve  effect 
to  his  own  resolutions**-and  the  thousand 
angry  feelings  which  accompany  every 
where  the  workihes  of  thisprivate  terrorism ; 
-—sum  up  sdl  the  items  in  this  gloomy 
catalogue,  atid  yOu  will  be  convinced  that 
dependent  toting  is  one  of  the  most  cal&. 
mitous  of  all  our  national  evils. 

Now,  Sir,  whence  arises  this  power  of 
constraining  the  votes  of  others,  exercised 
amongst  us  with  such  deplorable  effect? 
We  need  not  investigate  its  various  sources, 
for  there  is  one  condition  indispensable  to 
its  agency—*!  mean  the  publicity  of  votes. 
However  hardly  the  hand  of  power  may 
bear  on  a  voter  in  other  wavs,  it  will  not 
reach  his  vote,  if  he  votes  in  silence  and 
darkness.  Secrecy  of  voting,  and  freedom 
of  voting,  are  necessary  and  inseparable 
companions :  where  the  one  is,  there  will 
the  other  be  also ;  and  conversely,  where 
the  one  is  not,  the  blessings  of  the  other 
will  never  be  known. 

I  know  that  there  are  some  who  dispute 
whether  secrecy  really  will  bestow  this 
freedom.  Bui  how  can  it  possibly  fall 
of  doing  So?  Mow  can  a  man  hope  to 
please  any  one.  Or  fbar  to  ofiend  any  one, 
by  an  att  .unseen,  unknown,  uncognizable, 
bv  any  one  but  himself.  Imagine  the 
elector  alone  in  a  balloting  closet,  with  his 
card  ot*  ticket  ih  his  hand.  How  can  he 
possibly  please  any  body,  by  scrfttchine  out 
the  name  of  the  wrong  candidate  ?  How 
can  he  displease  any  body,  by  scratching 
out  the  name  of  the  right  candidate  ?  His 
vote  is  in  this  case^  a  mere  silent  thought : 
an  unprocblmed  wish,  which  leaves  no 
memorial  beliilid  it.    Can  a  man  be  either 


rewarded  or  punished  for  an  untold  secret 
of  this  kind  ?  No,  Sir,  it  is  the  common- 
est of  all  proverbs,  that  thought  is  free  ; 
and  the  unheard  expressions  of  thought 
are  just  as  much  beyond  the  reach  of 
human  coercion  or  revenge,  as  thought 
itself. 

Gentlemen  do  indeed  argue,  that  though 
an  elector's  vote  may  be  concealed,  his  po- 
litical feelings  will  be  known  from  other 
evidences,  suppose  thev  are  known:  I 
contend  that  his  vote  will  be  just  as  much 
emancipated  as  if  they  were  not  known. 
He  may  be  punished  or  rewarded  for 
any  overt  expression  of  his  sentiments ;  he 
cannot  be  punished  or  rewarded  for  his 
unseen  vote.  I,  as  a  landlord,  may,  if  I 
please,  eject  a  tenant  for  real  or  suspected 
political  sentiments;  but  I  cannot  eject 
him  for  an  unknown  vote,  and,  thererore, 
I  cannot  create  in  him  any  motive  to  vote 
against  his  conscience.  This  is  the  direct 
and  specific  virtue  of  the  Ballot,  that  it 
destroys  all  motive  for  an  elector  to  falsify 
his  sentiments  at  the  poll,  because,  under 
no  circumstances  can  he  attract  favour  or 
avert  injury  by  doing  sa  Nobody  Will 
give  him  credit  for  a  vote  contrary  to  his 
sentiments,  when  nobody  can  possibly  know 
how  his  vote  was  really  given. 

Sir,  I  do  not  assert  that  the  Ballot, 
directly  and  of  itself,  will  put  an  end  to  all 
persecution  for  political  sentiment  expressed 
elsewhere,  but  I  do  assert,  that  it  will  put 
an  end  to  compulsory  and  insincere  voting. 
You  cannot  have  forgotten  the  analogous 
case  of  France.  To  every  one  who  has 
followed  the  eventful  course  of  affairs  in 
that  country,  during  the  last  ten  years,  it 
is  notorious,  that  the  Ballot  proved  the 
single  guarantee,  but  the  all-sufficieAt 
guarantee,  against  an  overwhelming  Go- 
vernment ascendancy.  This  is  a  matter 
confessed  by  all  parties,  friends  as  well  as 
enemies;  indeed  the  shameless  efforts  of 
the  Bourbon  Government,  to  elude  or  nul- 
lify the  Ballot  in  practice,  plainly  proved 
how  well  they  knew  and  felt  its  influence. 
1  do  not  presume  to  dte  the  base  of  Prance 
in  proof  of  the  goodness  of  the  Ballot,  but 
I  m  cite  that  case  confidently  in  proof  of 
its  efficacy  in  shielding  the  voter  from  all 
undue  compulsion.  I  rely.  Sir,  fully  and 
surely,  on  the  Ballot,  as  an  efiective  bar 
against  intimidation  and  eocrcion  of  votes : 
I  rely  on  it,  too,  as  going  far  to  preclude 
bribery,  much  fkrther  than  any  penal 
enactment  which  can  now  be  devised — ^foi 
it  cannot  be  unknown  to  those  who  hear 
me,  that  there  is  no  case  in  which  the  lame 

X2 


615 


Election 


{COMMONS} 


b^BoBai. 


foot  of  justice  finds  greater  difficulty  in 
overtaMng  the  doublings  of  crime,  than 
in  investigations  of  bribery.  Under  the 
Ballot,  individual  bribery  could  have  no 
place :  for  no  man  would  buy  that  which 
ne  could  have  no  assurance  of  obtaining ; 
but  there  is,  undoubtedly,  a  sort  of  whole, 
sale  or  collective  bribery  which  might  still 
remain  practicable.  A  man  may  ofier  a 
sum  of  money,  to  be  distributed  among 
the  aggregate  of  the  voters  of  any  place, 
conditionsdly  upon  his  being  returned 
Member.  But  it  is  to  be  recoUected,  that 
this  is  a  transaction  not  a  little  hazardous,' 
and  very  likely  to  bring  about  an  exposure ; 
so  that  the  Ballot  will  at  least  render  bri. 
bery  much  more  difficult,  much  more  com. 
plicated,  and  much  more  dangerous,  to 
the  parties  concerned.  Moreover,  I  beg  to 
remind  you,  that  for  one  vote  perverted 
by  bribery,  there  are  twenty  perverted  by 
intimidation. 

Others,  again,  there  are  who  object  to 
the  Ballot,  not  on  the  score  of  inefficacy, 
but  from  pure  dislike  of  secrecy  in  genersd. 
It  leads  Cthey  tell  you)  to  mendacity  and 
promise-breaking :  for  a  tenant,  after  hav- 
ing promised  his  vote  to  his  superior,  may 
break  his  promise  with  impunity,  and  vote 
against  him  at  the  poll. 

Now,  Sir,  it  is  very  true  that  a  tenant, 
voting  by  Ballot,  may  thus  break  his  pro- 
mise: But  why  should  you  suppose  that 
he  will  do  so?  There  can  be  but  one 
answer:  because  the  promise  has  been 
given  contrary  to  his  genuine  and  con- 
scientious feeline.  In  no  other  case  can  he 
be  tempted  to  violate  it.  For  had  it  been 
given  of  his  own  free-will,  and  coincident 
with  his  judgment  and  conscience,  he 
would  feel  pleasure  in  performing  it,  and 
pain  in  violating  it,  whether  performance 
were  open  or  secret.  The  mere  supposi- 
tion, therefore,  that  the  voter  will  be  dis- 
posed to  break  his  promise,  implies  that  he 
has  promised  contrary  to  his  genuine  in. 
dination,  and  therefore  by  some  extraneous 
force  or  compulsion.  It  is  from  these  com. 
pulsory  promises  alone  that  the  chance  of 
promise-breaking  arises. 

Let  any  man  just  contemplate  the  na- 
ture of  this  compulsory  promise,  and  mark 
what  is  involved  in  it.  Preferring  A  in 
his  conscience,  the  elector  has  been  con- 
strained to  promise,  that  he  will  vote  for 
B ;  he  has  promised  to  give  an  insincere 
and  dishonest  vote— to  tell  a  known  and 
deliberate  lie  at  the  poll.  A  promise,  like 
this,  involves  the  necessity  of  lying,  one 
way  or  the  other:  either  to  his  country,  if 


he  keeps  die  promisej  or  to  his  a^erior,  if 
he  breaks  it  But  what  faladiood  ctnle 
worse  than  a  dishonest  vote  at  the  pcfl? 
Is  it  not  a  falsehood  told  under  Our  most 
awful  circumstances — told,  too,  in  expres 
violation  of  a  solemn  trust  towardt  bk 
country,  which  calls  upon  him  to  Kp&k  ti» 
truth?  What  comments  do  yoa  sub 
upon  a  juror  who  gives  a  dishonest  vexdkl 
or  upon  a  witness  who  knowindy  dqwses 
an  untruth  in 'open  Court?  lou  twt 
them  as  vile  and  dishonoured  oukcastSi  sai 
you  treat  them  justly.  Yet  note  weS, 
that  if  these  judicial  trust-breakers  anii 
poisoning  the  fountains  of  justice,  the  elec- 
toral trust-breaker  sins  scarcely  less  in  po- 
soning  the  fountains  of  legislation. 

I  take  great  pains,  Sir,  to  present  tojA 
forcibly  this  horn  of  the  dilemma,  because 
gentlemen  are  very  fond  of  dweJliiiga- 
3usively  upon  the  other.  They  tali  as  if 
the  only  falsehood  which  a  voter  could  tell 
and  the  .only  wrong  which  he.  could  coo* 
mit,  were,  the  breaking  faith  with  one 
who  had  extorted  from  him  a  dishoa^ 
promise.  I  maintain,  that  there  is  anotliff 
and  a  greater  wrong  which  he  maj  ceo- 
mit^-the  breaking  feith  with  the  public  ^ 
and  further,  that  one  of  the  two  he  in^- 
libly  must  commit,  if  he  has  ^ven  a  p^ 
mise  of  this  kind.  In  the  eyes  of  ^ 
House,  especially,  as  the  recoenised  gov- 
dian  of  the  public  interest,  the  perfo* 
ance  of  a  public  trust  must  be  the  fint  a 
all  things  to  be  enforced,  in  spite  of  &sj 
pledge  to  the  contrary,  by  wbich  tbe 
trustee  may  choose  privately  to  hbd  h^ 
self.  You  will  condemn  and  censure  m 
for  entering  into  so  criminal  a  covensBjJ 
but  you  wul  not  permit  him  to  mafetK 
immorality  of  the  covenant  an  excuse  i< 
the  stni  greater  immorality  of  ^^^^ 
trust.  I  am  almost  ashamed.  Sir,  to  i^ 
you  with  illustrations  of  a  principle  so  »* 
vious,  but  suppose  that  I  engage,  ssji^ 
or  as  witness,  to  find  an  unjust  verdict, Ji| 
to  bear  false  testimony— am  I  to  be  W 
bound,  or  am  I  even  authorized,  to  c^ 
mit  the  iniquity  to  which  I  stand  P^^. 
Not  if  I  have  promised  it  ever  so  brw 
and  unequivocsdly.  The  promise  is  i^ 
enough ;  the  act  would  be  far  wone. 
will,  with  your  permission,  read  bal'* 
dozen  lines  from  Shakspeare,  wki<^  ^ 
this  truth  in  a  striking  point  of  view : 

It  18  great  Bin  to  swear  unto  a  sin. 
But  greater  still  to  keep  a  sinful  oatb. 
Who  can  be  bound  by  any  solemn  tow 
To  do  a  murderous  deed,  to  rob  a  msA* 
To  force  a  spotless  virgin's  chastityi 
To  reave  the  orphan  of  bis  patrimoByi 


I 


j 


617 


Election 


{April  25} 


by  Ballot. 


618 


To  irring  the  widow  from  her  customed  right ; 
And  hate  no  other  reaeon  for  his  wrong, 
fint  that  he  was  bound  by  a  solemn  oath  ? 

These  lines  are  no  less  exact  than  forci- 
ble. I  value,  as  liighly  as  any  man,  the 
sanctity  of  a  promise ;  but  promiseJceeping 
is  only  one  amongst  many  various  and  im- 
portant duties,  and  whenever  a  more  com. 
manding  obligation  intervenes,  the  breach 
of  the  promise  becomes  a  duty,  and  the 
observance  of  it  a  sin. 

Now,  Sir,  the  very  worst  effect  which 
the  Ballot  can  produce  is  to  enable  these 
compulsory  and  immoral  promises  to  be 
violated  with  impunity.  But  it  neither 
will,  nor  can,  create  any  additional  breach 
of  faith,  over  and  above  what  there  would 
be  under  open  voting.  In  one  case,  the  voter 
breaks  faith  with  his  country ;  in  the  other 
case,  with  his  private  superior.  Take  it  at 
the  worst,  the  Ballot  gets  rid  of  the  more 
noxious  lie  of  the  two,  and  substitutes  a 
lie  more  harmless  and  excusable. 

But  this  is  not  the  fair  way  of  appre- 
ciating the  effects  of  secret  voting.  For  I 
contend  that  the  compulsory  and  dishonest 
promises,  from  whence  alone  lying  proceeds, 
will  seldom  or  never  be  exacted.  For 
where  is  the  advanta^  of  forcing  a  man 
to  promise  against  his  inclination,  when 
you  cannot  force  him  to  keep  his  promise  ? 
To  tie  a  man  down  by  a  hatefnl  pledge, 
against  which  his  conscience  kicks  and 
struggles^  when  you  cannot  by  any  means 
ascertain  whether  he  keeps  his  promise 
or  not,  seems. little  better  than  a  fruit- 
less af&ont;  tending  only  to  rouse  in  the 
mind  of  the  dependent  all  the  galling  ideas 
of  coercion,  without  strengthening  your 
real  hold  over  his  conduct.  Therefore,  I 
infer,  that  it  will  seldom  or  never  be  done.. 
By  depriving  the  superior  of  the  power  to 
extort  a  vote,  we  shall  deprive  him  of  the 
motive  to  extort  a  promise.  No  promises 
will  be  asked  or  given,  except  those  which 
coincide  with  the  voter^s  inclination ;  and 
there  is  no  fear  that  promises  of  this  kind 
should  ever  be  broken. 

Here,  Sir,  you  have  the  final  result  of 
all  this  promise-breaking  and  mendacity 
which  the  Ballot  is  pretended  to  entail 
upon  us.  It  is  purely  fanciful  and  gra- 
tuitous. But  let  me  ask,  is  there  no  pro- 
mise-breaking now,  under  open  voting? 
Why,  there  is  scarcely  a  ninde  election- 
contest  which  does  not  exhibit,  not  only 
compulsory  )>romise.makin^,  but  com- 
pulsory promise-breaking,  m  abundance. 
Does  it  not  eternally  happen  that  a  de- 
pendent is  opmpelled  by  his  superior  to 


break  a  promise  which  he  has  voluntarily 
made  to  another  ?  I  have  already  shown 
you  that  the  Ballot  will  put  an  end  to  coro^- 
pulsory  promises :  I  now  show  you  that  it 
will  put  an  end  to  compulsory  violations  of 
previous  promises,  and  this  at* least  you 
will  admit  to  be  of  serious  moment. 

But  the  more  you  look  at  the  subject. 
Sir,  the  less  you  will  be  disposed  to  con. 
nect  secret  voting  with  falsehood  and 
duplicity,  or  open  voting  with  fn^nkness 
and  ingenuousness.  Speaking  in  a  whisper 
.is  not  synonymous  with  lying  :  much  less 
is  speaking  aloud  synonymous  with  open- 
ness of  heart  and  truth-telling.  There  are 
cases,  no  doubt,  in  which  secrecy  is  con- 
ducive to  fraud  and  deception :  but  there 
are  also  cases  in  which  it  is  the  only  sure 
road  to  the  truth.  Where  a  roan  is  called 
as  a  witness,  to  depose  to  facts,  or  to  re-^ 
count  actual  events,  there  it  is  essential 
that  his  testimony  should  be  delivered  in 
public ;  for  it  is  only  by  a  public  hearing, 
that  you  can  procure  the  opportunity  of 
confronting  him  with  others  who  may  have 
been  cognizant  of  the  same  facts.  But 
where  you  want  to  learn  from  a  man,  not 
any  matters  of  fact,  but  simply  his  own 
private  judgment  and  opinion,  of  which  no 
one  can  be  cognizant  except  himself — 
where,  besides,  he  has  no  motive  of  his 
own  to  deceive  you — there  you  are  much 
more  likely  to  hear  the  truth  by  making 
his  communication  strictly  confidential.  It 
perpetually  happens  in  private  life,  that 
you  have  occasion  to  ascertain  the  opinion 
of  A  or  B,  respecting  the  integrity,  or 
the  skill,  or  the  commercial  solvency  of 
C  or  D :  and  every  roan  to  whom  this 
necessity  occurs,  knows  well  that  the  only 
way  to  get  a  frank  and  genuine  opinion  is, 
to  put  the  question  in  strict  privacy  and 
confidence. 

Now,  Sir,  this  is  precisely  the  situation 
of  an  elector  at  the  polL  You  do  not  want 
to  learn  from  him  any  facts ;  you  want  to 
know  his  opinion  with  regard  to  the  merits 
of  the  candidates  on  the  list,  of  which  no 
one  can  be  cc^izant  except  himself.  He 
has  no  motive  to  tell  you  wrong ;  and  if 
he  does  tell  you  wrong,  it  can  only  be  by 
the  force  of  some  compulsion  acting  upon 
him  from  without.  What,  then,  is  the  rule 
which  prudence  prescribes  ?  To  make  his 
communication  perfectly  confidential^  and 
to  let  him  see  that  he  has  nothing  to  fear 
from  disclosing  to  you  unreservedly  the 
state  of  bis  conscience.  By  rendering  the 
sufirage  secret,  you  will  be  sure  to  heas 
the  trathi  and  noting  but  the  truth. 
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Gentlemen  are  pleased  to  talk  of  opei^ 
Totingy  as  if  it  were  pre-eminently  fraui 
and  ingenuous.  But  are  they  really  sin^ple 
enough  to  believe,  that  because  an  elector 
speaks  aloud,  he  therefore  of  necessity 
speaks  from  his  heart  ?  I  assert,  and  it  is 
the  very  mischief  of  which  I  complain, 
that  in  numberless  cases  the  elector  is  com- 
pelled to  express,  not  his  own  opinion,  but 
the  opinion  of  another.  What  is  there 
frank  and  ingenuous  in  this  proceeding  ? 
Nay,  does  not  open  voting,  by  exposing 
the  elector  to  persecution,  operate  as  a 
penalty  on  sincerity  and  conscience,  and  as 
a  premium  to  servile  and  dishonest  com- 
phance  ? 

I  know  that  there  are  some  who  object 
to  the  Ballot,  on  a  ground  different  from 
any  which  I  have  hitherto  touched  upon. 
They  allece,  that  the  elective  franchise  is 
a  ferust:  that  every  elector  is  responsible 
for  the  way  in  which  he  exercises  it ;  and 
that  this  responsibility  carries  with  it  the 
necessity  of  publicity,  in  order  that  the 
^reat  body  oi  non«electors  may  have  secu- 
rity that  he  shall  exercise  it  well. 

Sir,  it  would  indeed  be  a  weighty  argu- 
ment, if  Gentlemen  could  show  that  open 
voting  was  either  a  security  or  a  benefit  to 
the  great  mass  of  non-electors.  But  I 
think  I  can  prove  to  them  that  the  very 
reverse  is  the  fact. 

What  is  the  nature  and  obligation  of  the 
electoral  trust?  Simply  this,  that  an 
elector  shall  deliver  hb  genuine  and  con- 
scientious opinion  at  the  poll,  whether  it 
agrees  or  disagrees  with  that  of  other 
people. 

Now,  Sir,  you  must  suppose  one  of  two 
things — either  the  electors  are  disposed  to 
deliver  their  honest  conviction  of  their  own 
accord;  or  not.  If  they  are  so  disposed, 
you  want  no  better  security  for  their  con- 
duct ;  you  have  only  to  shield  them  a^inst 
intimidation  from  without.  But  if  the 
case  be  otherwise,  and  if  they  are  disposed 
of  their  own  accord  to  vote  dishonestly, 
can  you  force  them  to  vote  honestly  by 
merely  making  them  vote  in  public  ? 

Sir,  I  contend  that  the  thing  is  totally 
impracticable.  That  which  you  seek  from 
the  voter,  an  honest  expression  of  opinion 
—can  never  be  obtained  except  from  his 
own  free  will.  The  utmost  extremity  of 
force  cannot  wring  it  from  hipi|  if  he  be 
not  disposed  to  give  it  freely.  It  is  a  secret 
of  his  own  conscience,  which  no  human 
being  can  fathom,  and  which  none  but  him* 
self  can  disclose.  If  it  be  his  wish  to  vote 
dishon/estly,  he  vodj  do  so  just  as  easily  in 


the  face  of  the  fullest  am^eefAiioUf  as  m 
his  own  closejL  No  conceivwle  supervi- 
sion can  compel  a  man  to  delivev  aa  hoaest 
vote,  because  no  human  discernment  nan 
ascertain  whether  his  vote  be  honest  or  no^ 
Therefore,  I  maintain,  that  as  far  as  regards 
the  a^ainment  of  honest  and  conscientious 
voting,  publicity  is  utterly  fruitiest  and 
impotent,  if  you  assume  the  yoter  hipiself 
to  be  dishonestly  inclined. 

But  I  shall  go  further  find  show  youj 
that  publicity  of  votes,  as  a  means  of  se- 
curing reqponnlnlity,  though  impotent  to- 
wards good,  is  most  potent  and  efiective 
indeed  towards  evil.  It  cannot  convert  i^ 
single  voter  from  dishonesty  to  hones^ ; 
but  it  makes  thousands  of  honest  voters 
dishonest  against  their  inclinations.  For 
wherever  votes  are  publicly  known,  the 
door  is  opened  for  tampering  with  voten 
as  individuals,  and  every  voter  becomes 
controllable  by  one  or  a  few  private 
masters,  who  exercise  a  paramount  influ* 
ence  over  his  comforts  and  pojntion  in  life. 
Under  the  mask  of  responidbility  to  the 
public,  you  thps  fasten  about  his  neck  the 
base  and  dismal  chain  of  private  depend* 
ence. 

But  look  once  again  at  this  pretended 
responsibility :  From  what  quarter  is  it  to 
come?  By  what  parties  is  it  to  be  en 
forced  ?  It  is  the  mass  of  the  non-electonl 
population  (we  are  told)  who  are  to  enforce 
It:  it  is  they  who  are  to  watch  over  the 
electors,  and  to  drive  them  into  honest  voting 
in  spite  of  dishonest  inclinations.  Is  it  really 
contended  that  the  non-voters  are  competent 
to  exercise  any  sudi  control  or  supervision  ? 
Why  the  only  reason  for  setting  them  aside 
as  non -voters,  and  for  withholding  from 
thein  the  elective  franchise,  is,  their  pre- 
sumed incapacity  of  forming  any  judgment 
whatever  on  political  subjects!  Whether 
the  presumption  be  well-founded  or  not,  it 
is  not  for  me  to  determine ;  but  it  is 
the  common  ground,  and  certainly  the  only 
just  ground,  for  cUsfranchising  them.  How 
can  It  be  pretended  that  men^  thus  set 
aside  as  incapables,  are  qualified  to  dive 
into  the  hearts  of  electors,  and  to  render 
honest  voting  a  matter  of  compulsion  ? 

Besides,  Sir,  how  is  it  that  the  non- 
electoral  population  really  comport  them- 
selves,  whenever  they  do  intermeddle  in 
matters  of  this  kind  ?  They  appear  as  the 
ardent  partisans  of  one  candidate,  and  as 
the  enemies  of  his  opponent ;  they  applaud 
every  man  who  votes  for  him,  they  dpnonnfc 
eveiy  man  who  votes  against  him,  without 
I  the  slightest  r^aid  to  the  conscigoff^  or 
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1)01014  V  sinc^f^  tier8)|«siQn  pf  ^))p  Rector. 
Is  this  (be  r^ponsibilitj  which  you  vvoqld 
lyi^  Po  see  prev^Upg  in  your  various 
cities  an4  boroughs?  In  my  view  i(  is 
purely  jqischievou^.  Pictfitipn  by  qq  ^- 
seipbled  crpwd  \i  no  less  odious^  tl^an 
dictt^tjoa  by  a  private  individual^  for  both 
eu4  in  tbe  i^sune  deplor^blj;  result— spurious 
and  inpiT^cpre  vptms.  I  wii^h  the  vo^er 
not  to  be  shaken  in  pi$  honest  conviction^ 
either  by  the  vuUus  instantis  iyranni,  or 
by  the  civium  tfrdor  pravajub^ntmn ;  sind 
for  that  reason  I  wish  that  neither  the 
tyrant  nor  the  crowd  shoqld  kno^y  for 
whom  be  vqtes.  His  coosci^ce  is^  in  my 
view^  an  august  orade^  to  be  consulted  with 
silent  respi^ct ;  merely  taking  care  that  i^o 
force  is  put  upon  the  priestcjssi  and  no  bribes 
tendered  to  seduce  her. 

I  thin]^  I  hj^ve  now  shown  you^  that  this 
Piret^ndcd  responsibility  of  voters  is  at  best 
a  mere  nuUityr-that  it  cannot,  under  any 
circumst^cesj  m?\e  a  dishonest  elector  vote 
honestly — and  thjit  whenever  it  is  attempted 
to  be  enforced,  it  creates  the  very  evil 
against  wliich  it  professes  to  miard*  Where, 
then,  I  shall  h^  asked,  is  the  security  for 
honest  voting?  It  lies  in  the  will  and  dis- 
position pf  the  voter  himself.  If  it  be  not 
there,  it  is  nq  where.  If  the  voters  are 
sufficiently  nuinerou^,  and  sufficiently  wel|. 
diiitributed,  to  have  pollectively  the  same 
interests  9s  the  community,  they  can  have 
no  wish  except  to  choose  houestly;  and 
all  that  is  peedful  is  to  grant  them  the 
protection  of  the  Ballot,  ii)  order  to  insure 
their  being  left  to  their  own  free-will. 
And  give  mc  leave  to  remind  tlie  nohlp 
Lords  oppodte,  that  this  is  the  only  ground 
on  which  their  late  extension  of  the  con- 
stituency ci^i  for  a  moment  be  vindicated. 
If  they  had  relied  upon  the  re^nslbility 
of  the  voter,  as  the  guarantee  lor  honest 
ypiins,  any  extension  of  the  constituency 
woyl^ have  been  absurd  and  injurious ;  for 
a  sfuall  constituency  is  far  more  pointedly 
responsible  than  a  numerous  constituency ; 
and  every  step  which  you  took  in  enlarging 
the  electoral  body,  was  a  st^  in  diminution 
of  the  responsibility  of  each  individual 
eleptpr.  Nay,  upon  this  principle,  the 
single-beaded  constituency  of  Old  Sarum 
would  luLve  been  the  best  in  the  whole 
kingdom ;  for  you  had  there  responsibility 
conceQtra4;ed  to  the  utmost  possible  degree. 
And,  as  a  general  rule,  nomination  would 
hfe  better  than  representation;  for  there 
can  be  no  4oubt  that  one  or  a  few  nomi- 
nators are  more  urgently  resppnsiblej  than 
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I  No,  Sir,  the  framers  of  the  Reform  Bill 
did  not  contemplate  that  their  new  con- 
stituency would  be  dishonestly  inclined — 
they  did  not  look  to  responsibility  of  the 
voter  as  the  proper  guarantee  f6r  honest 
voting.  They  proceeded  on  a  wiser  and 
more  righteous  principle;  they  aimed  at 
giving  us  a  constituency  numerous  enough 
to  have  no  interests  opposed  to  honest' 
voting.  What  I  ask  of  them  now  is,  that 
they  will  give  us  a  constituency  in  fact, 
where  as  yet  we  have  only  a  constituency 
in  name — that  they  will  give  us  a  body, 
not  of  mere  paper  voters,  npt  of  lifeless 
ciphers,  not  of  voters  in  wax-work,  but  of 
real,  self-determining  men ;  and  that  they 
will  guard  every  elector  in  the  exercise 
of  that  free  apd  unembarrassed  volition, 
without  which  he  is  worse  than  disfran. 
chised. 

Sir,  I  have  already  troubled  the  House 
at  greater  length  than  I  could  wish,  but 
there  is  yet  another  argument  which  t 
cannot  omit  to  answer.  You  are  often 
told,  that  the  influence  of  rich  men  over 
voters  is  a  very  salutary  thing,  aud  that 
the  Ballot  is  mischievous  as  tending  to 
abridge  it.  Gentlemen  do,  indeed,  draw  a 
distinction  between  legitimate  and  illegiti* 
mate  influence  —  a  distinction  which  I 
heaftily  admit  and  approve  of,  though  I 
think  tbe  real  meaning  of  these  important 
words  ought  to  be  very  carefully  explained. 
How  much  influence  over  voters  ought  a 
rich  man  to  have?  As  much  as  he  can 
purchase?  No,  certainly — for  even  the 
present  law  forbids  all  idea  of  his  pur- 
chasing any  influence.  Not  as  much  as  he 
can  purchase,  but  as  much  as  he  deserves, , 
and  ^s  much  as  unconstrained  freemen  are 
willing  to  pay  him.  Amongst  unconstrained 
freemen,  the  man  of  recognised  superiority 
will  be  sure  to  acquire  spontaneous  esteem 
and  deference ;  these  are  his  just  deserts, 
and  they  come  to  him  unbidden  and  unbe- 
spoken.  But  they  will  come  to  him  multi- 
plied tenfold,  if,  along  with  such  intrinsic 
excellencies,  he  possesses  the  extrinsic  re. 
commendations  of  birth  and  fortune — ^if  he 
be  recommended  to  the  attention  of  his 
neighbours  by  tbe  conspicuous  blazon  of 
established  opulence  and  station — and  if  he 
be  thus  furnished  with  the  means  of  giving 
ampl^e  range  and  effect  to  an  enlightened 
beneficence.  This  is  the  meed  which  awaits 
men  of  birth  and  station,  if  they  do  but 
employ  their  faculties  industriously  and 
to  the  proper  end*.  Poorer  men  may, 
doubtless,  attain  it  also;  but  with  them 
the  accent  is  toilsomei   tbe  obstruction^ 
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numerous^  and  the  success,  at  best,  uncer. 
tain :  to  the  rich  man  the  path  is  certain 
and  easy— the  willing  public*  meet  him 
half  waj,  and  joyfully  hail  the  gradual 
opening  cf[  his  virtues.  He  is  the  man  to 
whom  they  delight  to  pay  homage;  and 
their  idolatrous  fancy  forestalls  and  ex- 
aggerates his  real  merits. 

This,  Sir,  is,  in  my  opinion,  the  legiti- 
mate influence  of  wealth  and  station ;  to 
serve  as  the  passport,  the  ally,  and  the 
handmaid,  of  superior  worth  and  talent. 
This  influence  is  as  gentle  and  kindly  as  it 
is  lasting  and  infallible;  it  is  self-created 
and  self-preserving;  and  it  is,  moreover, 
twice  blest,  for  it  blesses  as  well  the  few 
who  exercise  it,  as  the  many  over  whom  it 
is  exercised.  If  our  great  and  wealthy 
men  would  be  content  with  this  legitimate 
influence — ^if  they  could  employ  their  su- 
perior opportunities  in  the  display  of  those 
qualities  which  really  fit  them  for  guides 
and  governors*— then  would  their  ascend- 
ancy be  assured  beyond  all  competition, 
under  any  conceivable  system  of  election, 
rare  or  frequent,  secret  or  open. 

But,  Sir,  it  is  the  curse  and  misery  of  our 
species,  that  the  great  and  wealthy  men, 
both  here  and  elsewhere,  will  seldom  be 
satisfied  to  pursue  this  straight'and  righteous 
path  to  dominion.  They  seek  to  play  the 
prime  parts  among  mankind,  without  any 
display  of  those  commanding  qualities  which 
maJce  mankind  willine  to  acknowledge  and 
submit  to  them.  '  Diversissimas  res-— to 
use  the  words  of  Sallust— "  diversissimas 
res  pariter  expectant — ^ignavite  voluptatem, 
et  pnemia  virtutis."  They  choose  to  govern 
by  mere  dint  of  wealth  and  station,  unallied 
with  those  beneficent  ingredients,  which 
bestow  upon  rulers  an  empire  over  human 
hearts  as  well  as  over  human  persons.  Then 
comes  the  strain  and  tug,  to  make  the 
influence  of  wealth  alone,  in  worthless  and 
ungifled  hands,  a  substitute  for  that  of 
wealth  and  personal  merit  united.  Wodth 
alone,  in  any  hands,  carries  with  it  the 
power  of  befriending  one  man,  and  injuring 
another;  it  will  not  indeed  procure  for 
its  poflsessur  the  heartfelt  esteem  of  a  willing 
public»  but  it  will  at  least  enable  him 
to  purchase  the  simukted  demonstrations 
of  esteem,  and  to  extort  those  votes  which 
he  has  not  virtue  enourii  to  earn.  This, 
Sir,  is  the  ill^timate  influence  of  wealth 
and  station— when  it  supersedes  and  dis- 
enthrones  the  diviner  qualities  of  the  man 
And  the  hero-— when  die  favours  and  in* 
juries  whidi  it  deals  out  are  made  to  stand 
m  the  place  of  talents  and  virtues^  and 


to  usurp  that  recompense  whiii  the  people 
delight  to  bestow  upon  the  glorious  eom. 
pound   of   superior    worth    and    moMy  • 
station. 

Now,  when  I  am  asked  whether  the 
Ballot  will  abridge  the  influence  of  wealth 
and  wealthy  men,  I  reply,  that  in  all  those 
cases  in  which  such  influence  is  really 
legitimate  and  beneficial,  not  only  it  will 
not  be  abridged,  but  it  will  be  materiaUy 
strengthened  and  exalted.  Under  open 
voting,  the  influence  of  wealth  is  alike 
in  every  hand — alike,  whether  combined 
with  exemplary  merit,  or  with  worthlessness 
and  mediocrity.  Ejectment  of  tenants- 
privation  of  custom-— dismissal  from  em. 
plo3rment*— all  these  miserable  weapons  may 
be  employed  alike  by  the  best  and  by  the 
worst — ^nay,  the  worte  a  man  is,  the  more 
efiectively  will  he  employ  them,  since  he 
will  be  less  restrained  by  scruples  of  justice 
or  tenderness.  You  thus  have  the  hurtful 
influence  of  wealth  strained  to  its  utmost 
pitch,  while  the  salutary  influence  is  counter- 
acted and  enfeebled,  at  the  least,  if  not  en* 
tirely  trodden  out 

But  the  Ballot,  Sir,  decomposes  this 
confused  heap  of  good  and  evil,  with  the 
exactness  of  a  chemical  agent*  It  banishes 
from  the  voter's  mind  both  the  hope  of 
favour  and  the  fear  of  injury ;  but  that 
aflectionate  and  willing  homage,  which 
wealth,  combined  with  superior  merit,  so 
infallibly  awakens,  is  left  in  full  empire 
over  his  heart,  and  becomes  the  determiniog 
principle  of  his  vote.  Fear  not.  Sir,  that 
the  man  who  employs  wealth  and  station  as 
they  ought  to  be  employed,  in  elevating 
his  own  character,  and  in  affording  con- 
spicuous evidences  of  active  philanthropy*— 
fear  not,  that  such  a  man  should  lose  one 
particle  of  influence  by  means  of  the  Ballot. 
His  standard  is  planted  in  the  interior 
of  men's  bosoms  ;  his  ascendancy  is  as  sore 
and  as  operative  in  the  dark  as  in  die 
light;  his  recommendations  need  no  ooercsw 
force  to  ensure  obedience.  And  what  harm 
would  ensue,  if  that' coarser  and  baser 
influence,  which  cannot  subsist  widioiit 
coerdve  force,  were  suppressed  and  ex^ 
tirpated  altogether  ?— if  the  worthkK  and 
unfurnished  minds,  who  are  now  enahleil 
to  dictate  commands  to  an  array  of  timoioiis 
dependents,  were  compelled  to  restrict  tiieir 
influence  within  the  nanower  Timita  of 
persuasion  and  good.will  ? 

I  contend  that  not  only  no  harm  would 
ensue,  but  very  creat  good  would  ensue ;  in 
this,  as  well  as  in  other  ways,  that  it  will 
so  materially  strengthen  the  motive  fiar 
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men  of  wealtli  and  station  to  extend  their 
knowledge  and  to  enlarge  there  sphere 
of  practical  usefnlness.  As  matters  stand 
now^  a  man's  influence  is  in  the  ratio  of  his 
wealth ;  it  signifies  not  whether  his  cha- 
raeter  he  good  or  had^  whether  his  capacity 
he  vast  or  limited :  in  either  case,  his  power 
orer  the  comforts  of  others,  and  his  conse- 
quent means  of  perverting  their  votes,  are 
eqnaL  So  long  as  he  can  thus  command 
Totes  he  has  no  motive  to  earn  esteem 
or  admiration.  But,  if  their  votes  were 
rendered  free  instead  of  servile— genuine 
instead  of  emulated — then  he  comd  only 
hope*  to  ohtain  them  hy  really  deserving 
them ;  then  would  he  have  a  powerful 
motive  to  attract  to  himself  those  heartfelt 
sentiments  from  whence  alone  firee-spoken 
votes  proceed.  The  question  has  heen 
started  hy  an  esteemed  author,  (Bishop 
Berkeley)  **  Whether  an  uneducated  gentry 
are  not  the  greatest  of  all  national  evils?" 
Certainly,  S  not  the  greatest,  they  are 
amongst  the  greatest,  of  national  evUs ;  nor 
is  the  counterpart  of  the  proposition  less 
true. — That  a  gentry  well-educated  and  of 
enlarged  sympathies  with  the  people,  are 
among  the  foremost  of  all  national  hlessings. 
1  am  sure.  Sir,  that  the  most  efiectual  way 
ci  preserving  to  ourselves  that  hlessing,  will 
he  to'  reiiider  the  vote  of  an  elector  inac- 
cessible to  all  coercion,  and  attainable  only 
hy  such  as  shaU  have  earned  his  genuine 
esteem.  This  is  the  only  prize  which  can 
stimulate  the  listlessness,  or  soften  the  na» 
tbial  pride,  of  one  whose  wealth  places 
him  above  the  equal  communion  of  his 
fellow-men ;  and  by  rendering  the  sufirage 
secret,  you  lock  this  precious  prize  in  a 
casket,  which  can  neither  be  stolen  by 
fraud,  nor  ravished  by  tyranny  5  you  reserve 
it  in  the  inmost  sanctuary,  as  a  free-will 
ofiering  to  ascertained  merit,  and  as  a 
stimulus  to  all  noble  aspirations. 

I  have  thus.  Sir,  exhibited  the  reasons 
which  demonstrate  to  my  mind  the  urgent 
necenity  of  the  vote  by  Ballot;  the  proof 
IB  in  ray  view  quite  conclusive  and  un- 
answerable. I  have  examined,  too,  at 
some  length,  the  principal  arguments  urged 
against  the  Ballot,  and  I  have  shown  you, 
that  even  the  firmest  of  them  are  either 
fimnded  in  misapprehension,  or  are  out- 
wdghed,  a  thousand  times  over,  by  the 
inestimable  blessings  of  free  and  genuine 
voting. 

I  might  now  rest  my  cause  on  the 
simple  strength  of  reasoning,  and  I  fear 
not  the  sharpest  assaults  of  sophistry  or 

prejudice  agaitist  it.    But,  l^,  I  should 


not  do  justice  to  the  subject,  if  I  did  not 
lay  it  before  you  with  all  the  afiecting 
circumstances  which  naturally  and  intrin- 
sically belong  to  it.  If  ever  there  was  a 
case  in  which  the  address  to  your  reason 
was  vehemently  and  powerfuUy  seconded 
by  the  appeal  to  your  feelings,  that  case  'is 
the  emancipation  of  honest  voters— the 
making  peace  between  a  man's  duty  and 
his  worldly  cares — ^the  rescue  of  politicBl 
morality  from  the  snares  which  now  beset 
it,  and  from  the  storms  which  now  lay  it 
prostrate.  You  are  called  upon  to  protect 
the  rights,  and  to  defend  the  int^ity  of 
the  electoral  conscience ;  to  shield  the  in« 
nocent  from  persecution  at  the  hands  of 
the  guilty;  to  guard  the  commonwealth 
against  innumerable  breaches  of  trust, 
committed  by  the  reluctant  hands  of  well, 
meaning  citizens.  You  are  called  upon  to 
bridle  the  t3rranny  of  those  who  violate,  by 
the  same  blow,  their  duty  to  their  neiffh. 
hour  and  their  duty  to  thdr  country.  You 
are  called  upon  to  encourage  the  formation 
of  an  electoral  conscience  in  those  bosoms 
where  it  has  as  yet  had  no  existence;  and 
to  cure  that  recklessness  and  immorality 
with  which  unprincipled  voters  now  pros- 
titute their  franchise,  in  order  to  conciliate 
custom  or  promotion.  Above  all,  you  are 
called  upon  to  make  this  House,  what  it 
professes  and  purports  to  be,  a  real  emana- 
tion from  the  pure  and  free-spoken  choice  of 
the  electors;  an  assembly  of  men  com. 
manding  the  genuine  esteem  and  confidence 
of  the  people,  and  consisting  of  persons, 
the  fittest  which  the  nation  afibrds,  for 
executing  the  true  end  and  aim  of  govern- 
ment. When  all  these  vast  interests,  col- 
lective and  individual,  are  at  stake  in  this 
one  measure,  am  I  not  justified  in  demanding 
from  you  not  merely  a  oold  and  passive 
attention,  but  an  earnest  sympathy  and 
solicitude  ? 

Recollect  again  and  again.  Sir,  what 
dass  of  men  it  is  whose  protection  is  most 
immediately  and  prominently  the  object  of 
my  propodtion.  It  is  the  poorer  and 
humbler  hdf  of  the  aggregate  constituent 
body;  and  more  especially  those  among 
them  who  unite  the  conscience  of  a  citizen 
and  a  patriot  with  the  anxious  industry  of 
a  virtuous  domestic  man.  It  is  these  men, 
especially,  whose  cause  I  now  plead — and 
a  nobler  body  of  clients  the  world  does  not 
comprise.  Suppose  them  admitted  to  ad- 
dress you,  and  to  state  their  case  in  person 
— "  You  have  given  us,"  they  would  re- 
spectfully urge,  '^a  sacred  privil^e,  that 
of  selecting  men  fit  to  make  lawa  tot  our« 
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hHws  «n4  our  fii)lQW>K»Miltiynien»  We 
know  the  v^ue  of  that  pirivilege^  and  we 
pli«e  U  amoDg  the  most  precious  jewels  of 
our  earthly  lot  W^  know,  also^  the  duty 
which  it  entails  upon  us»  and  we  are  dis- 
posed to  fulfil  that  duty  with  the  utmost 
eyactne^  and  rigpui:.  But  with  all  possible 
purity  of  'miention,  we  find  it  often  totally 
imposgible-^-always  distressing  and  hazard* 
ous<^to  execute  the  duty  consigned  to  us. 
We  are  tempted  and  threatened  on  every 
side,  to  induce  us  to  forfeit  our  trust ;  we 
see  others  who  forfeit  their  tnist  without 
compunction,  thriving  and  prosperous; 
vre  areoftentimessoliemmediAhy  conflicting 
motives,  by  private  ruin  as  opposed  to  public 
pvobity,  that  we  know  not  which  duty  is 
to  be  preferred-- ^ur  duty  to  our  country 
on  the  one  side,  or  our  duty  to  our  families 
on  the  other.  All  this  temptation  and 
conflict  arises  from  the  knowledge  which 
you  allow  the  epemy  and  the  oppressor  to 
obtain,  of  the  w^y  in  wbu^  we  vote. 
Derive  him  of  this  knowledge,  and  his 
power  of  GpDBtraiut  is  annihilated.  Collect 
onr  opinions  confidentially  and  in  private, 
where  the  ^ies  pf  the  enemy  cannot  pene* 
trate,  and  where  the  sound  of  his  wrath 
cannot  be  heard.  You  wish  to  know  our 
real  opinions;  we  wish  to  communicate 
them  to  you;  and  all  we  ask  is,  to  be 
enabled  to  communicate  tliem  without 
i«ar,  without  disturbance,  and  without 
uneasiness." 

This,  Sir,  is  a  simple  and  faithful  sum. 
mary  of  the  condition,  the  wishes,  and  the 
apprehensions,  of  thousands  among  your 
best  and  purest  citizens.  Arc  the  prayers 
wicked,  are  they  indecorous,  are  they 
extravagant^  that  you  should  repudiate 
them  without  ceremony,  and  leave  the 
oppressors  unchecked,  and  the  sufierers  un- 
protected? 

You  may  so  repudiate  them — you  may 
leave  the  mischief  still  rankling — but  how 
will  such  a  negative  be  received  in  the 
country?  What  lesson  will  it  convey  to 
the  poorer  classes  In  general^  when  they 
see  the  Legislature  thus  sport  with  their 
consciences,  and  turn  a  deaf  ear  to  their 
difficulties  a^  persecutions?  Be  assured, 
tliat  they  will  not  recognize  in  your  refusal 
the  even-handed  ministration  of  a  Legis- 
lature which  "  careih  for  all  alikp."  They 
will  see  in  it,  and  they  cannot  help  seeing, 
a  fiital  evidence  of  your  disposition  to  up- 
hold the  ascendancy  of  the  rich,  however 
oppressiye  or  demprali  ring — to  sanction 
the  full  doDunion  of  land&rds  over  their 

tmukt^  w  doctors-^iutd  to  ficect  every 


giseat  estate  v^  9n  electoral  jurisdictiiHi^ 
subject  to  th^  contTQl  and  dictatiao«  and 
arbitrary  penalties  of  the  proprietor ;  while 
the  vpte  nominfdly  bestpwed  on  the  tenant 
is  mere  mockery  and  delusion. 

Believe  me,  Sir^  you  cannot  pronounce 
this  harsh  sentence^  without  fatally  alien* 
ating  from  you  the  afifecnons  of  the  poorer 
voters,  nor  without  widening  tl^  g»p, 
already  but  too  inauspicious,  between  the 
richer  and  the  poorer  classes  in  this  com- 
munity. I  am  one  of  those  whq  look  with 
dismay  at  any  occurrence  which  tends  to 
undermine  the  respect  for  property*— not 
for  the  larger  heaps  of  property  more  than 
for  the  smaller^  but  for  every  man's  eanu 
ings  and  every  man's  inheritance.  These 
is  in  each  person's  mind  a  natural  tendency 
to  respect  the  inestimable  institution  of 
property,  unless  where  accidental  causes 
occur  to  alienate  him  from  it ;  and  amongst 
these  various  counter^ting  causes,  there  is 
not  one  to  which  history  bears  such  coustant 
testimony-— there  is  not  one  which  woriu 
with  such  disastrous  e&ct — as  the  cxeroise 
of  unjust  and  ^nujuitous  privileges  by  the 
possessors  of  the  conspicuous  fortunes.  I 
would  urge  upon  you  most  particularly 
this  momentous  coi^sideration,  when  you 
are  dealing  with  the  signal  abuse  which  I 
have  this  oay  denouncea  to  you.  Be  assured 
that  the  reverence  for  pri^erty  cannot  be 
what  it  ought  to  be,  so  long  as  your  rich 
men  axe  allowed  to  subjugate  the  humbler 
electors — so  long  as  every  poor  man  who 
dares  to  have  a  conscience  is  compelled  to 
look  upon  them  with  enmity  and  tenpr. 
Prohibit  this  unholy  aggresrion  on  the 
one  part;  efface  the  sinister  feelings  to 
whicn  it  gives  rise  on  the  otheir.  Let  your 
rich  men,  if  they  will  do  nothinjg;  better  or 
more  glorious,  at  least  enjoy  their  enviable 
position  in  peace  and  innocence ;  if  they 
will  not  inspire  gratitude  and  admii^^ioo, 
let  them  at  least  refrain  from  esxilin^  fear 
and  hatred ;  let  them  not  play  the  ipquiator 
and  the  dragon  in  the  poor  man's  ooftagp> 
and  ravish  nom  him  by  force  the  precious 
jewel  of  citizenship. 

This,  Sir,  is  little  enough  to  demand 
from  them ;  far  less  than  I  would  wish  to 
obtain.  For,  if  I  durst  whisper  in  their 
ears  as  their  suggesting  genius,  I  would 
animate  them  to  far  higher  and  noUer 
ends;  I  would  entreat  them  to  employ 
their  superior  leisure  and  opportunities  in 
qualifying  themselves  fi>r  aU  those  com- 
manding functions  which  naturally  devolvie 
to  them ;  I  would  implore  them  not  to  test 
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tj»  gnlafiil  adoiratum  of  Ae  public^  for 

whom  they  Are  born;  J   would  be^ech 

them,  in  the  langugge  of  Milton, 

**  With  wipniog  words  to  conquer  wiUinghofirts, 
Apd  make  persuasion  do  the  work  of  fear.'' 

This  is  the  divine  sceptre  which  lies 
within  their  reach,  if  their  hearts  were  set 
and  their  minds  were  worthy  to  grasp  it. 
But  lopk  not  for  any  change  in  their  dis- 
positions,  until  the  ^yays  of  force  and 
coeicion  are  for  ever  barred  again^  them. 
Therefore,  Sir,  I  repeat  again,  grant  us  the 
all-sufficient  protection  of  the  Beolot — chase 
away  at  once  the  accursed  demon  of  com- 
pulsion,  and  make  room  for  the  paternal 
and  kindly  empire  of  wisdom  and  benefi. 
oence* 

I  conclude  by  moving,  **  that  it  is 
expedient  that  the  votes  at  elections  for 
Members  of  Parliament  be  taken  by  way  of 
Bajlot." 

Sir  WilUam  Ivgilby  seconded  the  Motion, 
and  he  did  so  because  he  had  within  the 
last    six  months    witnessed    the    baneful 
effects  of  the  present  system  of  voting. 
Nothing  could  be  worse  or  more  corrupt 
than  the  way  in  which  the  elective  franchise 
was  now  used.     The  voter  was  placed  at 
the  mercy  of  the  country  attorney  and  the 
steward  of  the  squire,  and  these  persons 
were  more  dreaded  than  the  squire  himself, 
or  even  the  parson.    All  sorts  of  means 
were  resorted  to  by  the  attorney  and  the 
steward  to  compel  the  unfortunate  voter  to 
support  any  candidate  they  pleased ;  and  he 
would  read  to  the  House  a  sample  of  the 
letters  which  persons  of  this  description 
sent  round  to  intimidate  the  electors  over 
whom  their  influence  extended  on  such 
ocpasions — (the   hon.  Baronet  then  read  a 
letter  yhich  be  said  had  been  written  by  a 
country  attorney  to  a  farmer,  stating  tlut 
by  an  act  of  Gepige  3rd,  no  persons  were 
allowed  to  vote  at  elections  but  freeholders, 
and  that  any  person  who  voted  without 
being  duly  quali&ed  wias  subject  to  serious 
p^ns  and  pcaialties).  The  time  had  arrived 
when  such  a  system  of  intimidation  should 
be  put  an  end  to.    The  system  of  canvass- 
ing at  the  recent  oeneral  election  had  done 
immense  mischien   There  was  at  that  time 
a  religious  crusade  throughout  the  country. 
He  knew  nothing  more  likely   to  bring 
the  clergy  into  disrepute  than  their  inter- 
fering at  elections ;  and  if  it  were  for  no 
other  reason  than  that  he  wished  to  preserve 
them  fcom  falling  into  odium  among  the 

Gople,  he  should  vote  in  &vour  of  this 
otjon.    He  fpoke  with  regret  of  any 
tbiflig  tbat  vaa  likeljr  to  be  iiyutioius  iq  the 


character  of  the  dergy,  being  liinudf 
almost  part  and  parcel  of  the  Church-  Ha 
most  cordially  seconded  the  Motion. 

The  Earl  of  Darlingion  was  surprised 
and  disappointed  to  find  that  althou^  the 
representation  was  now  completely  amend- 
ed—although  the  people  now  really  had  a 
voice  in  that  House — ^yet  that  there  should 
be  still  sudi  a  spirit  of  restlessness  that 
many  persons  woi^ld  not  be  satisfied  t^l  all 
theinstitutions  which  were  old  were  brpu|^t 
to  an  end.    The  object  of  this  Motion  wfis 
to  throw  into  the  hands  of  the  democracy 
a  greater  degree  of  weight,  and  a  degree  of 
power,  than  was  consistent  with  the  well- 
being  of  other  classes  in  the  State.    He 
certainly  must  oppose  the  views  of  th^  hop. 
Member  who  proposed  the  Motion,  qs  he 
did  not  wish  the  object  of  that  Motion  to 
be  attained.    If  the  Reform  Act  had  not 
been  passed,  he  might  have  been  in  favour 
of  the  Motion.    So  long  as  the  former 
state  of  things  continued,  there  might  be 
some  reason  fpr  the  Ballot,  because  the 
smallness  of  the  cpnjsitituency  might  ex^ahli^ 
a  powerful  individual  to  influence  them « 
but  that  was  no  longer  the  case — the  con- 
stituencies now  were  too  numerous  aii4 
powerful  to  be  thus  influenced*  The  events 
of  the  twol^tyears  had  rendered  the  Motion 
totally  unnecessary.    He    was,  there&re, 
surprised  that  the  hoo.  Member  should, 
upon  the  very  first  day  of  the  Sessimi,  have 
given  notice  of  this  Motion,  before  it  was 
possible  that  he  or  axiy  one  el^p  could  have 
had  any  experience  of^  the  composition  apd 
character  of  the  Beformed  House  of  Com- 
mons. With  the  feelings  of  ap  &iglishmaa 
he  protested  against  tbis  secret  and  unmanly 
mode  of   voting.    Every  change  in  the 
institutions  «f  a  country  was  in  itself  an 
evil  as  a  change>and  ougbt  not  to  be  adopted 
unless  there  was  some  acoompanyiiig  befie. 
fit.     He  did  -not  think  that  any  public 
benefit  could  arise  from  this  change.    The 
main  argument  in  its  favour  was,  that  an 
honest  voter  might,  from  his  situ;|tion  in 
life,  be  at  present  unaUe  to  ^ve  his  vote 
according  to  his  opinion,  and  this  scheme 
was  to  enable  him  to  do  so.     Before,  how- 
ever, the  change  would  he  made,  it  should 
he  inquired,  would  it  be  e&ctuaL    It  wag 
well  known,  that  in  contested  elections  uU 
the  electors  were  canvassed  by  influential 
persons,  to  whom  they  were  all  known ; 
and  suppose  they  promised  thetr  vote  in 
aciynlance  with  their  interest,  and  after- 
wards violated  that  promise,  was  it  poniblp 
that  they  should  long  remain  unknown  to 
tk^  pon^  they  ^ttevpted  t9  deoatftf 
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Gentlemen  are  pleased  to  talk  of  open 
voting,  as  if  it  were  pre-eminently  franl 
and  ingenuous.  But  are  they  really  sin^plc 
enough  to  helieve,  that  because  an  elector 
speaks  aloud,  he  therefore  of  necessity 
speaks  from  his  heart  ?  I  assert,  and  it  is 
the  very  mischief  of  which  I  complain, 
that  in  numberless  cases  the  elector  is  com- 
pelled to  express^  not  his  own  opinion,  but 
the  opinion  of  another.  What  is  there 
frank  and  ingenuous  in  this  proceeding  ? 
Nay,  does  not  open  voting,  by  exposing 
the  elector  to  persecution,  operate  as  a 
penalty  on  sincerity  and  conscience,  and  as 
a  premium  to  servile  and  dishonest  com- 
pliance ? 

I  know  that  there  are  some  who  object 
to  the  Ballot,  on  a  ground  different  from 
any  which  I  have  hitherto  touched  upon. 
They  allege,  that  the  elective  franchise  is 
a  trust:  that  every  elector  is  responsible 
for  the  way  in  which  he  exercises  it ;  and 
that  thb  responsibility  carries  with  it  the 
necessity  of  publicity,  in  order  that  the 
^reat  body  of  non-electors  may  have  secu- 
rity that  he  shall  exercise  it  well. 

Sir^  it  would  indeed  be  a  weighty  argu- 
ment, if  Gentlemen  could  show  that  open 
voting  was  either  a  security  or  a  benefit  to 
the  great  mass  of  non-electors.  But  I 
think  I  can  prove  to  them  that  the  very 
reverse  is  the  fact. 

What  is  the  nature  and  obligation  of  the 
electoral  trust  .^  Simply  this,  that  an 
elector  shall  deliver  his  genuine  and  con- 
scientious opinion  at  the  jpU,  whether  it 
agrees  or  disagrees  with  that  of  other 
people. 

Now,  Sir,  you  must  suppose  one  of  two 
things— either  the  electors  are  disposed  to 
deliver  their  honest  conviction  of  their  own 
accord,  or  not.  If  they  are  so  disposed, 
you  want  no  better  security  for  their  con- 
duct ;  you  have  only  to  shield  them  against 
intimidation  from  without.  But  if  the 
case  be  otherwise^  and  if  they  are  disposed 
of  their  own  accord  to  vote  dishonestly, 
can  you  force  them  to  vote  honestly  by 
merely  making  them  vote  in  public  ? 

Sir,  I  contend  that  the  thing  is  totally 
impracticable.  That  which  you  seek  from 
the  voter,  an  honest  expression  of  opinion 
— can  never  be  obtained  except  from  his 
own  free  will.  The  utmost  extremity  of 
force  cannot  wring  it  from  him,  if  he  be 
not  disposed  to  give  it  freely.  It  is  a  secret 
of  his  own  conscience,  which  no  human 
being  can  fathom,  and  which  none  but  him. 
self  can  disclose.  If  it  be  his  wish  to  vote 
dishonestlyi  be  may  do  ik)  Just  as  easily  in 


the  face  of  the  fiillest  GOBgiegBtkni«  u  in 
his  own  closet.  No  concetvwe  aapervi. 
sion  can  compel  a  man  to  deliver  an  hoMest 
vote,  because  no  human  disoenuneat  can 
ascertain  whether  his  vote  be  honest  or  not. 
Therefore,  I  maintain,  that  as  far  ns  teg:aids 
the  a^ainment  of  honest  and  conscie&tious 
voting,  publicity  is  utterly  firuitlesi  and 
impotent,  if  you  assume  the  voter  himylf 
to  be  dishonestly  inclined. 

But  I  shall  go  further  god  show  you^ 
that  publicity  of  votes^  as  a  means  of  se- 
curing responsibiUty,  Uiough  Impotmt  to- 
wards good,  is  most  potent  and  eSectiTe 
indeed  towards  evil.  It  cannot  canveit  a 
single  voter  from  dishonesty  to  honesty; 
but  it  makes  thousands  of  honest  voters 
dishonest  against  their  inclinations.  For 
wherever  votes  are  publicly  known,  the 
door  is  opened  for  tampering  with  voters 
as  individuals,  and  every  voter  become 
controllable  by  one  or  a  few  priTste 
masters,  who  exercise  a  paramount  inflo* 
ence  over  his  comforts  and  position  in  life. 
IJnder  the  mask  of  responsibility  to  the 
public,  you  thus  fasten  about  his  neck  the 
base  and  dismal  chain  of  private  depend- 


ence. 


But  look  once  again  at  this  pratended 
responsibiUty :  From  what  quarter  is  it  to 
come?  By  what  parties  is  it  to  he  ca 
forced  ?  It  is  the  mass  of  the  non-electorii 
population  (we  are  told)  who  are  to  enforce 
It :  it  is  they  who  are  to  watch  over  the 
electors,  and  to  drive  them  into  honest  voting 
in  spite  of  dishonest  inclinations.  Is  it  reallj 
contended  that  the  non- voters  are  oompetent 
to  exercise  any  such  control  or  sapervisioii  ? 
Why  tho  only  reason  for  setting  them  aside 
as  non* voters,  and  for  withholding  fraa 
them  the  elective  franchise,  is,  thw  pie. 
sumed  incapacity  of  forming  any  judgmen; 
whatever  on  political  subjects!  Wbetkex 
the  presumption  be  well-founded  or  not,  it 
is  not  for  me  to  determine  ;  hut  it  is 
the  common  ground,  and  certainly  the  onh 
just  cround,  for  disfranchising  them.  Htw 
can  It  be  pretended  that  men,  thus  stt 
aside  as  incapables,  are  quali6ed  to  dire 
into  the  hearts  of  electors^  and  to  render 
honest  voting  a  matter  of  oompukioQ  ? 

Besides,  Sir,  how  is  it  that  the  non* 
electoral  population  really  comport  thesi- 
selves,  whenever  they  do  intermeddle  in 
matters  of  this  kind  ?  They  mppear  as  the 
ardent  partisans  of  one  candidate^  and  »s 
the  enemies  of  his  opponent ;  they  applaud 
every  man  who  votes  for  him,  they  d(Bnoanre 
every  man  who  votes  against  him,  without 
the  slightest  r^ard  to  the  consciencei  or 
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Is  tnis  t^he  r^sponsiDJlitj  \vluch  you  \voq)d 
wi4^  (p  see  prev&Uipg  in  your  various 
cities  and  boroughs?  In  my  view  it  is 
purely  wiiscl^ievoui?.  Pictfitipn  by  ijn  as- 
sembled crqwd  is  no  less  odious^  tbaq 
dictation  %  a  ppvate  individual^  for  bot}^ 
end  ^n  the  i^^nie  deplorable  result— spurious 
and  insincere  vptms.  I  wii^h  the  voter 
nut  to  be  shaken  in  pis  l^onest  conviction, 
either  by  the  vuhus  instantis  tyranni,  or 
by  the  (fiviym  ardor  prava  juh^nlium ;  and 
for  tiial^  reason  I  wish  that  neither  the 
tyrant  nor  the  crowd  should  knov;r  for 
whom  he  vQtes.  His  conscience  is,  in  my 
view,  an  august  oracle,  to  be  consulted  with 
silent  respect ;  n^ erely  taking  care  that  no 
force  is  put  upon  the  priestejss,  and  no  bribes 
tendered  to  seduce  her. 

I  thin]^  I  Ifave  now  shown  you,  that  this 
pretended  responsibility  of  voters  is  at  best 
a  mere  nulUtyT— tbat  it  cannot,  under  any 
circumstances,  make  a  dishonest  elector  vote 
honestly — find  that  whenever  it  is  attempted 
to  be  enforced,  it  creaks  the  very  evil 
against  wliich  it  professes  to  guard*  Where, 
then,  I  shall  ))e  asked,  is  the  security  for 
honest  voting?  It  lies  in  the  will  and  dis. 
pqsitiop  of  the  voter  himself.  If  i^  be  not 
there,  i(  is  np  wjiere.  If  the  voters  are 
sufficiently  num^^u^;  ^^  sufQciently  well, 
distributf^dy  to  have  collectively  the  same 
interests  as  the  community,  they  can  have 
np  wish  ei^cept  to  choose  honestly;  and 
all  that  is  peedful  is  tp  grant  them  j;he 
protectipn  of  the  Ballot,  in  order  to  insure 
their  being  left  to  their  own  free-wiU. 
And  give  me  leave  to  remind  the  noble 
Lords  opposite^  tliat  this  is  the  only  ground 
on  which  their  late  extension  of  the  cpn- 
s^tuenpy  ci^n  for  a  moment  be  vindicated. 
If  they  had  relied  upon  the  re^nsibility 
of  the  voter^  as  the  guarantCje  lor  honest 
vptins>  any  extension  of  the  constituency 
woum  have  been  absurd  and  injurious ;  for 
a  sm^U  constituency  is  far  more  pointedly 
re^nsible  than  a  numerous  constituency ; 
apd  every  step  which  ypu  took  in  enlarging 
the  electoral  body,  was  a  st^  in  diminution 
of  the  reH>onsibility  of  each  individual 
elector.  jNay^  upon  this  principle,  the 
single-headed  constituency  of  Old  Sarum 
would  have  been  the  best  in  the  whole 
kingdom  ;  for  you  had  there  respomability 
ooncentra^d  to  the  utmost  possible  degree. 
And,  as  a  general  rule«  nomination  would 
he  bejtter  than  representation;  for  there 
can  be  no  doubt  tqat  one  or  a  few  nomi- 
na^FB  are  more  urgently  resppnsiblej  than 
IfiQQ  or  ^iPOO  ^lector^i 


No^  S)r,  (.he  framers  of  the  Reform  Bill 
did  not  contemplate  that  their  new  con- 
stituency would  be  dishonestly  inclined — 
they  did  not  look  to  responsibility  of  the 
voter  as  the  proper  guarantee  fbr  honest 
voting.  They  proceeded  on  a  wiser  and 
more  pgbteous  principle ;  they  aimed  at 
giving  us  a  constituency  numerous  enough 
to  have  no  interests  opposed  to  honest' 
voting.  What  I  ask  of  them  now  is,  that 
they  will  give  us  a  constituency  in  fact, 
where  as  yet  we  have  only  a  constituency 
in  name — that  they  will  give  us  a  body, 
not  of  mere  paper  voters,  not  of  lifeless 
ciphers,  not  or  voters  in  wax- work,  but  of 
real,  self-determining  men ;  and  that  they 
will  guard  every  elector  in  the  exercise 
of  that  free  apd  unembarrassed  volition, 
without  which  he  is  worse  thap  disfran. 
chised. 

Sir,  I  have  already  troubled  the  House 
at  greater  length  than  I  could  wish,  but 
there  is  yet  another  argument  which  I 
cannot  omit  to  answer.  You  are  often 
told,  that  the  influence  of  rich  men  over 
voters  is  a  very  salutary  thing,  and  that 
the  Ballot  is  mischievous  as  tending  to 
abridge  it.  Gentlemen  do,  indeed,  draw  a 
distinction  between  legitimate  and  illegiti- 
mate influence  —  a  distinction  which  I 
heartily  admit  and  approve  of,  though  I 
think  the  real  meaning  of  these  important 
words  ought  to  be  very  carefully  explained. 

How  much  influence  over  voters  ought  a 
rich  man  to  have?  As  much  as  he  can 
purchase?  No,  certainly — for  even  the 
present  law  forbids  all  idea  of  his  pur. 
chasing  any  influence.  Not  as  much  as  he 
can  purchase,  but  as  much  as  he  deserves, . 
and  as  much  as  unconstrained  freemen  are 
willing  to  pay  him.  Amongst  unconstrained 
freemen,  the  man  of  recognised  superiority 
will  be  sure  to  acquire  spontaneous  esteem 
and  deference ;  these  are  his  just  deserts, 
and  they  come  to  him  unbidden  and  unbe- 
spoken.  But  they  will  come  to  him  multi- 
plied tenfold,  if,  along  with  such  intrinsic 
excellencies,  he  possesses  the  extrinsic  re. 
commendations  of  birth  and  fortune — if  he 
be  recommended  to  the  attention  of  his 
neighbours  by  the  con^icuous  blazon  of 
established  opulence  and  station — and  if  he 
be  thus  furnished  with  the  m^^^^s  of  giving 
ampl/e  range  and  effect  to  an  enlightened 
beneficence.  This  is  the  meed  which  awaits 
men  of  birth  and  station,  if  they  do  but 
employ  their  faculties  industriously  and 
to  the  proper  ends.  Poorer  men  may, 
doubtless,  attsdn  it  also;  but  with  them 
t))e  accent  is  toilsom^i   the  obstructions 
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i«l«es  an4  our  ft)lQw-pQuntiyme|i.  We 
k]|OW  the  v^ue  of  tbat  privilegCj  and  we 
prise  i^  amoDg  the  most  precious  jewels  of 
oi|r  earthly  lot.  W«  know^  also,  the  duty 
which  it  entails  upon  us,  and  we  are  dis- 
posed  to  fulfil  tluU  duty  with  the  utmost 
exactness  and  ri^ur*  But  with  all  possible 
pqfity  of  intention,  we  find  it  often  totally 
impossible— always  distressing  and  hazard- 
ou».— to  eiwcute  the  duty  consifipied  to  us. 
Wq  are  tempted  and  threatened  on  every 
side,  to  induce  us  to  forfeit  pur  trust ;  we 
see  others  who  forfeit;  their  t;nist  without 
compunction,  thriving  and  prosperous; 
we  areoftentiqiessohemmedinby  conflicting 
motives,  by  private  ruia  as  opposed  to  public 
probity,  that  we  know  not  which  duty  is 
to  be  preferred-— 'OUT  duty  to  our  country 
on  the  one  side,  or  our  duty  to  our  families 
on  the  other.  All  this  temptation  and 
conflict  arises  from  the  knowledge  which 
you  allow  the  enemy  and  the  oppressor  to 
obtain,  qf  the  w^y  in  whu^  we  vote. 
Deprive  him  of  this  knowledge,  and  his 
power  pf  coofitraittt  is  annihilated.  Collect 
otir  opinions  confidentially  and  in  private, 
where  the  spies  pf  the  enemy  cannot  pene*. 
trate,  and  where  the  sound  of  his  wrath 
cannot  be  heard.  You  wish  to  know  our 
real  opinions  t  we  wish  to  communicate 
them  to  you;  and  all  we  ask  is,  to  be 
enabled  to  communicate  them  without 
fear,  without  disturbance,  and  without 
uneasiness." 

This,  Sir,  is  a  simple  and  faithful  sum* 
mary  of  tlip  condition,  the  wishes,  and  the 
af^ehensions,  of  thousands  among  your 
best  and  purest  citizens.  Arc  the  prayers 
wicked,  are  they  indecorous,  are  they 
extravagant,  that  you  should  repudiate 
them  witliout  ceremony,  and  leave  the 
oppressors  unchecked,  and  the  sufferers  un. 
protected? 

You  may  so  repudiate  them — ^you  may 
leave  the  mischief  stiil  rankling — but  how 
will  such  a  negative  be  received  in  the 
country?  What  lesson  will  it  convey  to 
the  poorer  classes  in  general,  when  they 
see  the  Legislature  thus  sport  with  their 
consciences,  and  turn  a  deaf  ear  to  their 
difficulties  and  persecutions?  Be  assured, 
that  they  will  not  recognize  in  your  refusal 
the  even-handed  ministration  of  a  Legis- 
lature which  ''careth  for  all  alik^."  They 
will  see  in  it,  and  they  cannot  help  «^ing, 
a  fatal  evidence  of  your  disposition  to  up- 
hold the  ascendancy  of  the  richj  however 
oppreadve  or  demoralizinff— to  sanction 
the  full  dominion  of  landkrds  over  their 

tmukt^  u  dec|ora-*iu)d  ta  £icct  every 


great  ettal^  ii^o  an  electoral  jucisdktin, 
subject  to  the  control  and  dictation,  sod 
arbitrary  penalties  of  (he  pivpfietor ;  while 
the  vpte  nominfilly  bestowed  on  the  tenant 
is  mere  mockery  and  delusion* 

Believe  me,  Sir,  you  canpo^  pftpounoe 
this  harsh  sentence,  without  fatally  iilieQ- 
ating  from  you  the  aSfecrions  of  the  poorBr 
voters,  nor  without  widenii^g  the  gsp, 
already  but  too  inauspicious,  between  the 
richer  and  the  poorer  classes  in  this  com- 
munity. I  am  one  pf  those  whq  look  witl 
dismay  at  any  occurrence  wliicb  tends  to 
undermine  the  respect  for  property^iwt 
for  the  larger  heaps  of  property  more  tfaso 
for  the  smaller^  but  for  every  xnan's  eam- 
ings  and  every  man's  inheritance.  There 
is  in  each  person's  mind  a  natural  tendency 
to  respect  the  inestimable  institution  of 
property,  unless  where  accidental  causes 
occur  to  alienate  him  froin  it ;  and  amongst 
these  various  counteracting  causes,  thez?  h 
not  one  to  which  history  bears  such  constant 
testimony — ^there  is  not  one  which  wods 
with  sucli  disaslTous  e&ct — ^as  the  exenase 
of  unjust  and  inujuitous  privileges  bj  the 
possessors  of  the  oonspicuous  fortunes.  I 
would  urge  upon  you  most  particuladj 
this  momentous  consideration,  when  you 
are  dealin|;  with  the  signal  abuse  whidi  I 
have  this  day  denouncea  to  you.  Be  assured 
that  the  reverence  for  prc^erty  cannot  bs 
what  it  ought  to  be,  so  long  as  your  rich 
men  are  allowed  to  subjugate  the  humbler 
electors — ^so  long  as  every  poor  man  who 
dares  to  have  a  conscience  is  compelled  to 
look  upon  them  with  enmity  ana  terror. 
Prohibit  this  unholy  aggression  on  the 
one  part;  efface  the  sinister  feelings  to 
which  it  gives  rise  on  the  other-  L<et  yoor 
rich  men,  if  they  will  do  nothing  better  or 
more  glorious,  at  least  enjoy  theur  eoviafale 
position  in  peace  and  innocence ;  if  thej 
will  not  inspire  gratitude  and  admiratioiir 
let  them  at  least  refrain  from  exciting  for 
and  hatred ;  let  them  not  play  the  inquisitor 
and  the  dragon  in  the  poor  man's  cotta^ 
and  ravish  fiom  him  by  force  the  preciiotu 
jewel  of  citizenship. 

This,  Sir,  is  little  enough  to  densiul 
from  them ;  far  less  than  I  would  wish  to 
obtain.  For,  if  I  durst  whisper  in  tfaftr 
ears  as  their  suggesting  flonius,  I  would 
animate  them  to  far  mgher  a^  DoUer 
ends;  I  would  entreat  them  to  ap^ 
their  superior  leisure  and  opportunities  in 
qualifying  themselves  £or  aU  those  com- 
manding functions  whicli  naturally  devoire 
to  them ;  I  would  implore  them  not  to  rs^ 
contented  without  the  hewtfeU  ^^teeaav 
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tbe  gmti&l  idmiratum  of  ik»  pnblic,  for 

fvhom  tkey  Are  bom;  I   would  beseech 

them^  in  the  language  of  Milton, 

**  WtUi  wiyioiiig  words  to  conquer  wiUiog  hearts, 
A|id  make  persuasion  do  the  work  of  fear.'' 

TUs  i3  the  divine  sceptre  which  lie^ 
witliin  their  reach,  if  their  hearts  were  set 
and  their  minds  were  worthy  to  srasp  it. 
But  lool  not  for  any  change  in  their  dis- 
ppsitionsy  until  the  ^yays  of  force  and 
coercion  are  for  ever  barred  against  them. 
Therefore,  Sir,  I  repeat  again,  grant  us  the 
all-sufficient  protectum  of  the  Baulot — chase 
away  at  ox^oe  the  accursed  demcm  of  com- 
pulsion, apd  make  room  for  the  paternal 
and  kindly  empire  of  wisdom  and  benefi. 
cence. 

I  conclude  by  moving,  '*  that  it  is 
expedient  that  tlie  votes  at  elections  for 
Members  of  Parliament  be  taken  by  way  of 
Ballot." 

Sir  William  Ivgilbtf  seomded  the  Motion, 
and  he  did  so  because  he  had  within  the 
last    six  months    witnessed    the    baneful 
effects  of  the  present  system  of  voting. 
Nothing  could  be  worse  or  more  corrupt 
than  the  way  in  which  the  elective  franchise 
was  now  used.     The  voter  was  placed  at 
the  mercy  of  the  country  attorney  and  the 
steward  of  the  squire,  and  these  persons 
were  more  dreaded  than  the  squire  himself, 
or  even  the  parson.    All  sorts  of  means 
were  resorted  to  by  the  attorney  and  the 
steward  to  compel  the  unfortunate  voter  to 
support  any  candidate  they  pleased ;  and  he 
would  read  to  the  House  a  sample  of  the 
letters  which  persons  of  this  aescription 
sent  round  to  intimidate  the  electors  over 
whom   their  influence  extended  on  such 
occasions — (the   hon.  Baronet  then  read  a 
letter  yhich  be  said  had  been  written  by  a 
country  attorney  tq  a  farmer,  stating  that 
by  an  act  pf  George  3rd,  no  persons  were 
allowed  to  vote  at  elections  but  freeholders, 
and  that  any  person  who  voted  without 
being  duly  qualified  was  subject  to  jserious 
pains  and  pcaudties).  The  time  had  arrived 
when  such  a  system  of  intimidation  should 
be  put  an  end  to.    The  system  of  canvass- 
ing at  the  recent  oeneral  election  had  done 
immense  mischief   There  was  at  that  time 
a  religious  crusade  throughout  the  country. 
He  knew  nothing  more  likely   to  bring 
the  clergy  into  disrepute  than  their  inter- 
fering at  elections ;  and  if  it  were  for  no 
other  TeHsan  than  that  he  wished  to  preserve 
them  from  falling  into  odium  amons  the 

Gople,  he  should  vote  ia  favour  of  this 
otfOiL    He  ^ke  with  regret  of  any 
^hiog  ibsA  WM  Udjr  to  be  izyurious  to  the 


character  of  Ibe  clergy,  being  bimaaif 
almost  part  and  parcel  of  tbe  Church-  He 
most  cordially  seconded  the  Motion. 

The  Earl  of  Darlington  was  surprised 
axid  disappointed  to  Qnd  that  althpu^  the 
representation  was  now  ccinplete}y  amend- 
ed—although the  people  now  really  had  a 
voice  in  that  House — yet  that  there  shou]4 
be  still  such  a  spirit  of  restlessness  that 
many  persons  woi^Id  not  be  satisfied  till  all 
theinstitutions  which  were  old  were  brpught 
to  an  end.     The  object  of  thi^  Motion  ww 
to  throw  into  the  hands  of  the  democrat 
a  greater  degree  of  weight,  and  a  degree  of 
power,  than  was  consistent  with  the  well- 
being  of  other  classes  in  the  State.    He 
certainly  must  oppose  the  views  of  the  hon* 
Member  who  proposed  the  Motion,  9a  he 
did  not  wish  the  object  of  that  Motion  to 
be  attained.    If  the  Reform  Act  had  not 
been  passed,  he  might  have  been  in  fi^vour 
of  the  Motion*    So  long  as  the  former 
state  of  things  continued,  there  might  be 
some  teason  for  the  Ballot,  because  the 
smallness  of  the  constituency  might  eiyahte 
a  powerful  individual  to  influence  them  \ 
but  that  was  do  longer  the  case— -the  ooo. 
atituencies  now  were  too  numerous  and 
powerful  to  be  thus  influenced*  The  events 
of  the  two  l^t  years  had  rendered  theMotioo 
totally  unnecessary.    He    was,  therefi)i£, 
surprised  that  the  hon.  Member  should, 
upon  the  very  first  day  of  the  Sesaioui  have 
given  notice  of  this  Motion,  before  it  was 
possible  that  he  or  ai|y  one  eUp  could  have 
had  any  experience  of  the  composition  and 
character  of  the  Beformed  House  of  Com*, 
moos.  With  the  feeling  of  ap  Knglishman 
he  protested  against  this  secret  and  unmanly 
mode  of   voting*     Every   change  in  the 
institutions  of  a  country  was  in  itself  an 
evil  as  a  change,  and  ou^t  not  to  be  adopted 
unless  there  was  some  a^^oompanying  bene, 
fit.    He  did  -not  think  that  any  public 
benefit  could  arise  from  this  change.    Tbe 
main  argument  in  its  favour  was,  that  an 
honest  voter  might,  from  his  situation  in 
life,  be  at  present  unaUe  to  give  his  vote 
according  to  his  opiaion,  and  thia  schema 
was  to  enable  him  to  do  so.     Before,  how- 
ever, the  change  would  be  made,  it  should 
be  inquired,  would  it  be  effibctuaL     It  wag 
well  known,  that  in  contested  elections  uU 
the  electors  were  canvassed  by  influential 
persons,  to  whom  they  were  all  known ; 
and  suppose  they  promised  their  vote  ia 
acoardance  with  their  iutefieat,  and  after- 
wards  viokted  that  promise,  was  it  possihlp 
that  they  should  long  remaia  unkijown  to 
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to  a  given  chM  of  inditidnftb  for  tlie  flood 
of  the  whole  State,  for  the  benefit  oT  the 
unrepresented,  no  less  than  of  the  rqne- 
aented,  part  of  their  fellow-citurens,  tnen, 
Sir,  do  I  contend  that  the  exercise  of  it 
shonld  be  public,  that  it  should  be  open  to 
the  scrutiny,  and  subject  to  the  judgment 
of  the  whole  conmninitf.  But,  Sir,  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  though  he  admits  that  the 
elective  franchise  is  a  trust,  and,  as  such, 
that  it  ought  to  be  exercised  for  the  good  of 
the  State;  nevertheless  contends  that  such 
object  would  be  more  easily  attained — ^that 
such  trust  would  be  mdre  justly  adminis. 
tered  by  secret  than  by  open  sufB*age.  The 
great  niass  of  individuals,  he  sajrs,  who 
compose  the  elective  body,  can  have  no 
interests  inconsistent  with  those  of  their 
country.  And  why.  Sir,  may  not  the  same 
be  said,  with  equal  justice,  of  the  nation  at 
large-i-of  the  great  body  of  the  unrepre- 
sented, no  less  than  of  the  reptesented, 
membets  of  the  community?  Neither  of 
them  can,  in  fact-^neither  the  represented 
itor  the  Unrepresented  can,  as  a  body,  have 
any  intere^  at  variance  with  those  of  their 
fellow^cHtizens.  But  still,  Sir,  theft  ate 
riiahy  amongst  bothj  who  do  not  feel  or 
understand  this  truth,  and  who,  from 
narrow  views,  or  selfish  and  corrupt  policy, 
may  miscalculate,  and  thus  betray,  both 
their  country's  interests  and  their  own. 
Now,  under  such  circumstances,  how  are 
these  errors  and  vices  of  the  electors  to  be 
corrected  or  controlled  ?  1  reply — ^by  free 
and  open  discussion — by  the  interchange  of 
sentiments  with  their  friends  and  neigh- 
bours— by  that  influence  of  public  opinion 
which  the  ballot  would  altogether  extin- 
guish. Admitting  that  electors  might  be, 
here  and  thei«,  acted  on  by  corrupt  or 
arbitrary  men— by  tnen,  having  interests 
opposed  to  those  of  the  people— yet  on 
vlrhich  Side  is  the  balattce  most  likely  to 
lean  ?  By  whom  will  the  great  body  of 
electors  be  tnost  probably  infiu(enced  ?  By 
the  threats  and  bribes  of  a  few  unprindpled 
individuals,  Or  by  the  freb  voice  and  right 
feeMttg  of  the  great  tnass  of  the  community  P 
Sit*,  it  has  been  said  by  ati  eminent  philo- 
sbpher,  that^^'  Nature,  Whbn  she  formed 
*  man  for  society,  endowed  him  with  a 
'  desire  to  please ;  that  she  taught  him  to 
'respect  the  sentiinents  and  judgment  of 
'  his  fellow-men,  and  to  f^l  pleasure  in 
'  their  approbation  and  pain  in  their  dis- 
'  approbation/ 

Now  this,  Sir,  I  believe  to  be  not  less 
tfufe  in  a  political  than  in  a  moral  point  of 
viiw.    Of  n&  diefeks  on  misccmduct  (reli« 


eioos  principle  akme  exoepteft)<-^af  all 
incentives  to  virtue— of  all  wappagtB  to 
freedom— I  believe  public  opinion  to  be  tiie 
most  powerful  and  efiective.  It  la  a  g"^^ 
moral  tribunal  to  which  the  most  despotic 
must  bend-— wfaidi  the  proudest,  die  taatt 
powerful,  the  most  corrupt,  cannot  brave 
with  impunity.  Sir,  it  is  td  Ain  induenoe 
— it  is  to  the  publicity — ^to  the  diaolftiofa 
which  prevail  in  all  afihirs  of  general 
interest,  that  I  do  not  hesitate  to  sittribote 
many  of  our  national  virtues,  and»  more 
particularly,  that  strict  habit  of  truth  whidi 
has  been  described  by  an  illustrious  foreign- 
er as  one  of  the  most  distinguishing  fentiiref 
of  the  English  character-^a  babtt  wbicii 
cannot  exist  but  in  a  country  where  publi- 
city prevails,  and  whete  dissimulation  leads 
to  nothing  but  the  mortification  of  hdx^ 
exposed. 

Sir,  the  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  imagine 
that  there  is  a  magic  in  the  very  naiiie  of 
Bidlot — ^that  it  must  at  onoe  operate  as  a 
spell  or  charm,  to  allay  all  evil  paadons — 
to  banish  all  discord  and  injustie^s— to  make 
the  crooked  straight,  and  the  rough  even. 
He  seems  to  imagine  that  it  will  c»eck  ail 
undue  influence  aild  oonttol— that  it  will 
even  predude  all  canvasring  and  aolidtation 
ci  votes !  But  has  it  done  so  in  eloctioDs 
at  the  Bank  and  India  House  f  Has  it 
done  so  in  other  ages  or  in  other  eountries? 
in  the  ancient  republics  of  Giceee  and 
Rome,  or  in  the  modem  governments  of 
America  and  France  I  The  hon.  Glentle* 
man  has  indeed  appealed  to  the  two  latter 
in  support  of  his  argument ;  but  I  contend 
that  neither  of  them  will  bear  him  out.  la 
America,  where  there  are  few  or  no  temp- 
tations to  secrecy,  the  Bdlot  ia  a  dead 
letter — in  France,  the  adoption  of  it  is  so 
recent,  tliat  its  efieets  on  the  motal  dia- 
racter  and  interests  of  society,  remain  yet 
to  be  developed ;  but  in  neither,  has  it  put  «i 
end  to  banvassing  and  solicitation  of  votes, 
which  prevail  to  as  great  a  degree  dieve  Ms  in 
England,  oi^  in  any  other  country.  Why, 
then,  do  we  expect  miracles  from  the  Ballot 
here  ?  But  What  is  the  piromised  benefit— > 
what  is  the  expected  boon,  which  the  Balkit 
would  confer  on  the  elector  }  Sir,  the  only 
boon — ^the  only  possible  privilege,  widdi  I 
can  conceive  it  capable  of  bestowing  upon 
electors  would  be  the.  privilege  of  lymg 
with  impunity — of  taking  bril^  with  less 
flear  of  detection— of  becoming  greater 
masters  and  adeptA  in  casuistry  and  deceit. 
And  this  is  the  boon,  this  the  freedom,  whiek 
the  first  Reformed  Parliament  is  to  bestow 
on  the  people  of  England. 
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8\t,  I  l)dleTe  it  will  not  be  denied^  that 
*  the  characterd  of  nations^  no  less  than  of 
individuals,  are,  to  a  great  degree,  depend. 
ent  on  moral  causes,  on  examples,  on  cir- 
cumstances, on  institutions.     Everything, 
therefore,  that  tends  to  aWaken  the  loftier 
qualiHes  of  our  nature— every  thing  that 
tends  to  call  forth  a  manly  avowal  and 
exertioh  of  principle,  is  productive  of  bene- 
fit to  society.     Examples  of  moral  courage 
and  self-denial— «f  devotion  to  our  country's 
weal — of  rights  bravely  asserted,   or   of 
duties  disinterestedly  perfbrraed — examples, 
like  these,  are  never  lost,  but  all  tend, 
sooner  or  later,  to  exalt  nations,  and  to 
bless  mankind.    But  does  the  Ballot  hold 
out  any  such  incentives  ?     Does  a  system 
of  secrecy  and  distrust — a  system,  whicli 
enables  a  man  to  promise  one  thing  and  to 
do  anothet  with    impunity,  and  perhaps 
reward— -does  such  a  system  tend  to  elevate 
the  characters  of  nations?    Can  it  teach 
duty  ?     Can  it  inspire  virtue  P     Or  is  it 
not  rather  calculated  to  impair  both  ?     To 
hold  out  temptations  to    coi^ardice    and 
falsehood  ?      Temptations  to  take  shelter 
under  eauivocatioh  and  deceit,  on  apprehen. 
sions  or  the  slightest    injury  to    private 
interests-^on  apprehensions  which,  by  the 
aid  of  reason,  or  by  discussion  with  others, 
might,  under  dififerent  circumstances,  have 
beeii  despised  or  overcome?     Sir,  it  has 
been  asked  whether  it  be  more  degrading 
or  unmanly  to  vote  in  secret,  under  the 
protection  of  Ballot,  than  to  vote  openly 
against  our  consciences,  for  the  want  of  its 
protection?     Ko  one,  I  believe,  has  ever 
asserted  that  it  was  so;  but  is  there  no 
alternative?     Is  there  no  other  mode  for 
enabling  a  man  to  vote  according  to  his 
own  conscience,  except  the  Ballot?      Is 
there  no  remedy  to  be  found  Ibr  the  abuses 
of  open  voting,  but  in  the  greater  evils  of 
secret  sufflage  ?    Can  no  better  method  be 
devised  fbr  giving  the  people  security  in 
the  exercise  of  their  rights,  tnan  by  exone. 
rating  them  from  all  responsibility  for  the 
perliurmance  of  their  duties?     Sir,  I  am 
not  one  to  underrate  the  evils  and  abuses 
now  ctmiplained  of,  with  regard  to  elec- 
tions ;  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  would 
palliate  injustice,  or  protect  its  base  perpe. 
tmtors.     No  one  holds  all  acts  of  intimida- 
tion and  borrupi  influence  in  deeper  hatred 
iind  abhorrence  than   1  do;   and  if  they 
cahnot  be  repressed  by  moral  means  and 
esample — if  they  cannot  be  put  down  by 
the  finger  of  public  scorn,  and  the  indigna- 
tion of  mankind,  let  the  Legislature  inter- 
fere—let the  Parliikment,  I  say,  apply  its 


heaviest  penalties,  its  severest  remedM,  to 
subdue  the  evil. 

Sir,  though  many  exaggerations  have,  no 
doubt,  prevailed  on  this  subject-^though 
the  instances  of  abuse  which  have  come  to 
my  ears  frequently  turned  out,  on  inquiry, 
to  be  neither  so  gross  nor  so  numerous  as 
they  had  been  previously  represented,  still, 
however,  I  am  grieved  to  admit  there  have 
been  but  too  many  cases  of  intimidation  and 
undue  influence — acts,  exercised  not  only 
by  the  rich  and  powerful,  but  (strange  to 
relate)  even  by  the    middle  and    poorer 
classes  d  society— by  Members  of  Political 
Unions — by  many  of  the  very  men  who 
have  been  loudest  in  their   declbrndtions 
against  such  abuses,  and  in  calling  on  the 
Legislature  for  the  protection  Of  the  Ballot. 
But  in  what  instances,  1  would  ask,  have 
these  practices  been  successful  ?      Whttt 
encouragement  has  been  afforded  by  thei^ 
remits  for  repetitions  of  the  crime  ?    Sir, 
I  will  venture  to  affirm  that  not  half  tt 
doxen  cases  can  b^  found  in  which  the  per« 
petrators  of  these  enormities   have  been 
successful — ^in   which   tiiey  have   retfjied 
anything  but  public  Scorn  and  execration 
for  theb  base  and  uniirixieiiiAed  atjkempts. 
Sir,  I  hate  admitted  that  1  know  bases 
trhere  intimidation  and   undue  influenee 
have  been  resorted  to.    In  Mme,  the  eleco 
ion,  too  timid  or  too  dependent  to  resist, 
have  yielded  reluctant  subminion  to  the 
wiU  of  their  superior.    In  others,  they  have 
resisted,  have  manfully  resisted  the  haughty 
mandate,  and  vindicated  to  themselves  the 
sacred  right  of  voting  according  to  the 
dictates  of  their  own  consciefiees.     I  am 
acquainted  with  milny  instances,  both  of 
farmers  and  tradesmen  who  have  acted  in 
this  indepehdent  and  honourable  manner ; 
but  I  know  of  none  who  have  been  ejected 
from  their  farms-— of  none  who  hAve  been 
ruined  in  their  trade  by  thiB,  their  eonaei* 
entioua  adherence  to  principle.  Even  where 
tradesmen    may    have   suffered    for    the 
moment  by  the  withdrawal  of  some  of 
their  customers^  they  have  been  reoom- 
penaed,  I  believe,  in  the  end,  by  the  aeces* 
slon  of  others ;  and  the  threat,  or  attempt 
to  injure,  has  been  productive  bf  anything 
mther  than  of  eventual  loss  to  the  |)eM« 
cuted  individual  :  — 

Yea,>-even  that  Which  mischief  meant  most 

harm. 
Bid,  in  the  happy  trial,  prove  moat  glory« 

Sir,  in  this  lifb — ^in  this  state  of  moral 
discipline,  and  warfare — it  was  never  meant 
that  the  current  of  human  affairs  should 
always  run  smoothly ;  it  was  never  metal 
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the  tenants,  or^  in  other  wordi,  the  tyrants 
and  the  slaves*  Neither  could  he  agree 
vrith  the  hon.  Memher  in  designating  the 
new  constituency^  created  by  the  Reform 
Bill^  as  living  ciphers,  and  as  mere  wax* 
work  voters.  He  did  not  know  what 
might  be  the  case  in  London,  but  he  ap- 
pealed to  such  Members  of  the  House  as 
had  been  elected  by  large  and  populous 
places^  and  asked  them  whether  they  con- 
sidered themselves  the  nominees  of  corrupt 
iiiiiuence  and  oppressive  intimidation  ?  He 
was  also  surprised  that  the  hon.  member 
for  London,  who  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  BaJlot  was  necessary  to  put  down 
bribery  without  bringing  any  individual 
proofs  of  the  existence  of  bribery,  should 
nave  so  far  forgotten  his  own  theory  as  to 
have  admitted,  that  even  with  the  Ballot, 
bribery  would  still  continue  to  exercise 
some  power  in  every  election.  "  Bribery," 
said  the  hon.  Member,  "  cannot  be  put 
down  entirely;  it  works  unseen,  ahd  in 
obscurity,  and,  do  what  you  will,  the  foot 
of  justice  cannot  always  follow  it  in  all  its 
doublings."  Now,  if  the  hon.  Member,  with 
his  experience  of  elections,  was  obliged  to 
make  this  admission,  did  he  not  think  it 
possible  that  electioneering  agents,  with  all 
the  ingenuity  and  acuteness  which  dis- 
tinguished them  as  a  class,  might  devise 
some  means  of  tampering  with  electors  in 
clubs  and  societies,  so  as  to  commit  bribery 
and  still  leave  it  unscathed  by  the  law  ? 
"  But,  then,"  said  the  hon.  Member,  '^  the 
Ballot  will  prevent  the  landlord  from  com- 
pelling his  tenant  to  vote  in  behalf  of  his 
nominee,  and  will  enable  the  tenant  to  vote 
according  to  the  dictates  of  his  own  con* 
science."  Now,  in  his  humble  judgment 
the 'Ballot  would  not  even  have  this  effect, 
for  the  landlord  who  was  inclined  to  compel 
his  tenant  to  vote  as  he  pleased,  would, 
when  he  became  suspicious  of  the  mode  in 
which  the  tenant  would  vote,  get  rid  of 
the  possibility  of  his  tenant's  voting  against 
him,  by  insisting  that  he  should  not  vote  at 
all.  The  hon.  Member  had  referred  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  svstem  of  the  Ballot 

m 

worked  in  America  and  in  France,  as  a 
recommendation  for  the  introduction  of  it 
into  this  country.  Now,  from  the  hon. 
Member's  own  statement,  it  appeared  that 
sopie  of  the  States,  in  the  United  States  of 
America,  adopted  the  open  system  of  voting, 
though  the  majority  adopted  the  secret 
system  of  the  Ballot.  If,  then*  the  open 
system  of  voting  were  pregnant  with  such 
dangerous  consequences  to  the  independ- 
ence of  the  electors,  we  should    see  all 


those  dangerous  oonsequenoes  developed  ht 
those  states  where  the  open  system  of  todng 
formed  part  of  their  constitution ;  and  tf 
the  secret  system  of  voting  were  productiTe 
of  such  general  benefits  as  the  mm.  Mem- 
ber represented,  we  should  see  all  those 
benefits  exemplified  in  those  states  when 
the  secret  system  was  adopted.  At  anr 
rate,  if  there  was  any  force  in  the  bon. 
Member's  argument,  we  should  see  a  wide 
difference  in  the  manner  in  which  the  Sec- 
tion of  the  two  classes  of  states  were  oon. 
ducted.  Such,  he  contended,  ought  to  be 
the  result  of  the  hon.  Member's  tbeorr. 
Now,  he  had  never  heard  that  there  wis 
in  practice  the  slightest  diffbence  dix. 
cemible  in  the  two.  Perhaps  the  Hoitt 
might  imagine,  from  the  tone  of  the  boo. 
Member,  that  in  the  United  States  all 
parties  Were  united  in  praise  of  the  BsUot 
To  show  ihem  how  wide  that  supposition 
was  ftofli  the  truth,  he  would  read  tbeo 
the  sentiments  which  the  Governor  of  the 
provihee  of  New  York,  whetc  the  Ballot 
prevailed,  had  elpressed  not  Icng  s^  Ia 
a  public  document,  which  he  had  addresied 
to  his  constituents.  The  whole  wi^ 
of  the  Governor's  grievance  in  that  docQ« 
ment  Was  the  intimidation  which  lad 
been  exercised  in  favour  of  the  United 
States,  Government  candidate,  and  ^pio^ 
himseU",  ^ho  was  the  provincial  or  pnpu' 
lar  candidate.  This  was  his  langoijlf' 
— ''That  many  persons  holding  officei  in 
the  public  service  of  the  United  Stated  h^ 
acted  most  improperly,  by  interfering  in 
our  elections,  is  known  to  every  man  in  the 
community,  who  has  eyes  to  see,  and  vrho 
is  not  steeled  by  prejudice  against  the  ad- 
mission  of  truth."  The  Govomor  theo 
went  through  the  different  ofircesyb^imung 
with  those  in  the  Navy-yard.  Afier  enu- 
merating the  holders  of  different  oAk^ 
he  added,  "  The  documents  herewidi  pro- 
duced wQl  show,  that  at  the  last  dectioa 
officers  in  the  public  employ  were  brought 
up  to  vote,  not  according  to  theit  own  feel* 
ings,  but  according  to  the  feelings  of  the 
different  chiefs  in  their  respective  depart- 
ments, and  that  improper  attempts  were 
made  upon  all  of  them,  in  order  to  influ* 
ence  the  result  of  the  contest.*  He  wouM 
not  tire  the  House  by  reading  further  ex- 
tracts, but  would  confine  himself  to  ^^ 
ing  that  the  Governor  of  New  York  cod- 
eluded  by  stating  a  series  c^  facts,  proi^°f 
a  close  concert  between  the  officers  of  th< 
Customs,  the  Excise,  the  Post^ifficf.  tw 
Navy-yard,  and  even  of  the  judicial  Ben«», 
operating  upon  the  local  election.     Tb«f 
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liad^  tT^en^  the  opinion  of  aii  able  atifl  accom- 
plished man,  who  was  practically  acquainted 
with  the  system^  that  in  one  of  the  United 
States,  where  the  Ballot  was  in  full  opera- 
tion, its  effects  were  not  such  as  the  hon. 
Member  represented  them  in  his  argument. 
But  th6  hon.  Member  would,  perhaps,  tell 
him  that  the  Ballot  did  not  exist  in  itfi  utmost 
purity  in  America.     If  that  were  so,  then 
the  inference  was>  that  the  Americans  had 
not  put  the  system  of  Ballot  into  full  execu- 
tion, or  that  they  had  found  it  so  inconsist- 
ent with  the  habits  of  a  free  people  as  to 
have  deemed  it  politic  to  abandon  it  as  a 
remedy  for  the  evils  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  described.    With  regard  to  the 
effects  of  the  Ballot  in  France,  the  hon. 
Member  had  limited  the  period  which  he 
Selected  for  the  illustration  of  its  benefits  to 
the  last  ten  years.    He  had  begun  with 
the  year  1820,  and  had  thought  it  pru- 
dent to  forget  that  the  Ballot  existed  in 
France  from  the  first  existence  of  a  popu- 
lar assembly  in  France  in  the  year  1790. 
Now    if  tne   hon.    Member   qiloted    the 
great  Ituprovements  Ih  citU  liberty  which 
France  nad   reaped  from   her   le'g^i^lative 
assemblies  elected  by  the  Ballot  during  the 
last  ten  years  as  prooft  of  the  advantage  to 
be  derived  from  the  Ballot,  he  ought>  in 
fairness,  to  have  shown  the  other  side  of  the 
picture,  and  to  have  told  the  House  that 
the  National  Assembly,  the  National  Con. 
vention,"  Robespierre,  Marat,  and  all  the 
great  monsters  of  the  French  Revolution, 
were  also  elected  under  the  same  system. 
He  did  not  think  that  there  was  much  force 
either  way  in  such  an  argument,  but  it  was 
not  fkir  to  take  one  period  of  history  to 
exemplify  the  blessings  of  a  system,  and  to 
overlook  another  period  which  exemplified 
its  evil  consequences.    In  fair  Argument  the 
whole  period  should  be  taken,  and  the  ad- 
vantages and  disadvantages  of  the  system 
durine  that  whole  period  should  be  con. 
trasted  and  balanced  with  each  other.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  stating,  that 
whilst  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  he 
had  always  voted  against  the  introduction 
c^  the  Ballot  into  onr  elective  system,  and 
tidW  that  he  was  seated  on  the  Ministerial 
Benches  he  saw  no  reason  for  changing  his 
opinion.    He  should  certainly  vote  against 
this  Motion. 

Dr.  Luihington  said,  that  no  man,  how- 
ever great  his  eloquence  and  ability,  should 
induce  him  to  believe  that  if  the  system  of 
voting  by  ballot  were  made  the  law  of  the 
land,  imd  if,  as  a  consequence,  the  voting 
at  elections  was  secret,  the  effect  would  not 


be  visible  in  the  diminution  of  that  intimi- 
dation, corruption,  and  bribery,  of  which 
every  Member  in  the  House  complained, 
and  of  which  all  men  professed  their  desire 
to  obtain  a  remedy.  If  there  were  any  cer- 
tainty in  the  motives  of  human  actions, 
there  Was  certainty  in  this,  that  when  a 
man  parted  with  his  money  for  any  object, 
he  parted  with  it  in  proportion  to  his  assur- 
ance that  the  object  which  he  sought  to 
purchase  would  be  attained  by  the  outlay. 
In  proportion,  therefore,  as  the  House  di- 
minished the  certainty  of  bribery  being 
successfully  exerted,  would  it  diminish  the 
attempts  made  to  corrupt  and  influence  the 
constituency  of  the  country.  He  was  sur- 
prised at  the  language  which  he  had  heard 
used  that  evening  in  the  House.  His  hon. 
friend,  the  member  for  Portsmouth,  had 
said,  "  I  have  listened  with  the  greatest  at- 
tention to  the  hon.  member  for  London, 
and  disappointed,  indeed,  am  I  that,  af^er 
such  long  and  elaborate  preparation,  he 
should  have  concluded  his  speech  without 
bringing  us  some  direct  proofs  of  the  exist- 
etice  of  the  evils  which  he  seeks  to  remedv/' 
Now,  did  any  man  in  that  House,  did  his 
hon.  friend  himself,  venture  to  deny  the 
existence  of  those  evils  ?  Must  he,  at  that 
time  of  day,  ask  for  proofk  of  the  existence 
of  bribery  and  corruption  ?  Let  those  who 
entertained  doubts  on  such  a  subject  look 
at  what  had  occurred  that  Session — ^let  them 
look  at  the  difierent  reports  which  had 
been  received  from  the  different  election 
committees — ^let  them  look  at  the  [disgrace 
by  which  the  borough  of  Hertford  was 
stained — let  them  look  at  the  evidence  al- 
ready on  their  Table;  and  then  let  any 
man  state,  if  he  dared,  that  the  House 
would  have  listened  to  any  detail  of  indi- 
vidual cases  to  establish  a  crime  which  was 
inconttovertible,  and  which  was  as  notorious 
as  the  sun  at  noon-day.  Intimidation! 
had  the  House  heard  nothing  of  intimida- 
tion? Was  there  any  Member  who  had 
stood  a  contested  election  that  was  bold 
enough  to  say  that  he  had  not  seen  it  pro- 
duce Its  effects  }  Had  not  his  noble  friend, 
who  introduced  the  Reform  Bill,  ex- 
perienced himself  in  Devonshire  what  the 
hand  of  the  oppressor  was  on  the  exercise 
of  that  franchise  of  which  the  possession, 
supposing  it  not  to  be  exercised  independ- 
ently, was  not  a  boon,  but  an  injury 
— ^not  a  blessing,  but  a  curse — a  curse  on 
the  individual,  who  must  feel  his  degra- 
dation, in  case  he  was  compelled  to  vote  in 
favour  of  an  individual  whom  in  his  con. 
science  he  believed  to  be  unworthy  of  the 
Y2 
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sacred  trust  confided  to  every  Representative 
of  the  people — ^and  a  curse  upon  the  coun- 
try,  as  it  led  to  the  election  of  persons  whom 
a  majority  of  the  electors  deemed  to  he  actu- 
ated hy  principles  dangerous  to  the  well- 
heing  of  the  state.  He  had  made  up  his  mind 
upon  this  question,  not  from  any  hearsay 
evidence,  but  from  his  own  experience. 
It  had  been  his  fortune  to  stand  two  con- 
tested elections  in  the  last  three  years ;  one 
was  for  a  populous  borough  in  the  country, 
and  the  other  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  a 
borough  which  he  believed  contained  the 
most  numerous  constituency  in  the  empire. 
Now,  he  could  aver,  from  facts  which  came 
within  his  own  knowledge,  that  intimida- 
tion of  the  most  revolting  character  was 
exercised  upon  the  electors  of  the  lower 
orders  in  both  districts,  —  intimidation 
which  might  have  overawed  the  independ- 
ence of  either  borough,  had  it  not  been  re- 
sisted by  exertions  so  extraordinary  that  no 
man  could  believe,  who  had  not  personally 
witnessed  them.  Individual  instances  of 
intimidation  his  hon.  friend  should  have,  as 
he  had  called  for  them.  He  (Dr.  Lushing- 
ton)  had  had  to  contend  at  his  last  election 
against  the  whole  weight  of  the  West 
Indian  interest.  Now,  he  would  give  the 
House  an  instance  how  the  West  Indian 
interest  had  conducted  their  operations. 
The  principals  of  a  large  West  Indian 
house  went  to  a  tradesman,  with  whom 
they  were  in  the  habit  of  dealing.  They 
said  to  him,  "  Will  you  give  us  one  vote 
for  Captain  Marryat?"  He  replied  that  he 
would.  The  next  question  was,  "  Will 
you  give  us  another  against  Dr.  Lushing, 
ton  ?"  The  tradesman  replied,  that  he  was 
ready  to  give  one  vote  to  please  them,  be- 
cause they  were  his  customers,  but  said 
that  he  must  rive  the  other  vote  to  please 
himself.  "  Then,"  said  they,  "  make  out 
your  account  immediately,  there  is  a  draft 
for  the  balance,  but  on  no  account  shall 
vou  ever  have  another  order  from  our 
house."  It  so  happened  that  the  trades- 
man was  in  independent  circumstances. 
His  spirit  was  roused  by  this  mixttue  of 
insolence  and  oppression,  and  within  an 
hour  of  the  occurrence  of  this  transaction, 
he  came  and  informed  him  (Dr.  Lushing- 
ton)  of  the  particulars.  By  the  late  Re- 
form Bill  they  had  extended  the  elective 
franchise,  and  by  so  doins,  they  had  ren- 
dered the  adoption  of  the  Ballot  more  ne- 
cessary than  ever.  They  had  riven  the 
franchise  to  voters  of  a  lower  dass  than 
those  who  previously  possessed  it,  and  for 
the  safety  and  comfort  of  those  voters,  the 


House  ought  to  g^ve  them  the  BsUot  u  a 
shield  and  protection  a^unst  the  fod 
weight  of  the  oppressor.  He  implored  the 
House  to  recollect  the  principles  opoa 
which  the  Reform  Bill  was  based.  Ever 
since  that  question,  which  bad  been  re- 
cently brought  to  so  triumphant  a  oondu. 
sion,  had  been  mooted  in  PtoliaiDeDt, 
he  had  advocated  it  upon  this  ground — titt 
if  they  wished  to  ensure  good  government, 
to  enforce  economy  at  nome,  and  peace 
abroad,  and  to  protect  by  equal  justioe,  aS 
classes  of  his  Majesty's  subjects,  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  have  the  representatives  of  tb 
people  chosen  by  large  bodies  of  elecSOR» 
who  voluntarily  gave  them  their  sofiages  to 
act  as  their  representativea  in  ParfiatneBt 
Now,  was  it  not  a  mockery,  after  psadiif 
such  a  Bill  as  that  under  which  this  pr^ 
sent  Parliament  was  elected^  to  oontmse 
any  longer  the  system  of  open  votiDg^ 
'  But  they  had  be^  told,  that  this  wis  & 
public  trust,  which  ought  to  be  puh&lT 
exercised.  He  acknowledged  that  it  wis  i 
public  trust  of  the  deepest  importanee; 
and  he  therefore  advocated  the  BaUots 
that  mode  of  discharging  it  wbicb  wooH 
enable  the  trustee  to  discharge  bis  dtity  tb 
most  effectually  for  the  benefit  of  bis  tnat 
Experience  had  satisfied  him  that  a  trial  d 
the  Ballot  was  indispensably  neoessaiy  to 
the  secure  and  beneficial  exercise  of  ^ 
elective  franchise. 
SrcGeorge  Phillips  dedaredbimsdf advene 
to  the  system  of  secret  voting.  At  the  ssne 
time  he  felt  obliged  to  admit,  that  groa 
interference  with  the  rights  of  tbe  ooDsti. 
tuency  had  been  used  by  those  persons  who 
were  most  adverse  to  the  introdnctkm  d 
the  BaUot  He  felt  oUiged  to  admit,  that 
those  landlords  who  called  tbemad^is 
conservatives,  had  attempted  to  caotid 
their  tenantry  as  to  their  votes,  in  i 
manner  that  was  inconsistent  with  tbe 
principles  of  the  Reform  BilL  B^ore  tb 
new  system  of  election  was  again  changed, 
we  ought  to  have  more  experience  of  its 
operations.  He  did  not  see  that  tbe  BsDot 
would  prevent  bribery ;  it  would  be  liblj 
to  double  bribery,  for  voters  might  debde 
both  sides.  It  had  been  said,  that  tb 
Ballot  had  been  tried  in  America;  bats 
friend  o^  his,  speaking  from  obserratioB, 
had  stated,  that  too  much  importanoe  wit 
attached  to  this  measure  there.  He  wiabd 
to  put  all  parties  on  their  euard,  by  ns. 
pressing  upon  them,  that  the  IbUot,  tbou^ 
it  might  be  employed  for  good  putposei, 
might  be  easily  abused  for  bad. 

Major  Fancourt  said,  that  if,  in  Chetr- 
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fuments  adduced  by  hem.  Gendemen  who 
ad  brought  this  question  before  the  House^ 
or  in  those  urged  hj  hon.  Members  in  sup- 
port of  the  proposed  change^  he  could  di»» 
cover  any  proo^  however  sl^lit^  that  sucli 
a  change  would  be  beneficial  to  the  real 
interests  of  the  people,  then  indeed  this 
measure  should  have  his  cordial  support; 
but,  from  the  best  consideration  he  had  been 
enabled  to  give  to  it,  he  could  discover  little 
ct  no  advantage  derivable  from  it  On  the 
contrary,  to  him  at  least  it  a|qpeared  fraught 
with  results  fatal  to  the  integrity  of  the 
p(^ular  character,  not  less  than  to  the  na- 
tural and  honourable  influence  of  a  liberal 
social  intercourse.  The  assertion  thus 
hazarded  he  would,  with  the  indulgence  of 
the  House,  endeavour  to  prove;  feeling  at 
the  same  time  deeply  sensible  of  his  in- 
adequacy to  give  a  full  and  forcible  ex- 
pression, even  to  his  own  views,  and  not 
less  dnoerely  estimating  the  great  informa<% 
tion  and  various  talents  of  many  of  those 
from  whom  on  this  question  he  felt  bound 
to  difier.  But,  in  matters  of  this  nature, 
something  of  personal  reluctance  might 
well  be  sacrificed,  when,  as  regarded  our 
social  usages,  a  national  evil  was  threatened 
— 4n  opinion  which  he  was  fortunate 
enough  to  enjoy  in  common  with  a  very 
laree  proportion  of  his  own  constituents, 
and,  he  sincerely  believed,  in  common  with 
the  great  majority  of  the  intelligent  and 
really  liberal  population  of  the  empire. 
It  was  almost  needless  to  remark  on  the 
inconsistent  impatience  with  which  this 
question  had  out  of  doors  been  pressed  on 
Uie  public  attention,  by  the  very  persons 
who,  during  the  discussions  on  the  Reform 
Bill,  over  and  over  again  declared  that  they 
were  wiDing  to  let  the  question  of  Ballot 
rest,  so  they  obtained  Reform.  '^  Give  us 
Reform,"  said  they ;  '*  let  us  try  a  Reformed 
Parliament,  and  that  fiuling,  we  will  claim 
the  Ballot."  Now,  I  ask,  has  this  trial 
been  made  ?  Would  any  hon.  Member  say 
that  a  short  portion  of  the  first  Session  of 
a  Parliament,  convened  under  such  peculiar 
circumstances,  could,  even  were  its  acts  un- 
popular, be  urged  as  a  sufficient  reason  for 
demanding  the  Ballot  ?  But  he  need  not 
press  this  point.  The  hon.  Member's  no- 
tice of  motion  was  among  the  first  of  the 
Session,  so  that  if  Ballot  were  to  be  a  sort 
of  remedial  measure  for  the  popular  ineffi. 
ciency  of  a  Reformed  Parliament,  it  was 
singidarly  enough  proposed  before  the  me- 
rits (X  demerits  of  that  Parliament  could 
possibly  have  been  known.  However,  any 
speculation  as  to  the  inconsistency  of  those 


who  had  at  public  meetings  and  in  the  pub- 
lic Press  agitated  the  Question  was  useless. 
The  question  of  Ballot  was  before  the 
House,  to  be  dealt  with  on  its  merits.  All, 
that  learning,  ability,  and  strenuous  zeal 
could  do  for  it  had  been  done  both  in  and 
out  of  Parliament.  Some  of  the  most  able 
and  argumentative  writers  of  the  day  had 
honoured  it  with  their  advocacy ;  and,  it 
need  hardly  be  observed,  that  many  distin- 
guished Members  of  that  House  had  been 
equally  ardent  in  its  support.  From  opin- 
ions so  enforced  he  should  not  venture  thus 
publicly  to  express  his  dissent,  but  upon 
the  sincere  conviction  that  the  ultimate 
tendency  of  the  Ballot  was  against  the 
true  interests  of  the  country  considered  as 
to  its  present  constitution.  And  here  he 
would,  before  entering  more  minutely  into 
the  merits  of  the  question,  observe  on  the 
assumption  on  the  part  of  certain  politici- 
ans, of  an  exclusive  right  to  speak  of  the 
Representation  of  the  .people.  According 
to  them,  property  and  due  influence  were 
irrecmicileable.  The  accident  of  birth  was 
with  such  liberals  more  decisive  than  with 
the  haughtier  members  of  the  aristocracy. 
According  to  them  no  gentleman  could  pos- 
sibly love  his  country ;  and  the  class  most 
interested  in  the  preservation  of  institutions, 
which  give  security  to  all,  were  held  up  to 
public  reprobation  as  enemies  to  the  freedom 
and  impediments  to  the  prosperity  of  the 
Empire.  This  practice  of  denouncing  the 
gentry  as  a  body  distinct  from,  and  opposed 
to,  the  people  of  England,  he  could  not  but 
r^ard  as  the  most  ominous  of  the  signs  of 
the  times  which  had  of  late  years  perplexed 
the  really  patriotic  mind  with  the  fear  of 
fatal  change.  He  was  aware  that  such 
doctrines  were  as  yet  but  partially  dissemi- 
nated, for  the  people  of  this  country  were 
not  actually  prone  to  political  delusion,  but 
the  fact  of  a  large  and  influential  portion 
of  the  Press  being  devoted  to  such  unjusti- 
fiable denunciations  rendered  it  probable 
that  the  mass  of  the  British  population 
might  eventually  be  misled  to  that  fatal 
error  of  regarding  their  natural  protectors 
as  their  political  foes.  With  merciless 
iteration  they  were  daily  and  hourly  told 
of  the  pensions,  possessions,  and  political 
influence  of  some  few  great  families  whose 
public  views  were  not  of  a  popular  cha- 
racter, but  never  did  they  hear  of  the  per* 
sonal  and  beneficial  influence  by  which,  in 
their  respective  spheres,  the  gentry  of  Eng- 
land were  distinguished  beyond  the  aristo- 
cracy of  any  nation  in  the  world.  And 
this  was  the  influenoe-*the  influence  of 
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friendly  acts  and  feelings^  of  neighbourliood 
and  a  community  of  interests  l^tween  the 
country  gentleman  aqd  those  who  through 
different  gradationsj  were  all  more  or  less 
socially  connected  with  him — this  was  the 
influence  which  the  Ballot  would  destroy. 
That  the  destruction  of  this  infiuenqe  might 
he  an  ohject  of  solicitude  to  the  avowed 
fnemi^s  of  our  present  form  of  Govern* 
(pent  he  could  readily  conceive ;  and  also 
that  they  could  have  selected  no  hetter 
means  for  the  attainment  of  their  ohject 
than  the  vote  hy  Ballot ;  hut  precisely  on 
these  grounds  he  felt  hound  to  resist  it^ 
and,  he  trusted^  that  his  M^yesty's  Minis, 
ters  would  not  consent  to  so  early  and  im- 
portant a  disturhance  of  their  final  measure. 
At  all  events  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  resist  it  as  an  innovation  not  only 
uncalled  for  in  itself,  hut  one  of  the  most 
injurious  and  revolutionary  tendency.  He 
said  revolutionary  tendency^  hecause  out  of 
doors  the  avowed  advocates  of  a  republican 
Government  were  at  the  same  time  the 
mo^t  ursent  in  the  clamour  for  Ballot. 
To  him  It  appeared  that  both  on  the  one 
side  and  the  other,  in  all  that  he  had  read 
on  this  subject,  too  much  attention  wa$  paid 
to  certain  men,  or  points  urged  with  great 
sliiU  and  various  advantage,  but  to  the  ex- 
dusion  of  the  great  considerations  as  to 
the  tendency  of  secret  voting,  with  refer* 
ence  to  the  moral  character  of  the  people, 
and  to  the  legitimate  influence  of  property 
in  the  severu  gradations  of  society.  On 
the  first  of  theae  points,  he  contended,  that 
bribery,  wholesale  irresponsible  bribery, 
must  be  increased  and  facilitated  by  the 
Ballot;  yet  were  its  tendency  to  Uirow 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  such  practices  he 
should  not  conceive  that  a  sufliciently  coun- 
tervailing circumstance,  upon  looking  to  the 
systematic  duplicily  and  remorseless  viola- 
tion of  good  faith,  which  one  of  the  most 
able  writers  in  support  of  the  measure  has 
pronounced  preferable  to  the  venality  now 
too  prevalent.  The  mischievous  nature  of 
the  Ballot  appeared  to  him  to  be  this — that 
whUe  it  neither  diminished,  nw  tended  to 
diminish,  the  old  practice  of  bribery,  it,  by 
its  veiy  nature,  induced  the  additional  de- 
gradation of  a  deeply  dengning  and  heart- 
less duplicity,  now,  certainly,  not  among 
the  distinguishing  characteristics  of  the 
English  people.  But  he  further  contended, 
that  secret  votin^r  must,  in  the  cases  of  bo- 
roughs and  divisions  of  counties,  fail  of  its 
objeGt«  In  such  constituencies  concealment 
was  almost  impossible.  For  example,  with 
reference  to  the  great  majority  of  borough 


towns,  wwM  any  Ckmiknian  who  haAted 
occasion  to  make  himself  acquainted  witli 
such  constituencies  dispute  the  facility  and 
precision  with  which  calculationa  as  to 
voting  inight*he  inade  ?  And  what,  in  sqch 
cases,  would  he  the  effect  <tf  the  BaUot  ? 
Why,  to  throw  the  ireemen  and  pooicr 
dass  of  electors  into  the  hands  of  sum 
venal  fanner  of  votoat,  who,  upon apvomiae 
of  conditional  payment,  nu^t  sociQie  ^ 
msQority,  .and  who^  pernicious  influenoa 
would  be  perpetuated  by  the  secrecy  of  tta 
working,  a  secrecy  which  the  law  could 
hardly  reach.  Thus,  personal  re^ponsihilitys 
one  of  the  great  features  of  our  politicil 
and  social  condition,  must  be  abolished. 
Was  not  that  point  worthy  of  oonsideratioa 
V)  a  British  House  of  Commons  ?  Surely 
the  elective  franchise  was  a  political  trusL 
So  at  least  it  was  emphatically  denominated 
by  the  borough-abolitionists  in  the  recent 
discussions  on  Reform.  Their  great  ar]gu- 
ment  was,  that  the  elective  franchise  waa 
a  political  trust,  and  not  a  peraooal  right* 
Weill  if  it  were  a  political  trust,  surely  ita 
exercise  involved  a  public  lesponsihUity. 
But  what  became  of  this  responsibility  if 
they  agreed  to  secret  voting?  There  wai 
no  responsibility  in  secret  voting;  and  why» 
he  would  ask,  should  the  voters  eiyqy  an 
unconstitutional  protection,  when  the  Re- 
presentative the  Minister  of  the  Cmwnj 
nay,  the  Monarch  himself,  were  all  subject 
to  the  salutary  control  of  public  opinion  ? 
He  could  not  but  think  it  singularly  uioon- 
sistent  that  those  who  were  so  uigent  for 
the  accurate  publicatioa  of  parUamantaiy 
votes,  and  for  the  most  undisguised  method 
of  proceeding  in  all  matters  of  public  in- 
terest, should  pertinaciously  contend  for 
secret  voting  at  elections-  In  support  of 
this  inconsistency  they  adduced  arguments 
to  which  it  was  more  painful  than  difficult 
to  reply.  He  said  piunful,  because  of  the 
subtcr&ges  to  which  some  of  the  moat 
powerful  writers  were  reduced  in  sujmort 
of  their  favourite  theory.  One  of  these 
arguments  he  would  just  notice.  *'  Wliy,** 
it  was  asked,  "  do  Gentlemai  oppose  the 
vote  by  Ballot  for  the  people,  wUIe  th^ 
themselves  adopt  it  in  their  dub  elections?** 
This  specious  questionj  ao  proudly  urg^  in 
political  reviews,  so  loudly  cheered  at  publie 
meetings,  nught  be  most  easily  and  fiurly 
answered.  Every  oentleman  belonging  to 
a  dub  must  know  Uiat  tho  case  of  a  dub 
dection  was  essentially  distinct  firam  that 
of  a  political  dection.  In  the  case  of  a 
dub  election  there  was  no  contest  betweaa 
gcnlkmen  of  di&rent  political  opniooi-* 
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indti^  th^ie  was  Qp Goqt«0t wliatever.  AUi 
.that  the  ekctors  had  to  determine  was, 
whether  the  particular  individual  balloted 
.for,  wfoe  a  gentleman  with  whom  they 
would  willingly  associate  or  not  ?  Certain 
of  the  members  might  have  good  reasons 
fur  rejecting  a  candidate.  They  did  so 
upder  the  shelter  of  Ballot,  and  thereby  not 
wly  avoided  personal  altercation>  but  also 
saved  the  rejected  candidate  from  the  an- 
noyance of  ulterior  explanation.  Now, 
could  this  apply  to  political  elections  when 
a  choice  was  to  be  made  between  two  can- 
didates, not  upon  personal  grounds,  not  upon 
private  character,  but  upon  public  princi- 
ples and  political  efficiency  ?  In  the  case 
of  the  rejection  of  a  club  candidate  there 
was  always  more  or  less  of  personal  slight. 
.In  that  of  the  political  candidate  there  was 
nothine  of  the  xind.  If  rejected,  he  was 
rejected  op  public  ground^  and  his  rejection 
ought  to  be  a  public  a(;t,  marked  and  de- 
cided, and  not  a  covert  attack  as  was  pro. 
posed  by  the  present  measuve.  By  the 
operation  of  such  a  measure  he  could  not 
believe  that  electors  would  enjoy  any  pro- 
tection which  they  did  not  now  possess,  if 
they  had  sense  to  form,  and  courage  to 
maintain^  an .  opinion.  He  who  had  not 
sense  enouffh  to  form  an  opinion  had  no 
need  of  BiUlot  as  a  protection ;  he  would 
always  be  led  by  some  one ;  and  he  who 
had  not  the  manHness  to  act  on  his  con- 
viction was  not  justified  in  app^ving  to  Par. 
lian\ent  for  the  protection  of  Ballot — a 
mode  of  voting  favourable  not  only  to  pu- 
((illanimi^y,  but  to  duplicity,  meanness,  and 
venality.  Then  ope  word  as  to  the  probable 
eflect  of  Ballot  on  the  legitimate  iofiuence 
of  property.  In  this  view  he  conceived  it 
to  be  objectionable  chiefly  as  regarded 
county  Representation*  But  first,  consi- 
dering the  principle  eeneraUy — that  was, 
the  influence  of  landlords  with  their  te- 
nants, employers  with  their  workmen,  &c., 
he  contended  that  such  influence  was  a  due 
influence,  and  one  which  ought  to  be  pre- 
served. In  large  commercial  constituencies, 
for  example,  where  the  Ballot  would  most 
effectively  opeiute  as  to  secrecy,  what  was 
the  necessity  for  concealment  at  all? 
Among  all  classes  of  such  a  constituency 
there  esdsted  a  community  of  interests, 
and  the  candidate  most  conversant  ii^ith 
those  interests,  and  best  qualified  for 
their  effective  advocacy,  was  tolerably 
certain  of  success.  This  assertion  would 
be  amply  borne  out  by  a  reference  to 
the  results  of  the  late  election:  and  if 
this  were  so^  ivhg  was  to  l^  benefitted  by 


the  Ballot?  One  pesson only,~the  popular 
declaimer,  who,  by  yeh^mant  appeals  to  the 
passions  of  the  people  on  some  favourite 
topic  might  excite  them  against  the  legi- 
timate influence  of  intelligence  and  pro- 
perty, employing  the  stale  but  inexhaustible 
manoeuvre  of  decrying  all  station  as 
tyrannous,  and  all  wealth  as  wrung  from 
the  sufferings  of  the  poor.  An  audience 
so  excited,  might,  under  the  shelter  of 
ballot,  vote  in  a  way  which,  without  that 
protection,  they  would  probably  hesitate 
to  do,  namely  in  opposition  to  the  more 
enlightened  and  dispassionate  of  those  with 
whom>  by  a  community  of  personal  .and 
commercial  interests,  they  were  naturally 
associated.  But  how  far  this  was  to  be 
considered  an  advantage,  it  is  incumbent 
on  the  advocates  of  Bsulot  to  prove.  He, 
for  one,  thought  it  would  be  an  evU, 
and  therefore  he  opposed  the  measure.  He 
now  came  to  the  probable  working  of  the 
Ballot  in  the  agricultural  districts.  Here 
it  would,  he  conceived,  be  most  ineflicient 
as  to  secrecy,  and  at  ihe  same  time  most 
objectionable  as  to  its  general  results.  As 
far  as  his  own  experience  of  county  elec- 
tions went,  he  ventured  to  assert,  that  se- 
crecy under  ballot-voting,  would  be  scarcely 
possible  ;  and  that  such  secrecy,  if  attain- 
able, or  indeed  any  mode  of  voting  tend- 
ing to  alter  the  present  relation  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  would  be  a  mischiev- 
ous innovation.  Did  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  advocated  ballot  as  a  protection  for  the 
farmer,  differing  in  opinion  from  his  land- 
lord, propose  to  do  away  with  personal 
canvass  ?  He  should  imagine  not.  It  was 
impossible  to  abolish  this  long-established 
usage.  Well,  personal  canvass  continuing, 
how,  if  the  tenant  were  really  in  awe 
of  his  landlord,  was  the  Ballot  to  benefit 
him,  except  in  the  case  where,  by  promising 
one  way,  and  voting  another,  he  establish- 
ed his  claim  to  political  integrity  ?— unless 
in  that  case  concealment  was  next  to  im- 
possible, and  he  again  contended,  that  were 
it  possible^  it  would  be  most  undesirable. 
Gentlemen  talked  of  tenants  being  led  to 
the  hustings,  and  forced  to  vote  under  the 
fear  of  ejectment;  but  reprobating  such 
undue  influence  as  much  as  any  man,  and 
furthermore  satisfied  of  its  infirequency,  he 
would  ask  those  Geotlemen  if  they  had 
ever  witnessed  a  willing  and  confiding 
tenantry  accompanying  their  landlord  to 
the  hustings,  relying  on  the  political 
honesty  of  one  whose  personal  honour  they 
had  abundant  oppcnrtunities  of  estimating  ? 
He  had  had  th«  pleasure  of  witoesaog  this^ 
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and  he  oould  dnoerely  assert  that  a  mutual 
understanding  more  honourable  to  both 
parties,  it  was  iiiipossihle  to  conceive.  And 
what  was  to  be  substituted  for  this  ?  Why, 
a  mode  of  voting  which^  if  it  ensured 
secrecy,  must,  at  the  same  time,  ensure  dis- 
trust and  duplicity,  and  which,  if  it  oould 
not— as  in  the  case  of  counties  he  contend- 
ed it  could  not — ensure  that  secrecy,  would 
be  a  perpetual  lure  to  deception,  and  at  the 
same  time  wholly  inadequate  for  its  de. 
clared  objects.  Tlus  mischievous  innovation 
was  uncalled  for— -it  was  by  its  very  nature 
foreign  to  our  habits,  and  at  direct  variance 
with  our  established   usages.    Were  the 
country  now  forming,  for  me  first  time,  a 
political  constitution,  and  establishing  po- 
pular representation  as  an  element  of  that 
constitution,  they  might  resolve  on  Ballot, 
and  prohibit  personal  canvass,  should  such 
a  course  appear  advisable.     In  that  case, 
the  instance  of  France  and  America  might 
be  fairly  adduced;   but  guarding,  as  he 
trusted  we  ever  should,  with  fostering  care, 
a  constitution  of  tried  wisdom  and  enduring 
power,  we  were  not  justified  in  looking 
either  to  France  or  America,  for  models  as 
regarded  our  electoral  law.     He  had  no 
wish   to   allude  to  the  .present  state   of 
either  of  those  nations,  but  thus  much 
he  might  be  permitted  to  observe,  that, 
until  the  usages  adopted  by  them  should 
have    succeeded,    not   alon'b    in    forming 
and    encouraging    a    popular     character 
of    more     general     and    pervading    pa- 
triotism, but  also  in  electing  a  representa- 
tive  body,  distinguished  by  greater  and 
more  nationally  useful  qualities  than  had 
been  hitherto  evinced  by  the  people  and 
Parliament  of  England,  we  ought  to  em- 
ploy ourselves  rather   in   preserving  our 
own    customs,    than   in   imitating  theirs. 
That  these  opinions,  at  a  period  of  political 
excitement  like  the  present,  should  be  po. 
pular,  he  could  not  expect    But  principles 
were  not  to  be  sacrificed  to  popularity.  The 
advantages  enjoyed  by  us  under  our  free 
constitution,  were  originated  and  secured 
by  no  selfish  or  merely  temporary  views. 
No ;  those  advantages  had  resulted  from  a 
generous  but  no  less  prudent  spirit  of  l^s-^ 
lation,  looking,  it  was  true,  to  the  interests 
of  each  particular  period  of  our  progression, 
but  never   losing   sight  of   the  ultimate 
destinies  of  this  constitutional  monarchy,  as 
far  as  they  were  subject  to  human  wisdom 
or  control.     Animated  by  this  spirit,  de- 
votedly attached  to  this  form  of  Govern, 
ment,  because  he  believed  it  to  be  the  only 
one  adapted  to  the  feelings,  haUtSj  and 


true  interests  of  Ae  people  rf  Englaad,  he 
felt  bound  to  resist  this  and  all  other  mea- 
sures whidi,  to  his  judgment,  appeared 
levelled  at  what  he  might  be  allowed  to 
call  the  interwoven  interests  of  the  people 
the  aristocracy,  and  the  Crown.  He, 
for  one,  would  never  consent  to  any 
disseverance  of  those  interests;  and  be- 
lieving the  Ballot  to  have  a  decided  tend, 
ency  to  such  disseverance,  he  should  give 
his  vote  against  this  measure. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  the  position  in 
which  he  stood,  rendered  it  necessary  that 
he  should  address  the  House  on  this  ques- 
tion, in  order  to  explain  the  grounds  of  the 
vote  he  should  give.    Since,  he  had  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House,  there  had 
been  one  division  on  this  question,  on  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlenmn 
opposite  (Mr.  CVConnell),  in  which  he  had 
voted  for  the  adoption  of  the  ballot,  and  he 
had  since  esmressed  himself  in  favour  of 
that  mode  of  taking  votes;   but  he  had 
never  stated  or  urgdl  it  as  a  sine  qui  nam 
of  good  government.     He  had  stated  that 
he  was  inclined  to  prefer  it,  hut  he  did  not 
fail  to  state,  at  the  same  time»  that  he 
saw  many  Directions  to  it,  though  he  still 
thought    the    advantages     preponderated. 
When  the  question  of  the  Reform  of  Par- 
liament was   before   the  House,  though 
there  were  some  who  wished  that  that  mea- 
sure should  have  gone  a  great  deal  further, 
there  was  a  readiness,  for  the  sake  of  the 
great  measure  of  Reform,  to  abandon  the 
question  of  the  Ballot :   that  was,  in  fact, 
the  universal  feeling  of  the  country.     If 
this  was  the  case — ^if,  in  the  first  place, 
they,  uniting  with  the  majority  of  Re- 
formers (for  those  who  espoused  the  Ballot 
were  not  the  majority  of  the  Reformers)— 
if  uniting  with  them  they  obtained  the 
measure  of  Reform,  it  could  not  be  right 
and  proper,  or  just  and  fair,  to  turn  round 
and  say,  **  having  obtained  this  advantage, 
we  will  make  use  of  ii,  in  order  to  obtain 
the  Ballot."    But  there  was  one  ground  on 
which  he  should  not  be  jusUfied  at  present, 
and  in  the  circumstances  of  the  country,  in 
giving  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  motion. 
He  never  should  have  supported  the  Ballot 
in  a  reformed  Parliament,  or  any  otber^ 
unless  he  saw  great  practical  inoonveni- 
ences  resulting  from  not  having  it.  He  did 
not   deny  that  great  practical  evils  were 
produced,  but  those  evils  must  exist  to  m 
great  extent,  and  become  a  real  public  evil, 
before  he  could  adopt  so  great  a  change  in 
the  Constitution,  in  order  to  remedy  &em. 
He  did  not  thiid^  that,  under  the  present 
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syfltem  of  reform  such  evilrexisted  to  any 
extent,  and  therefore  not  believing  them  to 
exist  to  such  an  extent  as  to  influence  the 
puUic  interests,  he  certainly  did  not  think 
we  ought  to  adopt  such  a  change  as  this. 
It  had  been  stated  bv  the  hon.  member 
who  brought  forward  this  Motion,  that 
when  hb  noble  friend  introduced  the 
Reform  Bill,  he  said,  that  this  was  a 
question  not  immediately  connected  with 
that  measure.  But  he  (Lord  Althorp) 
appealed  to  every  Gentleman  who  was  in 
the  last  Parliament,  and  who  knew  the 
whole  proceedings  whilst  the  question  of 
Reform  was  going  on,  whether  the  pro- 
moters of  that  measure  did  not  contend, 
that,  as  fiaur  as  the  representation  of  the 
people  .was  concerned,  it  was  to  be  con- 
sidered and  was  proposed  as  a  final  mea- 
sure. He  (Lord  Althorp)  had  stated 
that  frequently  to  the  House.  It  might 
be  said,  undoubtedly,  that  the  vote  he 
should  give  to-night  would  be  incon- 
sistent with  that  which  he  had  ^ven  on 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  if  he  were  now  to  vote  with 
the  ban.  member  for  the  city  of  London, 
he  should  be  acting  more  inconsistently 
with  every  thing  he  had  stated  during  the 
whole  progress  oi  the  measure  of  Relorm. 
If  those  Gentlemen  who  supported  that 
measure  thought  it  was  wholly  inefficient 
and  useless,  unless  it  was  accompanied  by 
the  Ballot,  they  would  have  acted  more  fairly 
if  they  had  come  forward  last  Session,  and 
stated  that  they  could  not  be  satisfied  with 
Reform,  unless  it  was  aooompanied  with 
the  Ballot.  There  might  be  one  or  two 
Gentlemen  who  were  of  that  opinion ;  the 
late  member  for  Preston  was  one,  who 
always  advocated  the  Ballot;  the  hon. 
member  who  cheered  (Mr.  Warburton) 
was  another ;  but  the  great  body  of  sup- 
porters of  the  Reform  Bill  did  not  claim 
credit  for  the  same  declaration ;  and  would 
it  not  be  inconsistent  in  this,  the  first  Ses- 
sion of  the  Reformed  Parliament,  before 
any  great  practical  evils  had  been  laid  be- 
fore the  House,  which  interfered  with  the 
public  interests,  immediately  to  support  a 
motion  for  the  Ballot  ?  With  regard  to  the 
speeches  on  both  sides  to-night,  he  thought 
some  of  those  who  had  spoken  for  the  Ballot 
had  exaggerated  the  evils  it  was  proposed 
to  cure;  but  he  thought  those  who  •had 
spoken  against  it  had  been  guilty  of  more 
exafHEeration.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
^^waM  destroy  the  legitimate  influ- 
enoe  of  property,  or  that  any  measure 
woald  do  aoi    But  still  he  did  not  think  >t 


a  grand  panacea  to  prevent  bribery  and 
corruption,  though  it  would  render  them 
more  difficult.  He  avowed,  that  if  there  were 
no  other  reasons,  on  the  whole  he  fdiould 
prefer  this  mode  of  taking  votes,  but  he  did 
not  think  ^e  evils  were  such  as  to  justify 
the  change.  He  was  conscious  that  he  was 
liable  to  attack  for  the  vote  he  should  give, 
but  if  he  gave  his  vote  any  other  way,  he 
should  be  liable  to  a  stiU  more  merited 
attack. 

Mr.  Cobbeti  rose  and  said :  Sir,  before 
I  proceed  to  the  merits  of  the  question,  the 
House  will  be  so  good  as  to  suffer  me  to 
make  a  remark  on  what  has  fallen  from  the 
hon.  member  for  Portsmouth,  relative  to 
the  practice  of  the  Ballot  in  America.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  told  us,  that  in  some 
of  the  states  there  is  Ballot,  and  in  some  of 
them  no  Ballot ;  so  that,  as  far  as  America 
goes,  here  is  no  authority  at  all  in  its 
favour.  For  the  want  of  full  information 
upon  the  subject,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
omitted  to  tdl  the  House  that  there 
is  no  Ballot  in  those  States  where  slavery 
exists  in  the  greatest  degree;  and  that 
there  is  Ballot  in  all  the  States  where 
slavery  does  not  exist.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  has  read  to  us  an  extract  from  an 
address  of  the  Governor  of  New  York  to 
the  Houses  of  Assembly  of  that  State,  com- 
plaining of  the  interference  of  the  govern- 
ment officers  in  the  late  election,  complain- 
ing of  the  conduct  of  the  officers  of  the 
naval  yard,  of  the  custom-house,  and  even 
of  the  judiciary.  It  must  have  appeared 
somewhat  strange  to  the  House  that  there 
should  have  been  a  Governor  complainine 
of  the  officers  of  his  own  government,  and 
persons  of  his  own  appointment.  But, 
when  the  House  is  told,  that  the  general 
government  of  the  United  States  have  a 
naval  yard,  a  custom-house,  and  a  judiciary 
in  the  State  of  New  York,  as  well  as  in 
each  of  the  other  states,  the  seeming  ab- 
surdity disappears ;  and  the  fact  is  this,  the 
sovemor  of  the  State  of  New  York,  who 
had  been  just  elected,  was  of  politics  dif- 
ferent from  the  President  of  the  United 
States ;  and  he  very  justly  complained  of 
the  interference  of  the  officers  of  the 
United  States  to  prevent  his  election ;  and 
he  was  suggesting  to  the  le^slature  the 
propriety  of  adopting  some  regulation  to 
prevent  such  interference  in  future ;  and, 
upon  this  peculiar  transaction,  with  regard 
to  which  the  Ballot  is  not  once  mentioned 
by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York, 
the  hon.  member  for  Portsmouth  puts  the 
construction,  that  the  great  and  flourishing 
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«tste  of  New  York  hs4  cas(  aside  the< 
Ballot.  So  much  fur  the  argument  im- 
ported from  America^  whence  1  could^  if  I 
would>  import  an  argumentj  and  a  set  of 
facts  much  more  availahle  to  the  use  of  the 
hoo*  Gentleman  than  those  which  he  has 
cho^n  to  employ;  huti  even  thesCj  if 
duly  consideredj  would  amount  to  up 
argument  at  all  against  the  use  of  the 
B^ot  in  Enelana.  Now>  Sir,  with 
regard  to  the  Bcuiot  in  England,  it  never  has 
heen  a  ve^r  great  favourite  of  mine ;  it  in. 
volves  no  principle  of  political  rights :  it 
is  merely  a  regulation  for  the  prevention  of 
utyust  influence,  and  I  am  sorry  that  it 
has  been  found  to  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  that  prevention*  But,  after  having 
seen  the  proceedings  at  the  late  election, 
and  after  nearing  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(to  have  drawn  forth  which  would  have 
been  worth  much  o^ore  than  this  whole 
discussion  }>  it  is  impossible  for  any  man 
to  doubt  of  the  justice  of  adopting  this 
l€;gulatlon.  I  am  sorry  not  to  see  one  of 
the  hon.  members  for  West  Surrey  in  his 
place;  and  sorry,  too,  lest  he  should  be 
Kept  away  by  a  cause  affecting  his  health. 
That  hon.  Member  told  us  in  ute  town  hall 
Mt  Guildford,  on  the  day  of  the  declaration 
of  the  result  of  the  election,  that  many  per- 
sons who  had  promised  him  their  votes^  nad 
come  to  him  before  the  day  of  election, 
and  some  of  them  with  tears  in  their  eye^ 
to  beseech  him  to  release  them  from  their 
promises ;  for  that  they  had  been  threaten- 
ed with  ruin  to  their  ramilies  if  they  voted 
for  him,  and  did  not  vote  for  his  opponent. 
He,  with  his  characteristic  goodness  and 
benevolence,  told  them  at  once,  '*Take 
care  of  your  families  and  never  mind  my 
election :  the  good  of  electing  me  is  very 
doubtful,  while  the  evil  resulting  to  you  is 
certain;  therefore  never  think  about  injur- 
ing me,  bat  consult  the  good  of  your  fa- 
.mUies*"  The  tax-gatherers  and  hired  over^ 
seers  canvassed  for  votes,  with  their  taxing, 
hills  and  rate-bills  in  their  hand;  and*  at 
the  bottom  of  those  bills  was  printed,  aa 
papers^  which  I  myself  saw,  ''Vote  for 
Sumner."  Now,  Sir,  ought  this  to  be  ?  Is 
it  not  a  shame  to  call  men  freemen  and  free 
electors  while  they  are  left  exposed  to  an 
imperious  influence  like  this  ?  I  am  sure 
that  hon.  members  who  sit  here  for  counties, 
nt  here  to  act  an  honest  and  independ- 
ent part.  I  am  to  presume  that  none 
of  them  were  conscious  of  improper  means 
hoping  made  use  of  to  procure  their  elec 
lion  J  but  I  have  po  hentation  to  express 


my  firm  belief^  that  a  inaj[ority  of  them  sit 
here  in  virtue  of  the  exertions  of  stewards., 
attomies^  tax-gatherers*  and  hired  overseers. 
An  hon.  Gentleman,  and  a  noble  Lord, 
who  have  spokep  from  this  bench,  have 
represented  us,  who  support  this  prc^poai^ 
tion,  as  being  actuated  by  a  restlessness  to 
get  on  to  further  changes.  They  have 
told  the  Houseii  that,  while  the  Reform 
BiU  was  passingj  we  said  that  we  would 
give  the  Bill  a  fan:  trial ;  that  we  would 
ask  for  nothing  more  until  it  had  a  full 
and  fair  trial.  This  is  not  a  fair  statement 
of  the  language  of  the  reformera  upon  that 
occasion.  We  always  excepted  the  two 
pointsi,  the  ballot  and  trienniid  Parliament^ 
which  were  points  expressly  reserved  by 
the  noble  Lord  who  Inought  in  the  BiU, 
and,  we  expected  that  these  two  points 
would  have  been  taken  up  by  the  last 
Parliament  that  has  passed ;  that  this  was 
the  understanding  of  tne  reformers  is  dear ; 
because  the  hon.  member  for  London,  on 
the  very  first  day  of  the  Session,  gave  no. 
tice  of  this  Motion*  while  another  hon. 
member  for  London  JS^^^  notice  of  a  Mo. 
tion  for  triennial  Parliaments.  It  was 
relative  to  the  extent  of  the  suffrage  that 
we  pledged  ourselves  to  give  the  BiU  a  fair 
trial ;  and  not  at  all  with  regard  to  tbeae 
two  points;  and^  therefore,  it  is  unjust  to 
accuse  us  of  restlessness  and  of  a  desire 
for  further  and  further  change.  There 
was  something  said,  but  not  very  good- 
naturedly  nor  very  prudently,  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  member  for  Shropshire^  and  faj 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  a  little  while  ago 
was  sitting  on  my  right  (Major  Fanoourt 
I  believe).  The  noble  Lord,  while  he 
called  us  the  party  of  the  "Movement." 
rather  broadly  hinted,  that  we  aimed  at  the 
destruction  of  the  rights  of  property ;  no 
man  is  more  ready  to  allow  than  I  am, 
that  property  has  its  rights;  but  at  the 
same  time  the  noble  Lord  will  have  the 
goodness  to  allow,  that  property  has  also  its 
duties ;  and  if  he  will  have  the  goodness  to 
attend  here  to  morrow..night«  he  will,  I  am 
sure,  assist  me  in  urging  that  property  to 
perform  its  duties,  xhe  law  commands 
every  one  in  a  whole  vicinage,  to  oome 
forth,  and  if  need  be^  even  to  nsk  his  life, 
in  defence  of  a  Lord's  estate*  I  have  no 
objection  to  that ;  I  say  that  that  is  riaht ; 
but.  if  property  has  thus  the  oommana  of 
men's  bodies,  I  deny  its  right  to  extend  to 
their  souls;  I  deny  its  right  to  ooeroe 
men's  votes  and  consciences.  The  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  from  my  ridit,  was 
more  indiscroot  MiU ;  hd  vfent  sq  iiur  u  to 
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»f,  tbftt  li«  4ssouvered  amimpst  tke  bad 
signs  of  the  timo^  »  disposition  in  some 
persons  (and  I  i^m  afraid  that  he  looked 
rather  hard  at  me  when  he  ^aid  it)  to  stir 
up  the  other  dasws  of  the  oomnunity 
a^QSt  the  nobility  and  gentry  of  the 
hmgdom;  he  said  that  these  were  the 
netural  protectors  of  the  humbler  classei^ 
and  that  the  persons^  to  yrhom  he  rather 
more  than  ailuded,  weve  labouring  to  set 
the  common  people  against  these  their 
natural  and  land  protectors.  Sir,  the  no- 
bility and  g^tiy  are  naturally  the  protect, 
ors  of  those  in  inferior  life«  particularly  the 
poor;  they  ought  to  be  ^eir  kind  pro- 
tectors; nothing  more  desbnibley  than  to 
see  every  creature  in  a  bunch  of  parishes 
deeming  that  there  is  always  safety  under 
the  wine  of  the  Lord;  nothing  more 
lamentable,  than  to  aee  the  chain  broken. 
But*  Sir,  will  the  people  deem  those, 
their  kind  protectors,  who  tranmort  them 
to  Botany  Bey  for  seven  years,  tor  killing 
or  being  in  pursuit  of  a  hare ;  and  that  too 
by  novel  laws  made  by  themselves?  Will 
they  deem  those  their  kind  protectors 
who  hang  them  for  resisting  their  same- 
keepers?  And  am  I  to  be  accused  of  a 
desire  to  set  the  poor  against  the  rich,  be- 
cause I  complain,  and  justly  complain,  of 
these  cruel  oppressions  of  the  poor?  It 
has  never  brai  an  object  of  mine  to 
set  the  poor  against  the  rich.  I  be^  the 
House  to  observe  that  I  claim  no  ment  in 
having  abstained  from  doing  it ;  for,  pro- 
bably, it  was  my  duty  to  nave  done  it. 
Sir,  I  give  my  hearty  assent  to  the  Mo- 
tion ;  and,  with  reoard  to  the  noble  Lord 
and  the  hon.  Genueman  to  whom  I  have 
alluded,  my  advice  to  them  would  be 
to  leave  the  rights  of  property  very  much 
to  take  care  of  themselves;  and  by  no 
means  to  continue  their  hostility  to  the 
rights  of  the  people;  for,  they  may  be 
well  assured,  that,  though  they  may 
triumph  for  a  while,  in  the  end  they  are 
sure  to  fall. 

Mr.  GQmndl  saidj  that  he  would  only 
detain  the  House  for  a  few  minutes^  He 
thought  that  hon.  Members  who  had  nxiken 
against  the  adoption  of  Vote  by  pallet, 
tbouffh  they  said  they  were  averse  to  it, 
had  Drought  forward  no  sound  argument 
against  its  adoption-  The  question  at  issue 
was  really  this*  Was  the  vote  to  belomj 
to  the  voter,  or  to  any  body  else  ?  Was  it 
his  own  property,  or  the  property  of  those 
who  couJa  ei^ercise  an  influence  over  him  ? 
Those  who  thought  Uiat  the  vote  ought  to 
to  tho  vpteri  should  si^Bport  Vote 


by  Ballot ;  those  who  thought  that  it  was 
not  his  property,  and  that  he  ought  not  to 
have  the  free  exercise  of  it,  should  oppose 
Vote  by  Ballot,  Without  Vote  by  Ballot 
and  widiout  secresy,  it  was  impossible  that 
a  vote  could  be  a  voter's  own.  There  waa 
bribery  and  interference  to  influence  him 
on  all  hands.  Tbfire  was  hope  of  gain  on 
the.  one  hand,  aiid  fear  of  loss  on  tb^  other; 
and  if  there  was  not  actual  bribery^  there 
was  at  least  the  expectation  of  a  bribe  to 
induce  a  man  to  vote  contrary  to  his  oon* 
science.  There  were  two  views  in  which 
the  question  should  be  consideredf  Ought 
a  man's  vote  to  be  his  own  ?  And  ought  he 
to  be  allowed  to  sell  it  I  It  would  be  at 
once  conceded  that  a  voter  should  not  be 
allowed  to  sell  his  vote,  and  the  Ballot  was 
the  only  security  against  such  sale ;  for,  if 
there  weiie  Vote  by  Ballot  and  secrecy 
(without  which  Vote  by  Ballot  was  nothing) 
he  was  not  likely  to  get  a  purchaser.  No 
man  would  give  money  for  a  vote,  when 
he  had  no  mejans  of  i^oertaining  whether  it 
were  given  him  or  not.  A  great  deal  had 
been  said  in  the  course  of  the  debate  by 
those  who  opposed  the  question,  of  the 
destruction  of  the  influence  of  property 
which  the  Ballot  would  cause.  Such  would 
not  be  the  efiect.  T;he  influence  of  pro- 
perty in  the  hands  of  a  man  who  knew  bow 
to  use  it  well,  would  for  ever  remain,  and 
would  have  its  weight  over  the  minds  and 
consciences  of  those  dependent  upon  him. 
But  at  present  it  was  not  that  kind  of 
influence  which  property  bore.  No.  It 
V^as  the  harsh  unforgiviug  landlord  who 
had  influence  now  over  his  trembling  and 
degraded  tenantry.  It  had  been  saio,  that 
it  was  impossible  to  maintain  secrecy  of 
Ballot,  and  that  had  beei^  brought  forward 
as  an  argument  against  the  adoption  of 
Vote  by  Ballot.  But  if  it  were  impossible, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  in  what  worse  situation 
would  they  be  with  the  Ballot,  than  with- 
out it?  But  with  proper  regulations 
secrecy  might  be  easUy  preserved.  It  had 
then  been  said,  that  the  Ballot  would  en* 

rder  a  system  of  hypocrisy,  which  might 
dangerous  in  its  moral  efiects.  But 
could  i£eze  be  a  worse  or  more  dangerous 
species  of  hypocrisy  than  that  which  induced 
a  man  to  give  his  vote  contrary  to  his 
opinion.  Vote  by  Ballot  would  put  an  end 
to  the  system  of  canvassing  for  situations 
of  public  trust,  which  ought  to  be  conferred 
not  for  favour,  but  on  account  of  the  merit 
of  the  person  chosen.  It  would  be  im«* 
possible  long  to  deny  the  peofde  the  Ballot 
aad  i^  was  )ipfoli||p  tQ  Wuso  it  at  present* 
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The  Parliament  had  very  properly  extended 
the  suffrage^  and,  by  that  extension^  many 
were  admitted  to  the  exercise  of  the 
franchifle  whose  necessities  could  not  with- 
stand a  bribe,  and  by  refusing  Vole  by 
Ballot  and  secrecy  of  voting,  they  were 
holding  out  a  bonus  to  bribery  and  perjury. 
On  these  grounds  he  ^ipould  cordiaUy  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  the 
City  of  London. 

Sir  Robert  Peeleaadf  that  though  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Dublin  had  not 
made  a  long  speech,  yet,  as  it  was  well 
known  that  he  had  paid  much  attention  to 
the  subject,  his  powerful  mind  would  have 
suggested  stronser  arguments  in  fiivour  of 
the  question  benire  them,  if  stronser  were 
to  be  urged.  He  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  would 
briefly  review  the  reasoning  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  in  favour  of  the 
Vote  by  Ballot,  confident  that  the  leafned 
Gentleman  had  omitted  nothing  which 
could  really  be  relied  on  as  an  argument  in 
its  behalf.  One  of  the  effects  which  the 
learned  Member  expected  from  the  Ballot 
was,  that  it  would  put  an  end  to  canvassing. 
Did  the  learned  Gentleman  consider  that 
as  an  improvement  ?  Did  he  think  it  an 
improvement,  that,  after  a  man  had  been 
toiling  for  years  m  the  service  of  his 
oonstituentsi  they  should  receive  him  with 
a  dead  langour  and  apathy,  or  that  he 
should  return  among  them  with  the  bame 
feeling?  Did  he  consider  it  an  improve- 
ment, that  a  Member  should  not  have  an 
opportunity  of  explaining  his  conduct  to  his 
constituents,  oroif  asking  them  for  a  re. 
newal  of  their  confidence?  For  his  own 
part,  far  from  thinkine  that  an  improve- 
ment, he  shoidd  consider  it  to  be  destruc- 
tive of  one  of  the  strongest  links  between 
the  representedand  their  Representatives — 
one  of  the  best  securities  for  an  honest 
discharse  of  their  respective  trusts.  It 
would  debar  the  constituents  from  a  personal 
acquaintance  with  their  representatives,  and 
it  would  deprive  the  representative  of  the 

rrtunity  of  mixing  with  the  humbler 
es  of  his  constituents,  of  ascertaining 
their  wants  and  wishes,  and  asking  their 
•opport  upon  public  grounds.  If  a  man  of 
weedth,  station,  and  character,  were  thus 
relieved  from  the  necessity  of  canvassing ; 
in  other  words,  of  all  personal  and  indi- 
vidual communication  with  his  constituents 
—if  he  was  only  to  appear  before  them  on  a 
stated,  day,  amid  all  the  confuidon  of  a  pub- 
lic ceremony,  he  for  one  should  consider 
this  boasted  effect  of  the  Ballot  as  any  thing 

but  ^  recommendation*    The  bon*  and. 


learned  Member  had  admitted,  that  the 
Ballot  was  nothing  without  aecrecy.   No«r» 
he  doubted  whether  it  was  posnble  to  pre* 
vent  the  public  Ainctifmaries  employed  in 
the  elections  from  knowing   how  a  num 
voted,  and  thus  obtaining  a  great  degree 
of  influence  over  many  men  who  would 
dread  that  the  manner  in  which  they  voted 
should  be  known.     .These    functionaries 
would,  in  fact,   become  intolerable  petty 
t3rrant8.     In  order  that  secrecy  should  be 
maintained,  the  machinery  must  be  so  com. 
plete,  that  the  functionaries  should  remsin 
as  ignorant  of  the  nature  of  a  man's  vote 
as  any  other  person.  All  would  allow,  that 
if  vote  by  Ballot  were  introduced,  secreey 
was  indispensable  to  any  chance  of  iu 
successful  operation.    But  did  the  hoo.  and 
learned  Member  think  that  the  voters  them, 
selves  would    permanently  conceal   their 
votes?      Could    they,    in    the   course  of 
sosnp  with  their  neighbours,  conceal  them. 
Was  it  possible  that  a  man  oould  conceal 
it  from  his  wife?     Where  then  was  the 
secrecy  ?    But  suppose  the  secret  inviokUr 
kept — that  never,  in  any  moment  of  ooq- 
viviality,    or    friendship — of  confidential 
intercourse    with    a    friend   jot    relative;, 
did    the    voter    at    a    contested    election 
divulge  the  vote  he  gave ;  what  an  abomin- 
able   system  must  that  be,  under  which 
persons  could  not  discuss  with  their  nearest 
connexions,   how   they  had    fulfilled,  or 
meant  to  fulfil,  a  public  trust !     Could  it 
be  expected  that  men,  in  their   private 
societies,  in  their  families,  in  their  dubs,  at 
the   market,  were  not  to  mention   that 
which  was  probably  uppermost  in  the  minds 
of  all.     If  strict  silence  were  to  be  ob- 
served, vote  by   Ballot  would   do  more 
than  put  an  end  to    public  canvass;  it 
would  stop  public  discussion.     The  hon. 
and    learned   Member    said,    that   under 
the  present    S3r8tem,  landlords   could  be 
t3rrants,  but  did  the  system  which  he  had 
advocated  not  lay  the  tenantry  open  to  a 
ereater  degree  of  tyranny  ?    Would  not  the 
hndlords,  supposing  thdr  power  to  lemsin 
the  same,  and  secrecy  to  be  impracticable/ 
wreak  a  double  vengeance  upon  those  who 
both  disobeyed  and  deceived  them  ?    The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said,  that  the 
Ballot  would  prevent  bribery ;  but  if  tbe 
disposition  to  bibe  and  to  be  bribed  existed, 
it  would  have  ineenuity  enough  to  defeat 
their  paper  regiuations  against  it.    T^ 
learned  Gentleman  said,  even  if  you  fiu^^ 
in  preventing  bribery,  you  would  have  done 
no  harm — ^the  law  would  be  inoperative- 
bat  no  jnischief  woold  hare  been  d^o^ 
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But  he  must  contend,  that  every  inoperative 
law  was  in  itself  mischievous.  No  duhs 
would  he  formed,  and  a  more  sjrstematic 
and  more  extensive  system  of  hribery  would 
he  carried  on.  It  threw  discredit  upon  the 
law  to  legislate  only  to  fail.  If  vote  hy 
Ballot  was  only  a  delusive  security  against 
hribery,  it  was  worse  than  no  security  at 
all,  for  it  would  prevent  other  and  more 
effectual  precautions.  Thehon.  and  learned 
Member  had  spoken  of  the  delight  of  see- 
ing a  landlord  with  his  tenantry  encompass^ 
ing  him,  and  going  to  give  their  votes  in  his 
favour,  from  a  real  and  conscientious  pre- 
ference, founded  on  gratitude  and  respect. 
If  the  sight  were  so  delightful,  why.de. 
mive  them  of  it.  He  objected  to  the 
Ballot,  because  it  would  msJce  that  House 
more  democratic  than  it  was  already,  and 
he  thought  it  democratic  enough.  He 
said  so  openly.  He  did  not  wish  to  con. 
oeai  that  he  thoueht  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  democratic  as  was  consLstent  with 
the  principles  of  the  Constitution,  and  with 
the  maintenance  oi  the  just  authority  and 
undoubted  privileges  of  the  other  branches 
of  the  Legislature.  It  had  been  said,  that 
the  Ballot  would  destroy  the  influence  of 
property.  He  would  confidently  assert,  that 
if  the  influence  of  property  in  elections 
were  destroyed,  the  securi^  of  all  pro- 
perty and  the  stability  of  all  Government, 
would  be  destroyed  with  it.  It  was  surely 
absurd  to  say,  that  a  man  with  ten  thousand 
pounds  a  year  should  not  have  more  in- 
fluence over  the  Legislature  of  the  country, 
than  a  man  of  ten  pounds  a  year.  Yet  each 
was  only  entitled  to  a  single  vote.  How 
could  this  injusticei  this  ^ring  inequality, 
be  practical^  redressed  excepting  by  the 
exercise  of  influence.  How  could  the 
Government  end  but  in  a  democracy,  if 
the  influence  were  merely  according  to  num- 
bers }  An  additional  reason  for  opposing 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  was,  that 
aflter  the  change  made  in  the  electoral 
system  last  year,  another  not  less  extensive 
diange  in  the  system  was  most  unwise. 
What!  Was  there  never  to  be  any  fixedness 
in  the  electoral  system  ?  Were  they  to 
give  no  opportunity  of  judging  the  efiect  of 
the  change  already  made?  Until  there  was 
strong  proof  of  some  practical  defect  in 
the  system  as  it  at  present  stood,  h6  should 
object  to  a  change.  By  a  continual  series 
of  experiments  on  the  Institutions  of  Go. 
vemment,  they  were  depriving  themselves 
of  one  o(  the  main  stays  of  Government, 
one  of  the  chief  sources  of  legitimate 
power— respect  for,  and  attachment,  to  that 


which  is  established,  and  upon  that  ground 
alone  he  would  oppose  the  Motion.  He 
thought  Universal  Suflrage  more  plausiUe 
than  Vote  by  Ballot.  But  if  they  were 
to  admit  Vote  by  Ballot,  it  would  only 
be  the  prelude  to  further  demands;  and 
there  was  nothing  to  hinder  any  Member 
to  come  forward  the  following  day  to  ask 
them  to  adopt  Universal  Sumge,  or  any 
other  plan  which  might  be  popular.  There 
was  no  system  which  haa  not  plausible 
arguments  in  favour  of  its  adoption,  and 
certainly  the  theoretical  arguments  in  fa* 
vour  of  Universal  Sufirage  were  at  least 
as  strong  as  those  in  favour  of  the  Ballot. 
There  were  arguments  in  favour  of  extend, 
ing  the  franchise  to  women,  to  which  it 
was  no  easy  matter  to  find  any  logical 
answer.  Other  and  more  important  duties 
were  intrusted  to  women;  women  were 
allowed  to  hold  property,  to  vote  on  many 
occasions  in  right  of  that  property— nay,  a 
woman  might  inherit  the  Throne,  and  per* 
form  all  the  functions  of  the  first  office  of 
the  State;  why  should  they  not  vote  for 
a  Member  of  Parliament?  He  object, 
ed  to  the  Motion  on  another  ground— 
namely,  that  many  had  been  induced  to 
yield  their  consent  to  the  change  effiscted 
in  the  electoral  lystem  of  the  country  last 
year,undera  dear  understanding  that  it  was 
to  have  a  fair  trial.  He  would  take  leave 
to  tell  hon.  Members,  that  they  would  do 
more  good  to  the  country,  and  be  more 
useful  Representatives  for  their  oonstitu*- 
ents,  if  they  devoted  some  of  the  time  con> 
sumed  in  discussions  on  the  form  of  Go- 
vernment under  which  they  were  to  live,  in 
reading  the  report  of  the  Poor-law  Commis- 
sioners, in  considering  the  facts,andiQ apply, 
inff  themselves  to  remedy  some  of  the  practi- 
cal and  growing  evils  which  it  brou^t  to 
light.  On  these  grounds,  and  believing  that 
it  was  necessary  for  the  welfare  of  the 
country,  that  the  state  of  excitement  and 
desire  for  change  in  which  the  people  were, 
should  be  allayed,  he  would  vote  against 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Lon- 
don. So  far  from  thinking  that  the  Ballot 
would  work  well,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
—though,  in  quiet  times,  it  might  do  no 
harm— yet,  in  times  of  excitement,  when 
the  public  mind  was  agitated  and  in* 
flamed,  if  a  Parliament  were  elected,  it 
would  be  any  thing  but  a  fair  repre- 
sentation of  the  real  and  sober  feelings  of 
the  country,  and  might  do  irretrievable 
injury.  He  concluded  by  expremung  a 
hope,  that  the  House  would  do  nothing 
to  change  the  constituency  as  estahlishci 
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hf  the  Rrform  Act,  till  they  had  had  H 
fair  trial  of  its  efficiencv. 

Mr.  GrantUy  Berkeley  said :  I  am  well 
aware.  Sir,  of  the  great  disadvantages  I 
must  labour  under,  in  following  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down ; 
hut,  at  the  same  time,  I  feel  it  necessary  to 
make  a  few  observations  in  support  of  the 
rote  I  am  about  to  give.  I  would,  there, 
fore,  beseech  the  House  to  dismiss  from 
their  ears  the  eloquence  they  have  lust 
hi3ard-^16ud  as  a  trumpet  with  a  silver 
sound*~andtum  their  attention  to  thesimple 
and  unvarnished  facts  I  shall  offer  to  their 
notice.  Sir,  in  the  division  of  the  county 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent,  and 
during  the  last  election,  in  one  instance, 
six  honest  and  industrious  men,  hatters  by 
trade,  at  Oldland,  comnristngin  their  fami. 
lies  no  less  than  fdrty.nve  individuals,  were 
discharged  from  their  woric,  and  driven  to 
seek  the  charity  of  the  public,  for  giving 
their  votea  according  to  their  conscience, 
and  as  they  conceived  as  best  served  the 
interests  of  their  country.  The  truth  of 
the  statement  of  these  men  was  at  first 
questioned,  and  finally,  accomnanied  by  a 
solicitor,  they  went  before  no  less  than  six 
difierent  Magistrates  to  be  swofn,  who  all 
refused  to  tue  their  oath  on  various  and 
frivolous  pi«text8.  Now,  Sir,  I  would  ask 
the  House-— I  would  appeal  to  the  country 
— what  purity  of  election  can  exist  if  such 
intimidation  is  to  continue?  Are  we  not 
boand,  then,  to  pass  some  measure  for  the 
protection  of  the  labouring  man  in  the  free 
exercise  of  his  franchise  ?  I  confess  that  for 
a  length  of  time  my  opinions  ranged  against 
the  Vote  by  Ballot,  but  the  necessity  of  it 
has  been,  as  it  were,  forced  upon  me  by  the 
acts  of  that  very  party  who  have  ever  been 
loudest  in  their  cry  against  it  I  repeat, 
that  the  purity  of  election  does  not,  and 
cannot,  exist  under  these  circumstances, 
and  without  trespassing  at  this  late  hour 
further  upoti  the  House,  I  must  say  that 
the  measure  now  before  it  has  my  warmest 
support. 

Mr.  Grate  briefly  replied,  and  the  House 
divided — A  yes  106;  Noes  211:  Majority 
105. 

Liti  of  <Ae  Ates« 


Adams,  £.  H. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Astley,  Sir  J. 
Attwood,  Thomas 
Barnard,  £dward 
Sumetl,  Charles  J. 
BayntuD,  Capt.  S.  A. 


Beauclerk,  Major 
Berkeley,  hn.G.C.F. 
Berkeley,  hoo.  C. 
Biddulph,  Robert 
Bish,  Thomas 
Bland  ford,  Marq.  of 
BrotherioD,  Joseph 
Buckingham,  J,  S. 


BuUer,  Charlet 
Bolwer,  £«  L. 
Chidiester,  J.  P*  B. 
Clay,  William 
Cobbett,  William 
Divett,  Edward 
Duodas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Dykes,  F.  L. 
Ellis,  Wynn 
Evans,  William 
Ewart,  William 
FkithAill,  George 
Fellowes,  H.  A.  W. 
Fellowet,  hon.  N. 
Fenton,  John 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Fielden,  John 
Fitzroy,  Lord  James 
Fryer,  Richard 
Gaskell,  D. 
Guest,  J.  J. 
Gully,  John 
Hell,  Benjamin 
Hardy,  John 
Hawkins,  John  H. 
Hill,  Matthew  D. 
Hodges,  Thomas  L. 
Hornby,  £.  G. 
Home,  Joseph 
Humphery,  John 
Hutt,  William 
Ingilby,  Sir  W.  A. 
Kemp,  Thomas  R* 
Key,  Sir  John 
King,  Edw.  Bolton 
Lambton,  H. 
Lamont,  Capt.  N. 
Lister,  Cunliffe 
Lloyd,  John  H. 
Lushinffton,  Dr.  8. 
Marshall,  John 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Moreton,  hoo.  H.  O. 
Palmer,  General 
Parrott,  Jasper 
Pease,  Joseph 
Penlease,  — 
Phillips,  Mark 
Potter,  Richard 
Ricardo,  Datid 


Rider,  T. 
Rippon,  Cuthbett 
RomiUy,  Jobn 
Romtlly,  Edward 
Scholefield,  Joeb* 
Simeon,  Sir  R.  G. 
Sunley,  hon.  H.  T. 
Staveley,  J,  K. 
Strickland,  George 
Strult,  Edw. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Taylenre,  WiHiam 
Tennyson,  rt.  boa.  C. 
Thickncsse,  Ralph 
Tooke,  William 
Torrens,  CoL  R. 
Trelawnev,  W.  L. 
Tamer,  Wm 
Twnte,  C.  J.  K. 
Thompson,  Ald« 
Wigoey,  laaac  N. 
Wood,  Aid.  Mailkeir 
Walker,  R. 

SCOTLAND. 

Gillon,W.D. 
Maxwell,  Sir  Jn. 
Parnell,  Sir  H. 

lEKLAMD. 

Ballew.R.  M. 
Chapmkn,  M.  L. 
livaas,  G. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Fitzgemld,  T. 
Fitzsimon,  C. 
Fitssimon,  N. 
Grattan,  H. 
Lalor,  Patrick 
MacUaghlin,  L. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  C. 
O'Connell,  Morgso 
O'Dwyer,  A.  C. 
Roche,  W. 
Roe,  Jamea 
Ruthven,  E,  S. 
Ruthven,  £, 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
TELtca. 
Grote,  George 
Warburton,  Henry 


Listofihe  Noia. 


ENGLAND. 

AUhorp,  Lord 
Apsley,  Lord 
Ashley,  Lord 
Astley,  Sir  J.  D. 
Bankes,  W.  J. 
Barings  Francis  T. 
Baring,  Francis 
Baring,  Henry  B. 
Bell,  Matthew 
Benett,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bethell,  Rich. 
Bewes  T> 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 


Briggs,  Rawdon 
Brocklehurst,  I. 
Bnioe*  Lord  E. 
Bttlkeley,  Sir  R.  W. 
Bullar,  Jams  W. 
Bulteel,  J.  C. 
fiurdett.  Sir  F. 
Burrell,  Sir  C. 
Byng,  George 
CaWerl,  N. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Ca?endisb,  Lord 
Cavefldiahfbn.Cdl.H. 

Cayley,  Sir  0. 
Cayley,  £.  S. 
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Chftplin,  Colonel  T. 
Clive,  £.  B. 
Clive,  hon.  B.  H. 
Collier^  J« 
Crawley,  Samuel 
Curteis,  Capt.  £.  B. 
Dare,R.W.Il. 
Darlington,  Eari  of 
Dick,  Q. 
Dillwynn,  L.  W. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Dundas,  Hon.  Sir  R» 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Fancourt,  Major 
Fenton,  Capt.  L. 
Folkes,  Sir  W. 
Fordwicby  Visct. 
Forester^  Hon.  G.  C. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Fox,  S.  L. 
Gaskeli,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  W.  £. 
Gordon,  Robt. 
Gore,  Monts^ue 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Grabam,  Sir  J.  R. 
Grant,  Rigbt  Hon»  R. 
Greville,  Sir  C. 
Grey,  Hon.  Col. 
Grimston,  Visct. 
GrosTenor,  Rt,  Hon. 

LordR. 
Gttiee,Sir  Berkeley  W. 
Hugbet^  Hugbes 
Halford,  H. 
Hand  ley,  H. 
Harcouri,  Geo.  V. 
Harland,  Chas. 
Hawes,  Benjamin 
Heatbcote,  J.  J. 
Heatbcote,  G.  J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herbert,  Hon  S. 
Hobhouse,  Sir  J.  C. 
Hodgson,  John 
Home,  Sir  W. 
Howard,  Philip  H. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Halcomb,  John 
Hope,  H.  F. 
Hyeit,  W.  H. 
Ingham,  R« 
Irton,  — 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jervis,  John 
Johnstone,  Sir  J.  V. 
Johnstone,  Sir  F.  G. 
Jolliffe,  Col.  H. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E. 
Kerry,  Eari  of 
labouchere,  Henry 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lee,  John  Lee  H, 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Leonard,  T.  B. 
l«Bnard,SirT.B. 


Lennox,  Lord  W. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lenn<»,  Lord  A. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
Lygon,  Hn.  Col.  H.  B. 
Lumley,  Visct. 
Lyall,  George 
Maberley,  Col. 
Madocks,  J. 
Mangles,  J. 
Martin,  J. 
Mildmay,  P.  St.  J. 
Miller,  W.  H. 
Milton,  Lord 
Molyneux,  Lord 
More  ton,  hon.  A.  H. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nanney,  Ellis  O.  G. 
Nicholl,  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
North,  Frederick 
Paget,  Frederick 
Palmef,  C.  F. 
Parker,  J. 
Parker^  Sir  H. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  R. 
Pelham,  Hn.t.A. 
Pendanres,  E.  W. 
Peter,  W. 
Phillips,  Sir  R. 
Philips,  Sir  G. 
Pigot,  B. 
Pinney,  W. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Ponsonby,Hn.W.F.S. 
Price,  Richard 
Pryme,  G. 
Ramsbottom,  John 
Rickford,  Wm. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ramsden,  J.G. 
Rolfe,  R.  M. 
Ross,  Charles 
llotch,  Benj. 
Rumbold,  C.  E. 
Russell,Rt.Hn.Ld.J. 
Russell,  C. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Sanford,  E.  A. 
Sebright,  Sir  J. 
Shawe,  R.  N. 
Skipwith.SirG. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smith,  John  A. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Spankie,  Mr,  Serjeant 
Spry,  S.  T. 
Stanley,  Edward 
Stanley,  £.  J. 
Staunton,  SirG.T. 
Stewart,  John 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talbot,  W.  H.  F. 


tlirockmorton,  R.  G. 
Todd,  R. 
Tower,  C.  T. 
Town8end,Lord  Chas. 
Trevor,  hon.  H. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  J. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R. 
Wilbraham,  George 
Williams,  Robert 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Willoughby,SirH. 
Wood,  Charles 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Walter,  J. 
Waterpark,  Lord 
Welby,  Glynne  £. 
Whitmore,  W.  W. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J. 
Wynn,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  W. 
Yorke,  Capt.  C.  P. 
Young,  beorge  T. 

SCOTLAND. 

Agnew,  Sir  Andrew 
Bannerman,  Alex. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Dalrymple,  Sir  J.  H« 
Dnnlop,  Capt.  J. 
Elliot,  Hon.  Capt.  G. 


Ewing,  James 
Ferguson,  Robert 
Hay,  Col.  A.  Leith 
Jefi^,  rt.  hn.  Francis 
Johnston,  A. 
Loch,  James 
Mackenzie,  J.  A.  S. 
Madeod,  R. 
Murray,  J.  A. 
Ormelie,  Earl  of 
Oswald,  J. 
Ross,  H. 

Stewart,  Sir  M.  Shaw 
Traill,  O. 
Wemyss,  Capt.  J. 

IftELAMD. 

Acheson,  Vise. 
Christmas,  J.  N. 
Cole,  Lord 
Cole,  Hon.  A. 
ConoUy,  Cot.  £.  M. 
Hayes,  Sir  £. 
Jones,  Capt.  T. 
Lamb,  Hon.  G. 
Macnamara,  M  ajor  W. 
Maenamara,  F. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  J. 
Stawell,  Cok 
Young,  John 


Paired  off. 


FOB. 

Bainbridge,  E.  T. 
Barron,  W. 
Brigstock,  W.  P. 
Bulwer,  H.  L. 
Dawson,  E. 
Davies,  Col. 
Hand  ley,  Benj, 
Jephson,  D.  O. 
Lambert,  Henry 
Langdale,  Hon.  C. 
Langton,  Col.  G. 
Lynch)  A.  H. 
Methuen,  P. 
Morrison,  James 
0*Connell,  J. 
0 'Conn ell,  Maurice 
Ord,  William 
Phillpotts,  John 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Seale,  Colonel 
Sbarpe,  General 
Sinclair,  George 
Talbot,  John  H. 
Tennant,  James  E. 
Vincent,  Sir  F. 
Walker,  C. 


AGAINST. 

Arbuthnot,  Gen. 
Brougham,  W. 
Byng,  Sir  John 
Dundad,  Capt. 
Ferguson,  George 
Fox,  Colonel 
Grey,  Sir  George 
Harainge,  Sir  H. 
Haomer,  Sir  John 
Heneage,  G.  F. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 
KnatchbuU,  Sir  £. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Mandeville,  Vise. 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Palmer,  Robert 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Rice,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  S. 
Tynte,  C. 
Verner,  Colonel 
War  re,  J.  A. 
Weyland,  Major 
Windham,  W.  H. 


HGUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Friday,  April  26,   1833. 

MfNDTia.]  PetatioDf  preteiiled.  By  the  Karl  of  Ropair, 
from  Lathery  and  Comrie^  affdiM  the  prciait  Syvum  6t 
Chanb  PatroBagc  in  Sootiand.—By  th«  Bui  oT  Ai.Ba- 


KiSLit  firom  Launditcb*  agtimt  the  Taxes  on  Malt  and 
Hops.— >By  the  Marqueas  of  LAN8t>owiiK,  ftam  Oldham, 
and  oOier  Plaoaa,  for  AhoUthing  the  Civil  DisabiUtieB  o€ 
the  Dimmtant  and  ftov  KUliney,  against  Tithes  and 
Church  Cess,  or  any  other  mode  of  oontributiog  to  the 
EctabUshed  Church. — By  Lord  Wkstejin,  firom  Bodworth, 
for  a  Revidnn  of  the  Poor  Laws. — By  the  Bishops  of 
London,  and  Licmvibx.o,  ftom  seveial  Plaees, — against 
the  Sale  of  Beer  Act. — By  the  Archbishop  ef  Cantsk- 
BURT,  the  Dukes  of  Nswcmas,  Richmond,  and  Clbvi- 
LAND,  by  the  Marquesses  of  Downshibi,  and  Lanb- 
downb,  by  Earl  Dblawabb,  fay  Lords  Dacbb,  Wnstbbn, 
and  SurriBLD,  and  by  the  Bishop  of  Lincoln,  firom 
a  gnat  Number  of  Pbces,  against  Shivery.*-By  the 
Bishop  of  WxNCHBaTBB,  firom  the  Clergy  of  the  County 
of  Surrey,  against  the  proposed  Measure  of  Irish  Churdi 
Reftnm. — ^By  the  Marquess  of  DowNanniB,  the  Earl  of 
Romiir,  and  the  Bishopsof  London,  Licbvisld,  Bangob, 
and  LzvooLN,— iior  the  Better  Obsenranee  of  the  Sabbath. 
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giziog  to  their  LoTdshipft  for  hnviog  beea 
the  occasion  of  postponing  the  Bill  to  the 
present  day,  proceeded  to  observe,  that 
the  present  was  not  a  time  when  sack  a 
measure  as  that  before  their  Lordships 
ought  to  be  adopted.  They  had  lately 
passed  a  bill — ^the  Coercion  Bill — giving 
to  the  Lord-lieutenant  the  power  of  sus- 
pending the  Trial  by  Jury  under  certain 
circum8tance»  in  every  part  of  Ireland, 
and  there  was  another  Bill  in  progress 
through  the  other  House  for  suspending 
the  ordinary  operation  of  the  law  with 
respect  to  Juries  in  certain  cases,  by  giv- 
ing to  the  Government  the  power  of 
changing  the  venue ;  and  this,  too,  at  a 
time  when  Trial  by  Jury  was  not  a  safe 
mode  of  administering  justice  In  many 
parts  of  Ireland.  He  had  recently  received 
a  detail  of  the  proceedings  at  the  late 
Kilkenny  Assizes,  which,  while  it  showed 
what  they  had  to  expect  from  a  Trial  by 
Jury  in  certain  cases,  fully  justified  {he 
measure  which  had  latelv  passed  the 
House  with  respect  to  Ireland.  In  the 
county  of  Kilkenny  there  had  been  during 
the  year,  928  outrages,  some  of  them  of 
an  insurrectionary  character.  There  were 
twenty-eight  commitments  for  the  alleged 
crime^f  murder;  but,  in  all  the  latter  cases* 
no  legal  evidence  could  be  procured,  and 
the  men  were  all  discharged ;  forty  wev« 
sentenced  to  transportation,  and  the  re- 
mainder were  not  tried  at  all^'  firom  the 
difficulty  of  procuring  sufficient  evidence. 
Most  of  the  witnesses  brought  forward 
belonged  to  the  police,  bat  before  they 
gave  their  evidence.  Government  was 
oUiged  to  contract  with  them' to  provide 
for  them  and  their  families,  by  sending 
them  abroad,  where  they  would  be  out  of 
the  way  of  those  who  might  visit  on  them 
the  usual  consequences  of  having  been 
instrumental  to  a  conviction.  At  the 
late  Assizes  many  of  the  jurors  did  not 
attend,  though  several  of  them  were  ealled 
on  fines  of  50/.  and  60/.  This  would 
show  the  state  of  the  country,  and  from 
these  causes  a  large  number  of  men, 
amounting  to  nearly  900,  were  thrown  at 
large  upon  the  public,  withouttrial,  though 
accused  of  very  serious  oftences ;  and  by 
a  clause  which  had  been  added  to  the 
Coercion  Bill  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
they  could  not  be  tried  under  that  Act* 
Yet  this  was  the  time  which  the  Govern* 
ment  had  selected  to  new-model  the  Jury 
Laws,  and  they  thought  that  when  lliey 
had  made  those  changes,  they  hed  provided 


Stafford  Indemnity.]  The  Order 
of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  Debate  on 
the  Stafford  Indemnity  Bill  was  read. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  moved,  that  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to. inquire 
into  the  allegations  contained  in  the  Pre- 
amble of  the  Bill.  It  had  been  suggested 
by  his  noble  and  learned  friend  (Lord 
Wynford)  that  a  Secret  Committee  should 
be  appointed;  but  he  understood  that  such 
a  course  was  quite  unprecedented.  He, 
therefore,  moved  for  a  Select  Committee. 

Lord  Kenyan  thought  a  Secret  Com- 
mittee was  necessary  in  the  present  case, 
to  afford  due  protection  to  the  witnesses. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  in  sub- 
stance it  would  be  found  that  therie  was 
no  difference  in  the  protection  given  by 
either  kind  of  Committee.  No  member 
of  a  Committee  could  in  either  case  divulge 
what  happened  on  it,  without  commit- 
ting a  breach  of  privilege.  It  was  true 
that  it  was  a  greater  offence  to  divulge 
what  happened  in  a  Secret  Committee ; 
but  he  understood  that  a  Select  Committee 
would  be  found  to  afford  every  measure 
of  protection  to  the  witnesses.  The  mem- 
bers of  the  Select  Committee  bad  it  in 
their  power  to  exclude  all  persons  not 
being  members;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  they  would  exercise  that  power,  if 
they  considered  it  necessary,  for  the  pro* 
tectioo  of  the  witnesses.  A  Secret  Com- 
mittee must,  however,  exclude  all  strangers 
whatever,  even  the  officers  of  the  House, 
which  would  be  inconvenient. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Juries  (Ireland).]  The  Order  of 
the  Day  for  the  third  reading  of  this  Bill 
was  read. 

On  the  Question  that  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  third  time. 

The  Duke  of  TFeWn^^on,  after  apolo- 
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anffidently  for  the'  dae  administration  of 
the  laws  of  the  country.  But  the  time  of 
bringing  forward  this  measure  was  not  his 
only  objection  to  it — he  should  have  strong 
objections  to  it  under  any  circumstances. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Judges  of  Ireland 
had  almost  unanimously  objected  to  the 
'  measure.  He  bad  seen  a  letter  signed  by 
them,  in  which  they  stated,  that  they 
objected  to  the  lists,  and  would  rather  rest 
on  the  responsibility  of  the  Sheriffs*  re- 
turns. Another  objection  which  he  had 
to  the  Bill  was,  that  it  reduced  the  qaali- 
iication  for  Jurors  far  below  that  of  Eng- 
land, whereas  he  would  show  that  it  ought 
to  be  much  higher.  The  qualification  in 
England  was  10/.  a-year  property,  or  20/. 
on  a  lease ;  or  a  man  being  a  householder 
of  a  house  rated  at  30/.,  or  an  occupier  of 
a  house  with  fifteen  windows.  In  Ireland, 
the  qualification  was  being  a  10/.  free- 
holder, or  having  15/.  a-year  on  lease. 
Now,  he  would  ask,  why  was  the  15/. 
leaseholder  in  Ireland  to  be  considered 
equal  to  the  20/.  leaseholder  in  England  ? 
Was  it  not  known  that  persons  of  the 
former  class  were  men  in  the  humblest 
walks  of  life — generally  under  the  dominion 
of  their  priests,  and  in  other  respects  men 
on  whose  loyalty  and  discretion  no  great 
reliance  could  be  placed?  Would  such 
men  be  fitted  to  discharge  impartially  the 
functions  of  jurors  ?  Why  not  give  the 
duty  to  those  in  a  more  elevated  sphere  in 
life,  on  whom  they  could  place  a  much 
greater  reliance  ?  A  circumstance  which 
had  happened  a  short  time  ago  in  the 
Queen's  County  would  bean  illustration  of 
what  he  meant.  At  the  Assizes  for  that 
county,  a  suflBcient  number  of  the  common 
jurors  had  not  answered  to  their  names. 
The  gentlemen  of  the  county,  to  whose 
public  spirit  on  every  occasion  too  much 
praise  could  not  be  given,  who  were  in 
attendance,  and  had  not  been  on  the  Grand 
Jury,  offered  themselves  as  jurors,  and 
they  discharged  these  duties  in  a  manner 
which  was  found  most  just  and  most  ser- 
viceable to  the  due  administration  of  the 
law.  This  would  abundantly  show,  that  if 
the  qualifications  of  jurors  were  raised  so 
as  to  bring  in  only  men  in  the  higher 
'Classes,  there  would  be  no  complaint 
against  the  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland.  He  did  not  want  to  aggravate 
the  impression  of  the  distress  that  prevail- 
ed there  at  the  present  day;  but  he 
would  ask  what  it  was,  that  was  the  most 
.probable  cause  of  that  distress.^    Was 
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not  that  distress  to  be  imputed  to  the 
insecurity  of  property  in  that  country,  to 
an  inability  of  administering  justice,  and 
to  a  want  of  witnesses  and  jurors,  who 
would  fearlessly  do  their  duty.  When 
such  was  the  case,  he  called  upon  their 
Lordships  to  pause,  to  consider  the  state 
of  Ireland,  and  to  give  it  only  such  laws 
as  that  state  warranted.  Nothing  could 
be  more  to  the  interest  of  this  country 
than  to  relieve  Ireland  from  a  state  of 
riotous  disturbance;  and  that  interest 
alone  ought  to  be  sufficient  to  prevent 
their  Lordships  from  taking  such  steps  as 
it  "was  now  proposed  to  them  to  take.  Lee 
their  Lordships  look  to  the  natural  situation 
of  Ireland — to  its  extraordinary  fertility — 
to  its  navigable  rivers — to  its  population 
— and  they  would,  most  assuredly,  see 
that,  if  proper  care  were  taken  of  its 
resources  it  could  be  made  a  means  of 
giving  immense  relief  to  this  country. 
When  he  reflected  on  the  population  and 
on  the  resources  of  Ireland,  be  did  not 
think  that  he  was  making  an  exaggerated 
calculation  when  he  sm  that,  if  proper 
care  was  extended  towards  that  country, 
it  would  relieve  England  from  at  least 
one-third  of  its  burdens.  It  was  conse- 
quently, his  opinion  that  a  measure  like 
the  present  ought  not  to  pass  under  exist- 
ing circumstances.  He  had  another 
motive  for  opposing  the  Bill.  A  Bill  on 
the  same  subject  came  last  Session  from 
the  other  House  to  their  Lordships,  and  it 
appeared  that,  at  the  time,  one  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  promised  his  influence 
to  get  it  passed,  provided  another  bill, 
desired  by  Government,  was  also  allowed 
to  pass.  Their  Lordships,  notwithstanding, 
thought  that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  pass. 
The  present  Bill  was  not  very  dissimilar 
from  the  one  their  Lordships  had  before 
rejected,  and,  consequently,  he  thought 
that  this  should  share  the  same  fate. 
Nothing,  he  maintained,  was  more  fatal 
to  the  country  at  large  than  that  descrip- 
tion of  political  bargains,  an  instance  of 
which  he  had  just  mentioned.  He  was 
not  disposed  to  oppose  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill,  but  he  would  move  an  Amend- 
ment, to  make  the  11th  clause  of  the 
Bill  more  clear.  To  that  clause  there 
was  a  proviso,  which  said,  **  Provided 
always,  that  nothing  herein  contained 
shall  prevent  any  returning  officer  from 
the  exercise  of  his  discretion  in  making 
returns  the  same  as  he  had  been  accus- 
tomed to  do  under  former  laws;*'  but 
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those  laws  were  repealed  by  the  Bill  itself. 
Now,  be  would  propose  a  proviso  to  this 
effect,  <*  Provided  always,  tnat  the  Sheriff 
or  Sub^sheriff,  or  other  returning  officer, 
shall  be  bound  to  insert  all  such  names  as 
are  not  suspected  persons  or  persons 
procured." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  here  suggested, 
that  the  Amendment  could  not  be  put 
until  after  the  third  reading.  The  better 
way  would  be  to  discuss  the  Amendment 
now,  and  let  it  be  put  after  the  third 
reading. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  acquiesced. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  he  did   not 
see  that  the  present  time,  or  the  circum* 
stances  of   the  country,    had    anything 
whatever  to  do  with  this  Bill.     It  was 
perfectly  true,  that  riots  and  outrages  in 
Ireland  had  rendered  it  necessary  to  em- 
power the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland  to 
suspend  the  Trial  by  Jury  in  some  parts 
of  Ireland ;  but  he  could  not  see  why  that 
sliould  prevent  the  Government  from  tn^ 
deavounng  to  give  those  improvements  to 
the  Jury  systeTA  in  other  parts  of  the 
country  of  which  it  was  capable.    This 
was  a  proof,  if  any  were  required,  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  prolong  the  duratign  of  the 
Coercion  Bill  beyond  the  time  when  it 
might  be  absolutely  qecessary — that  they 
were  thus  endeavouring  to  improve  the 
Jury  system  generally.  The  circumstances 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  county  of 
Kilkenny  had,  in  his  opinion,  nothing  to 
do  with  the  question  before  the  House. 
There  was  nothing  new  in  the  existence  of 
such  events  from  the  very  earliest  period 
in  which  she  had  been  subjected  to  Eng- 
lish laws.     As  to  the  objection  made  to 
the  Bill  by  the  Judges  in  Ireland,  the 
noble  Dukie  had  greatly  overstated  the 
fact.    The  Judges  had  objected  to  the 
lists,  but  they  approved  of  the  qualification. 
They  thought  the  amount  of  property  was 
sufficient.     He  had,  it  was   true,   read 
some  charges  delivered  by  some  of  the 
Irish  Judges,  of  great  talent  and  eminence, 
to  Grand  Juries,  and  in  these  they  stated 
objections  to  the  measure  which  were,  to 
say  the  least  of  them,  not  at  all  consistent 
with  their  previous  signatures  in  appro- 
bation o(  the  measure.    They  approved  of 
the  responsibility  of  the  Sheriff,  but  that 
responsibility  would   be  left   untouched, 
except  that  he  was  bound  to  take  his  list 
of  Jurors  from  the   Jurors'  book.     The 
noble  Duke  bad  appealed  to  the  outrages 


which  took  plaoe  to  Iiduid,  fwd  to  she 
natural  advantages  which  that  eonatiy 
possessed^  which,  if  well  applied,  would 
make  her  an  aid  instead  of  being  aburthnn 
to  this  country ;  but  the  noble  Duke  must 
know  that,  in  the  history  of  nations,  m«ie 
than    one  instance  could    be  found  of 
countries  possessing  greatlocal  advantages, 
but  at  the  same  time  sunk  to  the  loweit 
depths  of  misery  and  disgrace.   He  would 
not  then  enter  into  the  question  of  the 
causes  of  the  present  distressed  condition 
of  Ireland ;  hut  he  thought,  that  many  of 
them  might  be  traced  to  the  violence  with 
which  the  laws  and  religion  of  England 
had  been  attempted  to  be  forced  on  that 
country  without  any  previous  prepoiation 
of  the  minds  of  the  people.    But  that  was 
a  subject  which  belonged  rather  to  history 
than  to  political  defaole.    The  only  way 
to  reconcile  the  minds  of  a  people  to  a 
new  policy  was  to  call  them  to  parttcipale 
in  its  bemsfits.     He  natntaiDed,  with  all 
submission  to  the  noble  Doke,  that  Ibb 
Bill  raised  the  qoalifieatioo  of  Juroia  in 
Ireland.    He  waa  aaxiooe  ftr  the  adoption 
of  that  BUI,  not  only  for  the  advaotago  of 
which  it  would  be  pioduetive   towards 
Ireland,  but  on  acoouat  likewise  of  tlie 
beneficial  effects  whioh  it  would  accooi- 
plish  in  England  also.    He  trusted  also, 
that  the  circumstance  of  its  having  been 
recommended  by  the  Coromissionara  of 
Judicial  Inquiry  weald  prove  with  their 
Lordships  no  trifling  argument  in  its  fa- 
vour*   Besides  that,  the  Bill  waa   one 
which  had  been  promised  to  Irslaod  by 
several  successive  governments,  and  lie 
was  kisoself  able  to  testify,  thai  when  he 
took  office  in  Ireland  some  years  ago,  he 
found  that  a  bill  of  that  nature  had  been 
prepaiod,  and  that  a  draft  of  it  waa  in  bis 
office.    Perhaps  it  was  this  to  which  the 
noble  Duke  siluded  when  ha  spoke  of  a 
bargain,  as  he  (Lord  Melbourne)  had  no 
knowledge  of  any  other  bargain  thap  that 
the  Irish    Government    had  long   been 
pledged  to  the  measure.    The  Bill  was 
one,  certainly,  which,  on  that  accoont, 
was  expected  by  the  paoplo-^of  eouiaa  ho 
did  not  go  the  length  of  saying  that  every 
thing  the  people  expected  should^  on  that 
aceount    alone,    be   oonceded    to   their 
wishes,  but  amongst  other  considerations, 
the  circumstance  of  its  being  desired  and 
confidently  expected,  ought  to  havo  ita 
weight  with  the   House.    On  all  tboee 
grounds,  then,  he  dki  think  thatjtbe  House 
would  do  wi^y  in  reading  the  BUI  as  it 
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tkefi  stood,  a  third  time ;  with  respect  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Duke,  it 
appealed  to  him  that  it  would  be  incon^ 
eistetit  with  the  English  Bill. 

The  Debate  was,  on  the  Motion  of , the 
Puke  of  Wellington,  adjourned  till  the 
Monday  following. 
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HOUSE   OP    COMMONS, 
Friday,  April  26,    1833. 

Mmu^BB.]  P»p6n  ordered.  On  tha  Motion  of  Mt.  Toon* 
n  Aooouiit  of  th*  Sitting  held,  and  FMi  rvoalved.  uid 
Biwinaw  done  by  the  Court  of  Review,  and  the  other 
Courts  of  Bankruptcy,  linoe  thdr  Establishment.— On  the 
Modon  of  Hr.'O'OwYKa,  an  Aooount  of  the  Fees  received, 
«nd  Duty  pfrftmnad,  by  the  Offloen  of  the  Piivy  Couneil 
in  Irelan^. — On  the  potion  of  Mr.  Alderman  Thompsoi, 
an  Aeoount  of  the  Number  of  British  and  Foreign  Vessels 
vhldi  dBBied  at  the  Custom  Hoiife«  London,  for  Ports  in 
HoUapd,  from  Uie  lat  of  January,  iBflS.  to  the  6tti  No. 
vember,  1838  {  and  the  same,  from  the  6th  of  NovemboTi 
183S,  to  the  S5tlil  April,  1839. 

I^Cllioiia  pNHVted.  By  Mr.  GsoRoa  Evawb,  (rem  Dublin, 
fyt  n  Repeal  of  the  Prvbate  Duty.—By  Mr.  H.  Cwtmo, 
Mi^or  BcAUCLKiiK,  Mr.  Pioorr,  Sir  John  Kbt,  and  Mr. 
LtsriiARs,  ftom  several  fliiew.  afliinst  the  Assessed 
T^u«^— By  Mr*  H»  CVRTSia,  and  Mr.  V.  Viwuvimon, 
/fva  several  Plaees,-^naiTnit  Tithes.—- By  Mnior  Bkao- 
CLBRK,  ftom  the  Barony  of  CASTLsniAOB,  fbr  an  Amend- 
nmt  of  the  Grand  Jury  Zjaws.-— By  Sir  Hi  Parkkix* 
ftiom  ForflurdiiD^  for  a  Modifloation  or  Repeal  of  the 
Duties  on  Rum,  Sugar,  Coflfee,  and  Cocoa,  imported 
from  Brazil  t  from  the  same  Placse,  against  a  Renewal  of 
Hie  East*India  Company's  Charter:  also  for  the  Reduction 
of  the  Dutgr  on  Five  Insuraooes,  andon  Manne  Insurances. 
— By  Mr.  "^trbll.  Colonel  Oeamt,  Mr.  H.  Handlbt, 
Mr.  RroBR.  Mr.  pLUMprnn,  and  Sir  S.  Knatcbbull, 
from  aevenl  Plaocai-^against  the  Malt  Duty.^By  Sir  C 
KNAit!iiBui.i4,  from  Aylesftod,  (br  a  I^aw  to  enforce  the 
Better  Observance  of  the  SabbiUh ;  and  from  the  Clergy  of 
Canterbury,  against  the  Irish  Church  Refbnn  Bill.— By  Mr. 
G.  V,  Youvo,  Mr.  Habut,  ImA  MoLTNnux,  the  Sou- 
ciToa^aNtiUL,  Sir  R.  Prick,  Sir  G.  Stavntow,  Mr. 
CAVBNDtaB,  Mr.  Pbask,  Mr.  Bknktt,  Mr.  W.  Whit- 

>    voBB,  Mr.  STXtTART,  Mr.  KSKNB9V,  Mr.  E.  B4iurA8ii, 

.  air  JUtpx  Lorsa,  Mr.  Hbbbsrt  CuBTVia,  Mr.  Thick- 
Niaai,  Mr.  Lanooalb,  Mr.  Oivbtt,  Mr.  HoaiciNa,  Mr. 
Ttrbll,  Sir  Oborob  Grbt,  Mr.  Milohay,  Mr.  Mars- 
LANn,  Mr<  HoDMOir,  Mr.  B.  B.  Clivb,  Mr.  Tbvittwn, 
Uk^  Mobpbth.  Mr.  Wclbt,  Mr.  R.  OawAU),  Mr. 
Brooib,  Mr-  Blamirb,  Mr.  R.  Walkbr,  SirGRArSKi^ 
WITS,  Mr.  H.  Hakolbt,  Mr.  Pldmptrb,  Sir  W.  Chav- 
MB,  Lavd  TIseountLrNUiY,  Mr.RiDBR,  Sir  H.  Vbrbbt, 
Mr.  WAx/rBR,  Mr.  J.  Pab&bb,  Mr.  Mbtbubm,  Mr.  J.  G. 
Hkathcotr,  Mr.  Dasrwooo,  Mr.  Wilks,  Lord  John 
lluMSLU  iud  Mr.  Fbntov,  from  a  Number  of  Plaecs,->- 
Bgainat  Slavetyi^By  Mr.  LiirifABO,  fipm  DisseBtext  of 
BodiiQg,  and  another  Place,^4br  a  Charter  to  the  London 
Univenity.— By  Mr.  Tbnnybon,  from  certain  Retail 
Dutsheta  of  London,  ivaiast  Li^gisla^e  Enactmento  r^- 
tivB  In  the  OhHrraoeeof  the  Lord's  Day.— -By  Sir  G.  Svaui- 
ToB*  and  several  Hon.  Mbmbbbb,  from  many  Places,— 
ibr  the  Better  Observanoe  of  the  Sabbath. — ^By  Mr.  Hono- 
aoB,  and  Mr.  PtontTB*,  from  NeiMBatle>upon-Tyne,  and 
Ht.  A|idre«i!i  for  a  Repealof  the  Duty  cm  Stamped  ReosiplB. 
—  By  Oolonel  Vbrbbr,  from  Carrickftrgus,  against  the 
Chureh  TMnporalities  (Irdond)  BilI.-->By  Mr.  WaltbB, 
from  the  Lieansed  VictnallBiii  of  HenIey>upQn'ThameB, 
eoinpiaining  of  the  In^uality  of  l*axatiai|  as  regazding 
Innkeepers.— By  Mr.  R.  Walbbr.  from  Bury,  Lancaster, 
Ibr  RinioYing  the  CivU  Disabilitiea  afllaCing  the  Jews. 
•^■y  Mr.  OtVAiLD,  from  Beith  and  pittenisaen,  for 
Amending  the  Law  of  Church  Patronage  in  Scotland.— 
fiy  Measii.  Dvii&o#,  and  Obwauh  tnm  the  Hand-loom 


WcBYen  of  iBveisl  Places,  §k  a  Board  of  Trade,  andfov 
Relief.— By  Mr.  HoneaON,  Mr.  O'Dwybr,  Mr.  Fobt. 
Mr.  WiLSs,  and  Mr.  Waltbr,  from  Clitheroe,  Cashel, 
and  other  Places,— for  Amending  the  Laws  rdative  to 
Corporation8.'->By  Lord  Morpbth,  Mr.  Bbotbbrtob, 
Mr.  WiLKB,  and  Mr.  T.  B.  Lbbnaro,  from  Rodidale, 
and  odier  Places,— for  Relief  to  the  Dissenters  from  the 
CivilDisaUIities  al&cting  them. — By  Lord  Jobb  Rusbbli., 
and  Mr.  Fitzsimon,  from  Congregations  of  Separatists^ 
Dublin  and  Clara,— 4br  substituting  in  their  Case  s 
Solemn  Affirmation  instead  of  an  Oath. 


Agricultural  Distress.]  On  the 
Motion  of  Lord  Althorp  that  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  going  into  a  Committee  of 
Supply  be  read, 

The  Marquess  of  Chandos  rose  pursuant 
to  notice  to  propose  a  Resolution  on  the 
subject  of  Agricultural  Distress.  The 
noble  Marquess  referred  to  the  Budget  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  which 
he  observed  no  adequate  relief  was  pro* 
posod  to  be  given  to  the  suffering  agricul- 
tural classes  of  this  country.  The  full 
amount  of  the  relief  from  taxation,  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord  to  be  given  to  the 
agricultural  classes  was  not  more  than 
33,000/.  Tiles  did  not  much  concern 
that  cl^ss,  particularly  as  tiles  used  in 
draining  at  present  paid  no  duty.  Then 
there  was  no  remission  of  tax  pressing 
upon  agriculturists  but  that  upon  taxed 
carts  and  bailiffs.  These  items,  although 
satisfactory  as  far  as  they  went,  yet  did 
not  go  far  enough.  Every  landed  Gentle- 
man in  that  House  well  knew,  that  upon 
looking  round  about  his  estate  he  saw 
nothing  but  distress,  which  had  now  gone 
on  increasing  for  some  time.  He  did  not 
wish  to  put  the  agriculturists  above 
other  classes ;  but  he  wished  to  see  them 
put  upon  a  level  with  other  classes  ;  that 
was  all  he  desired,  and  all  that  his  Reso- 
lution proposed.  Year  after  year  they  had 
been  told  to  wait  for  relief  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  but  each  year 
found  them  where  the  last  had  left  them 
in  point  of  taxation.  Speaking  from  his 
own  experience,  so  far  as  the  county  of 
Buckingham  was  concerned,  he  could 
confidently  state,  that  the  agricultural 
labourers  were  in  a  state  of  great  distress ; 
and  he  knew  of  no  means  by  which  they 
could  be  relieved,  unless  something  could 
be  done  to  enable  the  farmer  to  pay  good 
wages.  If  something  to  this  effect  were 
not  done,  a  greater  number  of  labourers 
must  go  upon  the  parish  for  support,  and 
confusion  would  be  the  natural  sequel. 
He  only  called  upon  the  noble  Lord  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  dole  out 
his  relief  to  the  agriculturist  as  well  at  to 
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the  manufacturer.  Re  wished  the  noble 
Lord  would  show  him  where  relief  had  been 
given  to  the  farmer  in  any  of  the  remis- 
sions of  taxation  that  had  taken  place 
within  the  last  five  or  six  years.  He  well 
knew  the  difficulties  the  noble  Lord  had 
to  contend  against,  and  it  was  not  his  wish 
to  embarrass  him  or  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. .  He  was  only  discharging  what  he 
considered  to  be  his  duty  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  claims  of  a  large  class  of  his 
Majesty's  subjects.  He  did  not  wish  to 
keep  the  House  from  the  business  of  the 
evening.  He  would  not,  therefore,  dwell 
upon  the  subject  at  greater  length.  It 
could  not  be  denied,  that  the  agncultural 
classes  were  at  present  suffering  much 
from  distress,  and  that  they  were  as  de- 
serving of  the  consideration  of  the  House 
as  any  other  class.  Had  he  not  taken  the 
present  opportunity  of  making  those  few 
observations,  such  was  the  state  of  the 
business  fixed  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  that  he  should  not  have  had  an 
opportunity  for  two  months  to  come.  His 
Resolution  would  pledge  the  House  to 
nothing  further  than  the  simple  declara- 
tion that  the  agriculturists  were  as  much 
entitled  to  relief  from  taxation  as  any  other 
class.  He  did  not  see  how  such  a  Reso- 
lution could  be  objected  to ;  and  he  hoped 
the  landed  Gentlemen  in  that  House  would 
at  all  events  support  him.  He  called  upon 
them,  and  the  Representatives  of  other 
interests  in  the  House,  to  look  at  the  state 
of  the  country,  with  a  falling  tenantry  and 
a  distressed  race  of  agricultural  labourers, 
and  then  to  say  whether  they  would  nega- 
tive his  Resolution.  The  noble  Marquess 
concluded  by  moving  as  follows  : — '*  Re- 
solved, That  in  any  reduction  of  taxation 
which  may  be  considered  expedient,  it  is 
necessary  that  the  interests  of  the  agricul- 
tural portion  of  the  community  should  be 
duly  considered." 

Mr.  Robert  Palmer  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion, and  assured  the  House  that  the 
farmers  did  really  suffer  severely  from 
distress.  It  was  quite  as  necessary  that 
they  should  be  relieved  as  that  other  por- 
tions of  the  community  should  have  taxes 
removed  from  them.  They  required  relief 
as  much  as  the  people  of  the  metropolis, 
though  they  were  not  able  to  get  up  such 
a  large  meeting  as  that  of  yesterday.  The 
noble  Lord  had  only  relieved  the  agricul- 
tural interest  to  the  extent  of  about  36,000/. 
for  that  was  the  amount  of  the  reduction  on 
taxed.carta  and  bailiffs.    As  to  the  other 


petty  matters  which  were  suppcm^  to 
relieve  them,  he  believed  that  they  aifected 
the  farmers  but  little,  if  at  all.  He  en- 
treated the  noble  Lord  to  believe,  that  this 
Motion  was  not  made  with  a  view  to  em- 
barrass the  Government,  but  only  from  a 
knowledge  of  the  absolute  necessity  of 
doing  something  for  the  farmer. 

Mr.  Cobbett  said,  that  all  portions  of  the 
people'  required  relief  from  the  very  heavy 
taxation  which  now  oppressed  them.  All 
classes  of  the  community  were  justified  in 
making  efforts  to  relieve  themselves ;  but 
the  question  was,  what  must  the  Ministers 
do  in  order  to  be  able  to  take  off  these 
burthens  ?  At  a  county  meeting  in  Kent, 
he  had  told  the  people  that  they  must  tell 
the  Government  what  part  of  the  expendi- 
ture could  be  reduced,  and  must  be  re- 
duced, and  that  they  would  stand  by  the 
Government  in  its  reduction; 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  it  was  impos- 
sible not  to  agree  with  the  principle  or  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord.  He  could  not, 
however,  quite  agree  with'  the  mode  of 
reasoning  of  the  noble  Marquess,  or  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  appeared  to  think 
that  there  was  no  relief  for  the  cultivators 
of  the  soil,  unless  taxes  that  pressed 
directly  upon  them  were  removed.  He 
was  not  of  that  opinion.  So  far  from  it, 
he  believed  that  taxes  which  pressed 
directly  upon  them  would  not  relieve  them 
nor  the  countrv  so  much  as  other  taxes  of 
a  more  general  nature.  On  what  did  the 
profits,  emoluments,  and  livelihood  of  the 
cultivators  of  the  soil  depend?  On  the 
consumption  of  their  produce.  Now  the 
taxes  the  removal  of  which  would  most 
relieve  them  were  taxes  upon  the  produc- 
tive industry  of  the  country,  which  inter- 
fered with  the  means  of  the  consumption 
of  the  country.  His  object  had  been  to 
take  off  those  taxes,  the  removal  of  which 
would  give  the  most  general  relief  to  the 
country;  for  though  the  amount  of  the 
relief  might  not  be  great,  the  comfort  of 
the  country  would  be  increased  to  that 
amount;  and  by  so  doing,  he  was  reliev- 
ing, not  only  tne  other  portions  of  the 
people,  but  the  agricultoral  interest  itself. 
He  denied,  however,  that  the  reductions 
he  had  effected  had  been  of  little  use  to 
the  agricultural  interest.  He  *  was  ceitsio 
that  farmers  would  feel  considerable  bene- 
fit from  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  Ules, 
as  well  as  that  upon  taxed  carts  and 
bailiffs.  He  had  before  now  stated  why 
he  could  not  remove  the  Halt-tax.    H« 
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knew  not  what  tax  the  noble  Marquess 
would  have  him  remove. 

The  Marquess  of  Chandos  :  The  tax 
upon  the  insurance  of  agricultural  stock. 

Lord  Altharp  though t,  that  the  taxes 
he  had  proposed  to  take  off  were  much 
better  selected  than  that  mentioned  by  the 
noble  Marquess.  He  could  not  object  to 
the  aentiment  contained  in  the  Resolution, 
but  he  did  object  to  it  when  proposed  as 
an  Amendment  upon  the  Motion  he  (Lord 
Althorp)  had  previously  made.  It  would 
interfere  with  the  progress  of  other  mea- 
sures. 

Mr.  Methuen  admitted  the  existence  of 
distress  amongst  the  agricultural  classes, 
but  agreed  with  his  noble  friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  in  thinking  that 
relief  might  be  administered  indirectly  by 
a  reduction  of  taxation  as  well  as  directly. 
He  knew  of  an  instance,  which  he  believed 
wa&  one  of  many,  where  twenty-five  ma- 
nufacturing workmen  came  to  an  agricul- 
tural •  parish  to  burthen  the  rates,  in  con- 
sequence of  their  being  thrown  out  of 
employment  in  the  town  in  which  they  had 
been  working.  He  thought  that  as  the 
noble  Lord  had  agreed  to  a  Committee  on 
manufacturing  distress  the  noble  Marquess 
should  for  the  present  withdraw  his 
Motiqn. 

Sir  Tkamas  Freemantle  observed,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  saved  them  from  the 
difficulty  in  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Oldham  would  place  them,  by  himself 
admitting,  that  he  had  a  surplus  available 
for  the  reduction  of  taxation.  The  ques- 
tion then  fairly  arose  as  to  what  taxes  in 
particular  they  should  remove  or  reduce 
with  this  surplus.  He  could  not  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  to  take  a  tax  off 
one  class  was  as  efficient  relief  to  another 
class  as  if  the  tax  were  taken  off  that  other 
class,  any  more  than  he  could  agree  that 
if  two  men  were  climbing  a  hill,  and  the 
pack  were  taken  off  one  man's  shoulders, 
that  that  would  be  the  same  relief  to  the 
other  as  if  it  had  been  taken  off  his.  It 
was  no  satisfaction  to  the  agriculturist 
when  he  asked  to  have  the  tax  taken 
off  the  insurance  of  agricultural  property 
to  teli  him  that  the  shipping  interest  was 
greatly  relieved  by  having  the  tax  on 
marine  insurances  taken  off.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  only  thrown 
out  a  tub  to  the  whale,  and  he  hoped  the 
landed  interest  would  not  go  swimming 
after  that  tub.  The  agriculturists  had 
dxbibited  the  most  ^empl^y  patience 


under  their  distresses;  and  had  it  not 
been  for  the  farmers  taking  up  the  Reform 
Bill  and  throwing  their  weight  into  the 
scale  of  Ministers,  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  that  Bill  would  not  have 
passed.  They  were  now  getting  tired  of 
the  word  Reform,  which  had  done  nothing 
for  them.  On  that  score,  if  on  none  other, 
the  noble  Lord,  he  thought,  ought  to  do 
something  for  that  interest. 

Mr.  SUmey  added  his  request  to  that  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Wiltshire,  for  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Resolution ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  grant  the  remission  of 
the  tax  on  insurances  on  agricultural 
property.  A  Bill,  however,  would  soon 
be  before  the  House — he  meant  the  Bill 
for  the  commutation  of  tithes,  which,  be 
trusted,  would  fulfil  the  prospects  it  held 
out  of  a^ording  great  and  permanent  relief 
to  the  agricultural  portion  of  the  commu- 
nity. 

Mr.  Rigby  Wason  thought  the  position 
laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp) 
with  respect  to  the  effects  of  reductions  in 
taxation  so  clear  that  no  one  could  dispute 
it.  He  thought  it  the  soundest  policy  to 
benefit  the  agriculturists  by  enabling  the 
manufacturing  classes  to  purchase  more 
freely  the  produce  of  the  land.  He  agreed 
with  the  noble  Marquess  in  thinking,  that 
if  the  noble  Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  persist  in  his  intention 
to  reduce  the  duty  on  marine  insurances, 
it  would  be  only  just,  that  he  should  take 
off  the  duty  upon  insurances  of  agricuU 
tural  produce.  If,  however,  his  noble 
friend  could  show,  as  no  doubt  he  could, 
that  the  effect  of  the  duty  upon  marine 
Insurances  had  been,  that  a  great  number 
of  them  were  at  present  made  in  Holland, 
that  circumstance  would  take  that  tax  out 
of  the  rule  which  it  was  proper  to  adhere 
to,  that  no  particular  interest  should  be 
relieved  unless  the  doing  so  would  afford 
relief  to  the  general  interests  of  the  country. 
This  tax  was  taken  off  not  so  much  to 
benefit  a  particular  class  as  to  prevent  us 
losing  a  beneficial  employment  of  capital. 
Let  the  House,  he  would  say,  determine 
to  lay  on  a  Property-tax,  and  then  the 
agricultural  interest  might  expect  to  obtain 
that  relief  which  it  demanded,  in  .common 
with  the  commercial,  manufacturing,  and 
trading  interests  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Henry  Handley  said,  that  as  the 
Representative  of  a  large  agricultural 
county,  he  must  state  that  the  agricul- 
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tural  interest  was  in  a  most  deplorable 
state  of  distress  at  present.  Since  the 
noble  Lord  had  brought  forward  his  finan- 
cial statement  he  (Mr.  Handley)  had  re^ 
ceived  several  letters  from  that  part  of  the 
country,  expressive  not  only  of  disappoint- 
ment, but  of  despair,  in  consequence  of 
that  statement.  The  agricultural  interest 
had  suffered  a  long  time  in  silence ;  instead 
of  exhibiting  what  had  been  termed  **  an 
ignorant  impatience  of  taxation,"  they  had 
displayed,  on  the  contrary,  an  ignorant 

t>atience  of  it ;  but  they  would  do  so  no 
onger.  They  saw  that  almost  every  day 
deputations  from  other  interests  were  wait" 
ing  upon  the  noble  Lord,  and  they  uni<* 
formly  saw  the  effect  of  such  interviews 
afterwards  manifested  in  the  removal  of 
those  burthens  of  which  those  interests 
complained.  The  agricultural  interest 
were  determined  to  profit  by  the  example, 
and  very  probably  some  of  these  fine  days 
he  (Mr.  Handley)  should  have  the  plea- 
sure, in  company  with  others,  of  waiting 
upon  the  noble  Lord, 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergnsson  said,  that  he  for 
one  approved  of  the  Budget  of  the  noble 
Lord.  Whether  the  noble  Lord  might  not 
go  further  in  the  way  of  reduction  he  would 
not  now  argue ;  but  as  far  as  the  noble 
Lord  went,  he  thought  that  the  noble  Lord 
liad  made  a  judicious  selection  of  taxes  for 
reduction  ;  at  the  same  time  he  must  say 
that  in  the  proposed  reduction  of  taxes 
sufficient  relief  was  not  afforded  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  He  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord  to  give  his  favourable  consi- 
deration to  the  claims  of  that  interest.  It 
was  one,  with  regard  to  the  distress  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  himself  admitted 
that  there  was  no  doubt,  and,  therefore,  it 
was  one  which  he  should  be  most  ready 
to  believe.  The  noble  Lord,  according^  to 
his  own  statement,  would,  after  the  reduc- 
tion of  taxes  which  he  proposed,  have  still 
a  surplus  of  500,0001.  Now,  under  the 
particular  circumstances  of  the  agricul^ 
tural  interest  at  present,  he  (Mr.  Fergus- 
son)  thought  that  a  portion  of  that  surplus 
might  be  applied  to  the  relief  of  that 
interest.  The  surplus  had  certainly  been 
often  risked  before,  under  circumstances 
that  called  much  less  for  such  a  sacrifice. 
Unless  something  was  done,  and  that  speed« 
fly.  too,  for  the  relief  of  the  agricultural 
interest,  and  for  remedying  the  abuses  of 
the  Poor-laws,  the  land-owners,  the  land- 
occupiers,  and  the  labourers  would    be 
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paupers  would  b^*ome  the  proprietof*  t/l 
the  soil.  He  thought,  at  m  events^  thftt 
the  noble  Lord  should  giv«  up  the  duty 
upon  insurances  upt>nagt'lealtural  produce. 
His  doing  so  Wotlld  lifiord  a  sensible  relief 
to  the  agricultural  interest.  He  WOuM 
certftibly  vote  fbr  the  Motbn  of  the  noUe 
Marquess.  In  doing  so,  he  dlsdalttied 
any  idea  or  Wbh  of  embatrassffig  ft  Qo- 
vernment  which  he  was  moit  detfiMis  to 
support. 

Sir  Matthew  Wkite  RidUy  said,  dMt  at 
the  noble  Marque^ft  had  held  out  as  a  40rt 
of  threat,  that  the  farmers  would  know 
their  friends  by  the  division  upon  this  Mo- 
tion, he  was  anxious  to  st«te  hi«  reaMmii 
for  voting  against  it.  He  wa«  from  prfti-t 
ciple,  and  from  self-intereit,  as  firm  a 
friend  to  the  agricultural  Interest  as  the 
noble  Msirquess,  but  he  ($ould  not  tetelbr 
this  Motion,  and  for  this  simple  reason— ^ 
that  he  did  not  «ee  any  tat  which  was 
inimedilitely  pr6Mtng  upon  the  aftlidultwrai 
interest,  that  could  be  reduced  consiateiitly 
with  the  maintenance  of  the  tevetnie,  89 
as  to  tdfot^  that  interest  elfecttitl  f^L 
His  tiext  reason  for  voting  against  thie 
Motion  was,  that  as  the  noble  Lord  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  h«d  giteii 
notice  of  the  appointment  of  a  C4>minitteie 
on  the  subject  of  agricultural  diaerese,  it 
appeared  io  him  tirat  the  Hotfae  slMMIId 
wait  entfl  that  inquiry  was  teftninailed,  mt»A 
the  Committee  had  made  its  fteport, 
before  it  pledged  iteelf  to  aAy  partieahlr 
course  apob  the  subject. 

Mr.  Hume  Sflttd,  be  wae  as  a»xf<Piis  to 
afford  relief  to  the  agriculteral  Interest,  ae 
the  noble  Lord,  the  meiiber  fbr  Becking* 
htfinshife  \  he  would,  however,  i^ieve  it 
sffnoltaneonsly  with  all  either  laieT^sIs  \n 
the  coontry*  He  eofifi^aed  diet  he  had 
beeo  astonished  by  the  speddi  of  the  hum. 
member  for  Kirkcudbright.  That  ken. 
Men>beFwas,  it  appeared,  ef  opitiien,  that 
of  aill  classes  of  the  coittflry  the  agiie^ 
tural  Interest  toott  fe«(ifi#ed  feNeH  Ntvw, 
when  Gentlemen  talked  so,  they  stemeti 
to  forget  the  lAoeopoly  wbkli  ImhI  hieii  $o 
long  granted  to  the  a^ienltiiiiil  inttfftrt 
upon  that  most  hnportetit  of  ftH  attieies-* 
the  article  of  food.  For  the  ttdfantage  of 
the  agrlceltural  Inieresit  the  people  of  this 
coontry  had  been  obliged  to  pay  for  their 
food  more  than  they  otherwise  woeld  be 
obliged  to  pay  for  \U  Etery  loef  of  biead« 
every  oniice  of  fleur,  and  every  ouaee  of 
meat,  that  were  consomed  by  Ad  people  of 
mYolVed  in  one  common  ruin,  and  the  I  Ibie  tiovnttfi  were  taxed  for  the  peoriiir 
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knew  not  what  tax  the  noble  Marquess 
would  have  him  remove. 

The  Marquess  of  Chandos  :  The  tax 
upon  the  insurance  of  agricultural  stock. 

Lord  Altharp  thought,  that  the  taxes 
he  had  proposed  to  take  off  were  much 
better  selected  than  that  mentioned  by  the 
noble  Marquess.  He  could  not  object  to 
the  sentiment  contained  in  the  Resolution, 
but  he  did  object  to  it  when  proposed  as 
an  Amendment  upon  the  Motion  ne  (Lord 
Althorp)  had  previously  made.  It  would 
interfere  with  the  pi-ogress  of  other  mea- 
sures. 

Mr.  Methuen  admitted  the  existence  of 
distress  amongst  the  agricultural  classes, 
but  agreed  with  his  noble  friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  in  thinking  that 
relief  might  be  administered  indirectly  by 
a  reduction  of  taxation  as  well  as  directly. 
He  knew  of  an  instance,  which  he  believed 
wa&  one  of  many,  where  twenty-five  ma- 
nufacturing workmen  came  to  an  agricul- 
tural parish  to  burthen  the  rates,  in  con- 
sequence of  their  being  thrown  out  of 
employment  in  the  town  in  which  they  had 
been  working.  He  thought  that  as  the 
noble  Lord  had  agreed  to  a  Committee  on 
manufacturing  distress  the  noble  Marquess 
should  for  the  present  withdraw  his 
Motipn. 

Sir  Thomas  Freemantk  observed,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  saved  them  from  the 
difficulty  in  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Oldham  would  place  them,  by  himself 
admitting,  that  he  had  a  surplus  available 
for  the  reduction  of  taxation.  The  ques- 
tion then  fairly  arose  as  to  what  taxes  in 
particular  they  should  remove  or  reduce 
with  this  surplus.  He  could  not  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  to  take  a  tax  off 
one  class  was  as  efficient  relief  to  another 
class  as  if  the  tax  were  taken  off  that  other 
class,  any  more  than  he  could  agree  that 
if  two  men  were  climbing  a  hill,  and  the 
pack  were  taken  off  one  man's  shoulders, 
that  that  would  be*  the  same  relief  to  the 
other  as  if  it  had  been  taken  off  his.  It 
was  no  satisfaction  to  the  agriculturist 
when  he  asked  to  have  the  tax  taken 
off  the  insurance  of  agricultural  property 
to  tell  him  that  the  shipping  interest  was 
greatly  relieved  by  having  the  tax  on 
marine  insurances  taken  off.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  only  thrown 
out  a  tub  to  the  whale,  and  he  hoped  the 
landed  interest  would  not  go  swimming 
after  that  tub.  The  agriculturists  had 
d^bibitod  tb«  most  ^empl^ry  patience 


under  their  distresses;  and  had  it  not 
been  for  the  farmers  taking  up  the  Reform 
Bill  and  throwing  their  weight  into  the 
scale  of  Ministers,  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  that  Bill  would  not  have 
passed.  They  were  now  getting  tired  of 
the  word  Reform,  which  had  done  nothing 
for  them.  On  that  score,  if  on  none  other, 
the  noble  Lord,  he  thought,  ought  to  do 
something  for  that  interest. 

Mr.  Slaney  added  his  request  to  that  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Wiltshire,  for  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Resolution ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  grant  the  remission  of 
the  tax  on  insurances  on  agricultural 
property.  A  Bill,  however,  would  soon 
be  before  the  House — he  meant  the  Bill 
for  the  commutation  of  tithes,  which,  be 
trusted,  would  fulfil  the  prospects  it  held 
out  of  affording  great  and  pernianent  relief 
to  the  agricultural  portion  of  the  commu- 
nity. 

Mr.  Rigby  Wason  thought  the  position 
laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp) 
with  respect  to  the  effects  of  reductions  in 
taxation  so  clear  that  no  one  could  dispute 
it.  He  thought  it  the  soundest  policy  to 
benefit  the  agriculturists  by  enabling  the 
manufacturing  classes  to  purchase  more 
freely  the  produce  of  the  land.  He  agreed 
with  the  noble  Marquess  in  thinking,  that 
if  the  noble  Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  persist  in  his  intention 
to  reduce  the  duty  on  marine  insurances, 
it  would  be  only  just,  that  he  should  take 
off  the  duty  upon  insurances  of  agricuU 
tural  produce.  If,  however,  his  noble 
friend  could  show,  as  no  doubt  he  could, 
that  the  effect  of  the  duty  upon  marine 
insurances  had  been,  that  a  great  number 
of  them  were  at  present  made  in  Holland, 
that  circumstance  would  take  that  tax  out 
of  the  rule  which  it  was  proper  to  adhere 
to,  that  no  particular  interest  should  be 
relieved  unless  the  doing  so  would  afford 
relief  to  the  general  interests  of  the  country. 
This  tax  was  taken  off  not  so  much  to 
benefit  a  particular  class  as  to  prevent  us 
losing  a  beneficial  employment  of  capital. 
Let  the  House,  he  would  say,  determine 
to  lay  on  a  Property-tax,  and  then  the 
agricultural  interest  might  expect  to  obtain 
that  relief  which  it  demanded,  in  .common 
with  the  commercial,  manufacturing,  and 
trading  interests  of  the  country. 
.  Mr,  Henry  Handley  said,  that  as  the 
Representative  of  a  large  agricultural 
county,  he  must  state  that  the  agricuU 
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had  received  from  Caithness,  he  was  as* 
sured,  by  a  public-spirited  proprietor, 
that  "  agriculturists  never  were  more  de- 
pressed, and  that  unless  public  burthens 
be  diminished,  they  must  all  stop  pay- 
ment." He  should  not  at  present  discuss 
the  sources  of  the  pressure  of  which  land- 
lords and  farmers  were  complaining,  but 
he  could  not  help  considering  the  mone- 
tary system  as  one  great  and  leading 
cause.  Indeed  the  present  distress  and 
the  present  currency  seemed  to  him  as  in- 
separable as  the  Siamese  twins ;  whenever 
you  look  at  the  one,  the  other  unavoidably 
atares  you  in  the  face.  The  success  of 
this  proposition  would  be  hailed  with  satis- 
faction by  the  proprietors  and  tenantry  of 
Scotland  as  an  omen  of  approaching  re- 
lief. 

Sit  Edward  Knaichbull  said,  that  the 
opinions  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mc-  Hume) 
would  not  surprise  this  House,  but  they 
certainly  would  be  likely  to  lead  persons 
out  of  this  House  much  astray  as  to  the 
objects,  and  intentions,  and  interests  of  the 
agricultural  portion  of  the  community. 
He  (Sir  £.  Knatchbull)  was  an  advocate 
for  the  agricultural  interest,  but  he  never 
attempted  to  support  it  at  the  expense  of 
any  other  interest.  He  sought  for  justice 
—he  sought  for  right — ^he  sought,  as  he 
was  bound  to  do,  for  protection  to  the 
agricultural  interest ;  but  he  sought  for  no 
monopoly,  neither  did  he  seek  to  enforce 
the  rights  of  the  agricultural  interest 
with  •*  unclean  hands."  The  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  thought,  perhaps,  that 
he  might  gain  some  popularity  by  attack- 
ing the  agricultural  interest ;  but  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member,  that  any  such 
popularity  would  be  of  very  short  duration. 
No  one  could  doubt  but  that  the  noble 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  promised 
a  partial  relief  to  the  agricultural  interests ; 
he  had  promised  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  nature  and  causes  of  their  distress ; 
and  he  had  only  to  hope  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  fail  in  the  full  performance 
of  his  promise.  From  time  to  time  a  great 
deal  had  been  said  about  the  Corn  Laws ; 
he  did  not  on  this  occasion  wish  to  open 
that  fertile  topic  of  discussion ;  and  all  he 
would  now  say  was,  that  he  wished  it 
could  be  fairly  and  dispassionately  consi- 
dered, while  his  apprehensions  were  that 
it  could  not.  Upon  principle  he  was  called 
upon  to  support  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  he  only  regretted,  that  in 
the  remission^  of  taxes  proposed  by  the 


noble  Lord,  the  Chancdlor  of  tfae£iiohe- 
quer,  a  greater  degree  of  regard  had  not 
been  paid  to  the  agricultural  interesL  The 
remission  of  the  tax  upon  tiltts,  and  the 
half  repeal  of  the  duty  upon  aoap,  oosld 
not  give  general  satisfactioii,  and  he 
thought,  that  by  this  time,  the  noble  i^vd 
must  be  firmly  convinced  of  it.  The  noble 
Lord,  should  recollect  that  up  to  this  boor 
the  agricultural  interest  had  occupied  bet 
little  of  the  attention  of  the  House,  al- 
though it  must  be  well  known  that  in  times 
of  peril  and  distress  they  were  foremost 
in  meeting  with  loyalty  and  cheerfulness 
the  many  burthens  which  were  imposed 
upon  them.  These  were  considerations 
which  should  have  their  effect  upon  the 
noble  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as 
well  as  with  the  House,  and  he  hoped  it 
was  not  yet  too  late  for  the  noble  Lord  to 
reconsider  his  Budget,and  if  he  could  make 
any  alteration  in  it,  that  such  an  alteratioo 
should  be  in  favour  of  the  agricultural  la- 
terest. 

Mr.  0*Connell  said,  that  his  hon.  frieod, 
the  member  for  Middlesex,  waa  gready 
misunderstood,  when  it  was  supposed  that 
he  meant  anything  offensive  to  the  advo* 
cates  of  the  agricultural  interests  by  say* 
ing  that  they  should  come  there  with  clean 
hands.  The  mistake  only  exemplified  the 
danger  of  using  figures  of  speech,  and 
certainly  his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for 
Middlesex,  was  more  expert  at  figures  of 
arithmetic  than  at  figures  of  rhetoric.  All 
that  his  hon.  friend  meant  was,  that  the 
agricultural  interest  should  give  up  their 
monopoly  in  com  before  they  called  for 
relief.  As  there  was  as  great  agrieoltti/ai 
distress  in  Ireland  as  in  England,  he 
would  vote  for  the  Motion  of  die  noble 
Marquess. 

Mr.  Thomas  Atiwood  wished  to  know 
what  was  meant  by  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  Did  he  mean  to  say 
that  the  Corn  Laws  did  not  afford  suffici- 
ent protection  to  landowners  and  the 
landed  interest?  In  consequence  of  the 
Resolution  which  was  carried  on  Wednes- 
day night,  it  would  be  imposaible  k)ng  to 
retain  the  Com  Laws.  He  would  take 
that  opportunity  to  give  notice,  that  npoo 
an  early  day  he  would  move  for  the  total 
repeal  of  all  the  Com  Laws,  and  of  all  li^ 
of  any  kind — [/mmenie  LamghUf^  " 
hon.  Members  would  wait  till  his  seotesee 
had  been  concluded  they  would  hi^ 
spared    their  laughter.      He  now  g*^ 

notice  that  he  would,  on  aa  eady  daji  o^ 
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f(i»r  a  totd  repeal  of  the  Cora  Laws,  and 
of  all  laws  the  effect  of  which  was  to  im- 
pose a. duty  upon  the  importation  of  the 
articles  of  food.  He  had  had  that  notice 
for  some  weeks  in  his  pocket,  and  he  was 
determined  at  an  early  day  to  bring  the 
Motion  forward  :  while  they  had  a  restrict- 
ed and  contracted  currency,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  keep  up  the  Corn  Laws. 

The  Honse  divided  on  the  Amendment : 
Ayes  90;  Noes  118.— Majority  against 
the  Resolution  28. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Aglionby,  H.  A.  Lincoln,  Earl  of 

Arbuthnot,  Hon.  H.  Lygon,  Hon.  Colonel 

Attwood,  M.  Manners,  Lord  R. 

BaHbar,J.  Martin,  T.B. 

Baring,  A.  Maxwell,  Sir  J, 

Barnard,  £.  G.  Maxwell,  T.  W. 

Bel],  M.  NichoU,  J. 

Bethell,  R.  O'Connell,  D. 

Blackstone,  W.  S.  O'Connell,  M. 

Btamire,  W.  Ossulston,  Lord 

Bruce,  Lord  E.  Oswald,  R.  A. 

Barren,  Sir  C.  Palmer,  R. 

CbapUo,  T.  Parker,  Sir  H. 

Clive,  fion.  R.  Patten,  W. 

Cobbett,  W.  Pease,  J. 

Crawley,  S.  Perceval,  Colonel 

Curteis,  H.  B.  Plumptre^  J.  P. 
Curteis,  Captain  E.B.    Rickford,  W. 

Denison,  J.  E,  Ruthven,  E.  S. 

Dilwyn,  L.  W.  Ruthren,  E. 

Dogdale,  W.  S.  Sanderson,  R.. 
DuDcombe,  Hon.  W.    Aheppard,  T. 

EgertoD,  T.  Simeon,  Sir  R. 

Estcourt,  T.  B.  Sinclair,  G. 

Fancourt,  Major  Smith,  T.  A. 
Ferguson,  Captain  G«    Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Ferguson,  A.  C.  Stanley,  E. 

Fielden,  J.  Stuart,  Captain 

Finn,  W.  F.  Tennyson,  Rt. Hon. C. 

Fitzsimon,  C.  Trelawney,  W.  L.  S. 

Folkes,  Sk  W.  M.  Tynie,  C.  J.  K. 

Fox,  S.  L.  Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 

French,  F.  Verner,  W. 
Gordon,  Hon.  Cap.W.    Vincent,  Sir  F. 

GreTille,  Hon.  Sir  J.  Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 

Handley,  H.  Ward,  H.  O. 

Hanmer,  Sir  J:  Wason,  R. 

Heatheote,  G.  L  Wemyss^  Captain  J. 

Herbert,  Hon.  S.  Williams,  W.  A. 

Hodges,  T.  L.  Windham,  W.  H. 

Ingilby,  Sir  W.  A.  Yorke,  Captain  C.  P. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  tellers. 

Kerrison,  Sir  £.  Chandos,  Marquis  of 

King,  E.  B.  Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Knatcbbull,  Sir  E.  paieed-ofv. 

XiMcbfJ.  Hall,B. 

Leonard,  T.  B.  Bankes,  W. 

Malt  Duties.]  Sir  Willmm  Ingilby 
then^ceee  to  bring  forward  the  Motion  of 

wUcb  bo  had  giv€a  notice  for  a  reduction 


of  the  duty  npon  malt  to  10s.  a  quarter. 
The  hon.  Baronet  said,  that  this  tax  pressed 
most  heavily  upon  every  interest  in  the 
country,  and  he  considered  that  its  repeal, 
or  even  partial  remission,  would  be  regarded 
as  a  boon  by  the  people  generally,  without 
regard  to  tbe  particular  interest  or  class 
with  which  they  were  connected.  The 
maniifactnrer  of  Birmingham  would  ex- 
perience from  it  as  much  relief  as  the 
farmer;  and  therefore  all  were  equally 
interested  in  the  question,  which  it  was  his 
duty  now  to  bring  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  From  a  knowledge  of  the 
fact  he  could  stpite  to  the  House  that  bar- 
ley, and  that,  too,  in  his  own  dbunty,  was 
at  the  present  time  selling  at  a  lower 
price  than  the  duty  which,  if  brought  to 
the  maltster's,  must  be  paid  on  it  to  the 
Goveruroenl.  Under  such  a  state  of  things, 
it  was  apparent  that  neither  the  farmer  nor 
the  landlord  could  much  longer  exist. 
They  were  both  going  as  fast  as  they  could 
to  ruin ;  for,  oppressed  as  they  were  by 
tithes,  taxes^  rents,  and  divers  other 
charges,  what  else  could  happen  ?  But  if 
the  landlord  should  go  to  ruin,  he  should 
very  much  like  to  know  what  was  to  be- 
come of  the  fund-lord.  If  the  former 
were  to  fall  into  decay,  was  it  likely  the 
existence  of  the  latter  could  be  long  pro- 
tracted ?  In  fact,  they  were  both  so  much 
iovolved  in  one  common  interest,  and  each 
being  obliged  to  depend  so  much  upon 
tiie  other,  that  the  destruction  of  the  land- 
lord must  inevitably  bring  about  the  over- 
throw of  the  fund-lord.  This  being  the 
case,  he  earnestly  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Althorp)  would,  while  time  was  yet 
allowed  him  for  the  purpose,  reconsider  his 
Budget,  and  endeavour  to  find  out  some 
means  of  providing  a  revenue  without  en- 
forcing the  Malt-tax.  Looking  at  it  in  a 
moral  point  of  view  this  impost  was  bad, 
and  one  of  the  many  evils  resulting  from 
it  was,  that  beer-shops  were  now  as  numer- 
ous all  over  the  country  as  toadstools.  It 
placed  the  enjoyment  of  a  wholesome 
beverage  at  his  own  home  beyond  the 
reach  of  the  poor  man,  and  drove  him  to 
the  beer-shops ;  and  hence  it  was,  that 
those  nuisances  had  so  fearfully  increased 
in  all  directions.  He  contended  that  a 
larger  revenue  was  produced  by  the  former 
low  duty  upon  this  article  than  had  been 
received  since  its  increase  to  its  present 
amount,  and  this  he  urged  as  a  reason  in 
favour  of  the  proposition  which  he  intended 

to  make.    If  the  capital  of  the  bmdlord 
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occasion  alluded  to.  He  told  his  ques- 
tioners that  he  had  voted  for  a  repeal  of 
the  House  and  Window-tax,  and  other 
taxes,  because  he  thought  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  country  unnecessarily,  and 
therefore  unjustifiably^  excessive ;  and  he 
voted  for  a  repeal  of  taxes  in  order  to 
compel  the  then  Grovernment  to  lessen  the 
expenditure.  But  he  particularly  stated 
that  he  thought  this  reduction  of  expendi- 
ture the  more  called  for  and  practicable 
because  there  was  a  comparatively  large 
surplus  of  income  over  expenditure  in  the 
Exchequer  at  the  time,  he  ever  having 
held  the  opinion  that  no  such  surplus  was 
desirable  for  the  purposes  of  which  it  was 
the  pretext.  But  no  such  state  of  things 
obtained  now :  the  present  Administration 
had  cut  down  the  expenditure  to  the 
utmost  in  their  power,  and  they  had  no 
surplus  fund.  These  important  circum- 
stances, therefore,  being  now  so  different, 
he  told  the  meeting  that  he  had  not  the 
same  motive  for  a  repeal  of  those  taxes  as 
when  he  had  sat  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  Bouse.  And  that  was  what  he  said, 
and  no  more. 

Mr.  Barron  said,  that  he  should  oppose 
the  present  Motion  with  great  reluctance ; 
because,  being  a  landed  proprietor,  he 
should,  of  course,  be  very  much  benefited 
by  the  reduction  of  the  Malt-duty.  He 
could  not,  however,  vote  for  the  Motion, 
because  he  did  not  see  how  it  was  possible 
to  reduce  the  establishment  to  the  amount 
of  2,500,000/. 

Captain  Gordon  did  expect  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  have 
included  in  his  Budget  some  proposition 
to  relieve  the  agricultural  classes.  The 
reduction  of  taxation  on  taxed  carts  and 
tiles  would  not  be  felt  in  the  particular 
part  of  the  country  with  which  he  was 
connected,  because  neither  taxed  carts 
nor  tiles  were  used  there.  He  felt  bound 
in  justice  to  his  constituents  to  vote  for  a 
Motion  which  would  have  the  effect  of 
giving  some  small  relief.  He  supported 
it,  however,  for  another  reason,  namely, 
that  there  was  every  reason  to  suppose  a 
reduction  of  the  duty  would  increase  the 
consumption,  and  thus  remove  the  objec- 
tion made  by  many  bon.  Members  that  it 
was  necessary  for  the  support  of  the 
revenue. 

Mr.  O'ConneU  would  support  the  Mo- 
lion,  simply  because  it  was  a  Motion  for 
reduction  of  taxation.  It  was  the  duty  of 
the  House  to  reduce  taxation,  and  the  only 


way  to  compel  the  Ministers  to  reduce  th^ 
establishments  of  the  country  was,  to  take 
from  the  resources  of  expenditure.  Hit 
own  opinion,  however,  was,  that  the  re- 
duction of  the  Malt  Duty  by  one-lialf 
would,  by  augmenting  the  consumption, 
have  the  effect  of  increasing  the  revenue. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  he  had  made  no 
statement  to  the  effect  that  he  voted  for 
reduction  of  taxation  to  embarrass  the 
Government.  He  could  assure  the  noble 
Lord,  that  the  impression  on  the  minds  of 
a  great  number  of  the  deputation  was,  diat 
he  had  so  expressed  himself.  There  could 
be  no  doubt,  however,  that  after  the  noble 
Lord's  explanation,  that  impression  was 
erroneoun. 

Mr.  Hume  was  convinced  that  the  re- 
duction of  the  Malt-duty  one-half  would 
not  have  the  effect  of  diminishing  the 
revenue  to  that  amount.  When  the  duty 
on  spirits  and  coffee  was  reduced,  the 
consumption  greatly  increased,  and  the 
revenue,  instead  of  suffering,  was  bene- 
fited. He  was  sure,  that  if  the  present 
Motion  was  agreed  to,  the  deficit  would 
not  exceed  800,000/.  or  900,000/. ;  and 
he  thought  the  Ministers  might  manage  to 
go  on  very  well,  notwithstanding  that 
deficiency.  But  if  it  was  necessary  to 
retain  the  present  amount  of  taxation,  he 
would,  rather  than  keep  the  tax  on  malt, 
have  a  duty  to  the  same  amount  placed 
on  spirits. 

Mr.  Lloyd  said,  that,  although  repre* 
senting  an  exclusively  manufacturing  con- 
stituency, he  felt  called  upon,  in  justice  to 
the  agricultural  population,  to  vote  for  the 
Motion.  In  doingso, however,  he  expressed 
a  hope  that,  whenever  a  Motion  were  made, 
by  which  the  burthens  of  the  manufactur- 
ing population  might  be  relieved/  the  agri- 
cultural Members,  recollecting  the  support 
they  were  that  night  receiving,  would 
unite  their  efforts  in  having  it  carried. 

Mr.  Hodges  said  that,  knowiqg  what 
were  the  feelings  of  the  country  on  the 
subject  of  this  tax,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  member  for  Lincolnshire ;  at  the  same 
time  he  expressed  his  regret  that  that  Mo- 
tion did  not  go  to  the  extent  of  the  entire 
abolition  of  the  Malt-tax.  While  on  his 
legs,  he  could  not  help  observing,  that  it 
appeared  to  him  rather  a  curious  circum- 
stance to  see  those  Gentlemen  who  bad 
supported  every  Administration  thatexisted 
previous  to  the  present  one,  now  demand- 
ing a  remission  of  taxation.    In  his  opin- 
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4  poper  redifction  were  to  take  plaoe  in 
salftnBs  of  poblic  officers,  and  the  abolition 
of  sinecure  places,  he  would  undertake  to 
nny  that  its  total  repeal  would  not  oecasion 
n  lose  of  ihoretban  firom  1,200,0002.  to 
1 ,500^000ii  to  the  coffeni  ef  the  Treasury. 
He  could  see  no  iojtisdce  in  abolishing 
sinedutes,  neidiet  would  there  be  any  in 
teducingthesalariesof  publte  functionaries, 
provided  a  rale  of  strict  ilnpartiality,  ex- 
tending from  the  highest  to  the  lowest, 
was  observed.  This  might  give  from 
3,000,000/.,  to  4,000^000/.  but  that 
he  was  aware  vrould  not  be  sufl&cient 
to  enable  the  Government  to  effect  any 
Very  oonsideraUe  reductions  in  the 
taxatioa  of  the  country.  No  man 
oeiiid  be  more  anxious  than  he  was  to 
maintain  the  splendour  and  dignity  of  the 
Grdwn,  and  amply  provide  for  the  com* 
forts  of  his  Majesty ;  but,  under  the  trying 
circomstanees  in  which  the  empire  was 
placed,  he  thought  his  Majesty  might  give 
up  at  all  events  200,000/.  of  the  500,000/. 
whieh  were  paid  by  the  country  for  the 
matntenanee  of  the  Royal  Establishment. 
A  considerable  reduction  might  be  made 
ia  the  salaries  of  the  higher  Officers  of 
Slate  and  other  public  functionaries. 
They  saw  one  Judge  with  10,000/.  a-year, 
and*  another  with  5,000/. ;  but,  in  his 
opinion,  such  salaries  doubled  that  fair 
compensation  which  the  services  of  such 
men  entitled  them  to.  As  efficient  ser- 
vices might  be  obtained  for  half  that ;  and 
If  such  incomes  were  to  be  cut  down  to 
that  which  was  reasonable^  he  could  see 
no  injustice  in>it.  He  could  not  agree  to 
the  knocking  off  100/.  from  the  salary  of 
this  poor  clerk  and  200L  from  the  salary 
of  that«  but  he  could  have  no  possible  ob- 
jeetioB  to  reducing  the  salaries  of  all  pub- 
lic officein,  whether  high  or  low,  and  be- 
ginning with  the  high  in  the  same  propor- 
tioo.  This  alone  would  give  satisfaction 
lo  the  people.  He  had  given  his  support 
to  Ministers  wheiieter  he  ooald  do  so  con- 
seientfoosly^  but  he  must  say  that  the 
Budget  of  the  noble  Lord  had  been  re- 
ceived by  the  country,  not  only  with  cold- 
ness and  dissatisfkction,  but  was  looked 
upon  in  many  places  with  scorn  and  con- 
tempt 

Sir  JohnSebrighi,  though  connected  with 
the  landed  Interest,  and  representing  a 
county  in  which  perhaps  more  malt  was 
made  than  in  almost  any  other  county  in 
Btfglaadi  could  not  vote  for  the  Resolution 
ift  ki$  boo*  friendi  notwithataodiog  ho  vraa 


'US  anxious  as  any  matt  in  that  House  to 
see  the  Malt-duty  repealed.  It  might  tia- 
turally  be  expected  that,  circumstanced  as 
he  was,  he  would  sbppoH  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  {Viend  rbut  he  had  itiade  it  a  rule 
ever  since  he  bad  been  in  Parliament,  and 
he  should  not  now  depart  fh)m  thdt  rule, 
never  to  allow  personal  or  loctil  ihterestK 
to  interfere  with  the  general  good.  He  did 
notthink  tbisa  time  when  tt  was  reasonable 
to  ask  Ministers  to  take  of  this  tax,  and  If 
they  were  to  comply  with  the  wish  df  every 
hon.  Gentleman  who  desired  the  removal 
of  a  particular  tax,  they  would  soon  be 
Without  means  to  carry  on  the  Government 
of  the  country.  The  shopkeepers  and 
others  complained  bitterlv  of  the  pressure 
of  the  House  and  Window-tax,  but  he 
denied  that  they  had  any  right  to  complain 
for  it  was  not  by  them  but  by  the  lanalord 
thfit  those  and  all  other  taxes  were  paid. 
If  no  such  burthens  exi8ted,'the  landlord 
would  lay  an  additlomil  rent  that  would 
be  an  equivalent  for  those  taxes ;  and  who 
would  deny  his  right  to  do  so  ?  So  that 
in  no  case  would  the  tetiant  be  in  a  better 
situation  than  he  was ;  for,  afler  all,  it  was 
not  on  him  the  burthen  fell.  The  trades- 
man took  the  shop  to  carry  oti  his  trade, 
and  whether  he  paid  his  rent  partly  to  the 
landlord  and  partly  to  the  Governbieilt 
was  perfectly  immaterial  to  him.  It  was, 
he  thought,  obvious  that  the  Government 
could  not  take  off  this  tax  without  substi- 
tuting some  other  in  iu  stead,  and  before 
be  consented  to  its  remofval  he  should  like 
to  know  how  the  deficiency  it  woiild  occa- 
sion in  the  revenue  was  to  be  supplied. 
If  taxes  were  to  be  removed  in  this  way  he 
should  like  to  kno>^  what  was  to  become 
of  the  national  debt,  or  hi  what  way  the 
public  creditor  was  to  teceive  his  interest. 
He  fttUy  agreed  that  a  reduction  of  the 
Malt-tax  would  be  of  great  advantage  to 
the  agricultural  classes  and  the  country  at 
large;  but  at  present  he  did  not  see  bow 
it  could  be  spared;  wherefotie  he  would 
vote  against  the  Resolution  of  the  hon^ 
Baronet.  He  should  do  so  from  a  sensed 
of  his  public  duty,  and  because  he  thought 
it  would  be  for  the  general  good,  for  he 
never  would  vote  for  so  discreditable  an 
object  aS  that  of  supporting  any  proposi- 
tion merely  to  gain  popularity. 

Mr.  Ben€tt  felt  the  difficulty  which  thcS 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
pointed  out,  and  he  would  not  support  the 
Motion  for  the  reduction  of  this  tax,  un- 
lets he  could  point  mi  bow  the  interests 
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ivould  be  perfectly  consistent  in  voting  for 
the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Lincolnshire.  It  was,  however,  equally 
consistent  for  him,  as  one  of  those  who 
brought  forward  the  Bnancial  statement 
for  the  year — and  who  had  proved  by  acts, 
And  not  by  words,  their  desire  of  conduct- 
ing the  Government,  of  the  country  in  the 
full  spirit  of  economy — to  say,  that  he 
thought  it  impossible  to  make  so  large  a 
reduction  in  our  establishments  as  would 
enable  us  to  meet  the  deficiency  which 
would, be  occasioned  by  passing  this  Reso- 
lution. There  was  certainly  one  other 
method  which  had  been  stated  most  fairly 
— he  might  say  with  his  usual  fairness — 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Colchester, 
namely,  that  this,  with  some  other  taxes, 
might  be  altogether  reduced,  and  a  tax 
upon  income  or  property  substituted. 
He  admitted,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  that 
House,  after  having  provided  for  the 
national  faith  and  interests,  to  consider 
what  ways  and  means  of  raising  the  neces- 
sary taxation  would  prove  least  burthen- 
some  to  the  people.  If  the  House  con- 
sidered such  means  less  burthensome  than 
those  which  at  present  existed,  it  was  of 
course  their  duty  coadopt  that  suggestion. 
Certainly,  if  the  whole  question  of  taxation 
were  now  to  be  raised  for  the  first  time,  he 
said  he  was  inclined  to  favour  the  senti- 
ments promulgated  in  a  most  able  speech 
of  the  late  Mr.  Huskisson,  in  1830.  But, 
in  his  opinion,  if  they  were  now  to  enter 
into  such  a  commutation  he  firmly  believed 
that  the  hopes  of  the  House  would  be  dis» 
appointed,  and  that  the  discontent  and 
irritation  which  would  ensue  upon  the 
imposition  of  a  tax  which  experience  had 
proved  so  obnoxious,  would  preponderate 
over  the  satisfaction  .to  which  it  might  give 
rise.  Upon  the  whole,  then,  he  would 
leave  the  question  to  the  House,  believing, 
fortified  as  he  was  by  the  vote  of  the  other 
night,  that  the  House  would  not  on  any 
account  lend  itself  to  a  vote  by  which  the 
national  faith  might  be  rendered  liable  to 
suspicion. 

Mr.  Baring  explained.  He  had  dis- 
tinctly stated  that,  in  voting  for  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  had  by  no 
means  abandoned  the  principles  which  he 
had  hitherto  maintained  with  regard  to  the 
Sinking  Fund.  But  as  he  found  it  impos- 
sible to  convince  Ministers  of  the  pro- 
priety of  adopting  his  sentiments,  he  had 
dealt  with  them  according  to  their  own 
principles, 


Sir  Charles  Burrell  said,  he  should  vote 
for  the  hon.  Baronet's  Motion,  but  not 
with  an  expectation  that  it  would  lead  to 
any  deficiency  of  the  revenue ;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  believed  that  the  increase  of  the 
consumption  of  malt  would  be  equivalent 
to  the  amount  of  duty  reduced. 

The  Honse  divided  on  Sir  W.  Ingilby's 
Motion — Ayes  162:  Noes  152:  Majority 
10. 

Mr.  Robinson  then  rose  and  said,  aa 
one  of  those  who  voted  in  the  majority  on 
this  occasion,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
state  that  the  vote  he  had  given  had  not 
been  dictated  by  any  feeling  of  hostility 
towards  his  Majesty's  Government.  Oen« 
tlemen  might  smile,  but  he  could  honestly 
and  conscientiously  state,  that  such  was 
not  his  intention.  He  was  aware  that  the 
effect  of  such  a  decision  must  lead  to  aooEie 
embarrassment  on  their  part.  He  conai- 
dered,  however,  that  a  most  important 
principle  had  now  been  established,  that 
the  system  of  indirect  taxation,  in  its  pre- 
sent extent  and  degree,  was  at  an  end ; 
and  he  called  on  the  landed  gentlemen 
who  had  insinuated  that  the  Represent* 
atives  of  the  trading  and  manufacturing 
towns  entertained  an  unworthy  jealonay 
towards  that  interest,  but  who  had  now 
received  their  support  in  the  reduction  of 
the  Malt-duty,  would  be  eoually  ready 
when,  in  a  few  days,  the  hon.  caronet,  the 
member  for  the  City  of  London,  woald 
propose  a  total  repeal  of  the  House  and 
Window  Duty,  to  lend  their  asaisteoce 
for  the  abolition  of  these  taxes.  It  would 
then,  when  that  measure  was  also  carried, 
be  his  duty — if  the  Government  did  not 
make  a  proposition  to  that  effect — to  sub- 
mit a  Motion  for  the  adoption  of  some 
means  to  svpply  whatever  deficiency 
might  be  necessary,  after  the  enforcement 
of  every  practicable  reduction  in  the  pub- 
lic expenditure. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  be  was  certain 
the  intention  of  the  hon.  Mover  of  the  Re- 
solution was  not  to  embarrass  the  Govern-,, 
ment,  but  to  carry  a  measure  of  his  own. 
Notwithstanding,  he  admitted  that  what 
had  taken  place  that  night  would  place 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  in  a  state  of  consi- 
derable embarrassment ;  yet  after  the  deci- 
sion that  the  House  had  just  come  to, 
though  the  majority  was  not  very  larget 
he  did  not  feel  himself  dispoKd  to 
offer  any  further  opposition  on  that 
occasioni  to  the  hon.  Baronet's  Retola« 
tion. 
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the  workmen  were  better  paid  than  at  any 
former  period. 

Mr.  Warburtan  was  not  of  opinion  tbat 
a  commutation  of  taxes  was  improper, 
provided  that  indastry  could  be  relieved 
by  a  fair  and  equitable  Property-tax.  But 
if  he  saw  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
with  1 3,000,000/.  derived  from  a  Property- 
tax  in  the  Exchequer,  he  would  not  con- 
sent to  repeal  the  duty  on  malt  till  he  had 
first  made  terms  with  that  great  body  of 
country  gentlemen  who  would  not  assent 
to  a  Property-tax.  Of  all  crops  the  barley 
crops  were  the  most  uncertain.  In  1830, 
before  the  increase  of  consumption 
occasioned  by  the  repeal  of  the  Beer  duty, 
the  whole  supply  of  malting  barley  was 
exhausted.  If  there  was  such  a  difficulty 
of  securing  a  sufficient  supply  of  barley, 
that  the  whole  was  consumed  before  the 
new  crops  were  ready,  before  the  whole 
of  the  Beer  duty  was  taken  off,  that  diffi- 
culty must  be  increased  by  the  increased 
consumption,  amounting  to  900,000 
quarters.  It  was  not  only  one  of  the  most 
uncertain  crops,  but  only  a  small  quantity 
of  that  grown  was  fit  for  malting.  Of  all 
the  barley  grown  in  Scotland,  not  above 
one-fourth  could  be  used  for  this  purpose. 
What,  then,  would  be  the  consequence  of 
taking  off  the  Mai t-dnty?  Why  the  whole 
of  it  would  go  into  the  pockets  of  the 
barley  growers.  It  would  not  transfer  that 
duty  into  the  pockets  of  the  consumers  of 
beer,  but  would  put  it  into  the  hands  of 
the  barley  growers.  If  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  therefore,  had  his 
13,000,000/.  to  be  derived  from  a  Pro- 
perty-tax, he  for  one  would  not  consent 
to  take  off  the  Malt-duty,  till  the  country 
gentlemen  would  allow  the  duty  on  foreign 
barley  to  be  taken  off.  They  need  not  be 
much  frightened  at  that.  The  barley 
grown  abroad  was  not  very  fit  for  malting; 
even  if  good,  when  shipped,  it  heated  on 
the  voyage,  and  was  unfit  for  the  maltster. 
In  1830,  when  barley  was  at  40s.  in  this 
country,  the  best  Bohemian  barley  could 
not  be  got  at  Hamburgh  for  less  than  from 
30«.  to  355.  the  quarter.  Country  Gen- 
tlemen need  not,  therefore,  be  alarmed  at 
the  influx  of  foreign  barley.  He  would, 
after  making  terms  with  these  gentlemen, 
take  off  the  whole  duty.  By  the  present 
proposal,  they  would  keep  up  the  whole 
expensive  machinery  for  levying  the  tax ; 
they  would  still  expose  the  manufacturer 
to  all  the  present  vexatious  interference, 
and  they  would  raise  the  revenue  which 


was  left  to  be  raised  from  malt  at  an 
enormous  per  centage.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, to  see  it  removed  altogether.  An 
hon.  Member  had  complained  of  the  trash 
drunk  at  the  beer  shops.  It  appeared 
pretty  conclusive  by  the  increased  con* 
sumption  of  malt.  (900,000  quarters),  that 
much  of  that  trash  must  at  least  have  been 
made  from  malt.  He  believed  the  beer 
was  adulterated  by  the  publicans,  and 
it  was  of  no  consequence  who  brewed  it, 
if  they  adulterated  it. 

Sir  Eardley  Wilmot  was  for  taking  off 
the  tax,  because  that  would  be  of  the 
greatest  benefit  to  the  morals  and  happiness 
of  the  people.  That  was,  in  his  estimation, 
of  more  consequence  than  enriching  the 
Exchequer.  But  he  rose  less  to  speak  on 
this  topic  than  to  advert  to  another  subject. 
He  entered  that  House  with  a  determina- 
tion to  support  his  Majesty's .  Ministers, 
but  unless  they  should  alter  their  system, 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  continue  that 
support.  He  was  'sorry  to  see  so  much 
vacillation  in  their  conduct,  and  he  hoped 
they  would  take  a  more  decided  tone.  The 
House,  he  was  sure,  was  disposed  to  sup- 
port them,  and  every  independent  country 
Gentleman,  like  himself,  would  give  them 
his  hearty  support  if  they  showed  an  in* 
tention,  as  it  was  their  duty,  to  fulfil  the 
promises  they  had  solemnly  made.  They 
were  getting  into  a  difficult  and  dangerous 
state.  At  the  same  time,  they  might 
escape  by  doing  justice  to  the  country. 
They  were  exposed,  on  the  one  hand,  to 
the  pitfalls  set  for  them  by  open  hostility 
and,  on  the  other,  to  the  snares  of  pre- 
tended friendship.  He  was  sorry  to  see 
them  seduced  into  bye- paths,  in  which 
there  was  no  safety. 

Major  Beauclerk  rose  to  support  the 
Resolution  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  would 
have  seconded  it  with  pleasure  if  he  had 
had  an  opportunity.  He  voted  for  the 
Resolution  because  he  was  anxious  to  re- 
move any  part  of  the  burthen  which  at 
present  pressed  so  heavily  on  the  hacks  of 
the  people,  and  he  did  not  kdow  anything 
which  would  afford  greater  satisfaction  to 
the  people  than  the  repeal  of  the  Malt- 
duty.  It  was  now  very  clear  that  large 
and  important  reductions  roust  be  made, 
because  the  existence  of  disti^ss  was 
universally  admitted.  He  was  glad  of  that 
admission,  particularly  as  in  consequence 
of  that  it  now  became  the  paramount  duty 
of  Parliament  to  effect  the  purposes  for 
which  they  were  returned,  namely,  the 
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Tyrrell,  of  Suffolk,  who  sublet  them  to 
▼arious  individuals,  who  made  all  they 
could  of  them  by. exacting  every  farthing 
possible  on  every  improvement  made  in 
the  lands,  a  system  which  either  took  from 
the  enterprising  tenant  the  reward  of  his 
industry,  or  checked  industry  altogether. 
The  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Windsor  had  a 
vicar  at  the  stipend  of  20/.  per  annum,  to 
which  roust  be  added  the  small  tithes, 
most  troublesome  and  vexatious  in  their 
collection,  making  about  150/.  more.  The 
vicar  hired  a  curate  at  the  rate  of  50/. 
a-year,  and  the  petitioners  complained 
that  these  clergymen,  notwithstanding  the 
large  sum  paid  as  tithes,  were  destitute  of 
the  me^ns  of  administering  consolation  to 
the  poor,  and  of  performing  their  duties 
properly.  The  petitioners  earnestly  prayed 
that  these,  and  all  such  grievances 
throughout  the  kingdom,  might  be  done 
away  with. 

The  Earl  of  Eldon  deprecated  the  sys- 
tem which  appeared  to  have  been  entered 
into  of  making  this  sort  of  petitions  a  peg 
whereon  to  hang  attacks  on  the  clergy ; 
the  persons  petiti6ned  against  most  ge- 
nerally knew  nothing  about  the  intended 
attack,  and  were  therefore  unable  to  for- 
ward any  refutations  of  them.  Such 
petitions,  however,  would  have  not  the 
slightest  operation  in  altering  his  fixed 
determination  to  support  the  Established 
Church.  There  was  a  measure  to  be 
brought  forward  with  reference  to  Church 
Reform,  and  he  hoped  that  the  debate 
on  tlie  subject  would  not  be  forestalled  by 
the  renewal  of  any  such  assertions  as 
these.  Besides,  particular  instances  of 
individual  conduct  constituted  no  general 
rule  by  which  their  Lordships  could  form 
their  judgment. 

Lord  Nuffield  protested  against  the  noble 
Earl's  interpretation  of  what  he  had  done ; 
he  had  merely  read  the  statement  of  cer- 
tain petitioners ;  *ind  howi^ver  unimportant 
the  petitions  and  complaints  of  the  people 
might  appear  to  the  noble  Earl,  he  should 
never  hesitate  in  bringing  them  before  the 
House.  He  denied  having  brought  this 
petition  forward  by  surprise ;  he  had  given 
full  intimation  of  it  to  the  parties  con- 
cerned, and  had  given  notice  to  their 
Ix>rd8hips  of  his  intention. 

The  Bishop  of  Bristol  said,  that  the 
noble  Earl  (Suffield)had  certainly  given  him 
information  that  he  intended  to  present 
the  petition.  He  had  accordingly  sent  to 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Windsor,  one  of 


the  leading  members  of  which  returoed 
an  answer  which  clearly  showed  that  the 
ex'parte  statement  of  the  petitioners  was 
greatly  exaggerated;  indeed,  the  whde 
was  a  misrepresentation.  8o  far  from 
having  the  large  income  stated  in  the 
petition,  the  whole  amount  obtained  by 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  was  27/.  a-year ; 
and  they  bad,  out  of  this  insignificant 
sum,-  paid  200/.  towards  rebuilding  the 
church,  and  several  other  sums,  towards 
charities,  &c.  As  to  the  pay  of  the 
ministers,  it  did  not  wholly  depend  upoa 
the  holders  of  large  tithes,  nor  had  the 
diocesan  any  power  to  augmentthe  stipend. 
It  was,  however,  in  contemplation  to  aug<- 
ment  the  benefice,  but  this  could  not  be 
done  before  the  renewal  of  the  lease. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (the  Earl  of  Eldon)  seemed 
to  fall  into  the  offence  of  prediscasak>n 
much  more  than  the  noble  Lord  whom  he 
objurgated.  As  to  the  petitioners,  he 
thought  they  ought  to  be  pretty  well  ac- 
quainted with  Uie  extent  of  what  they  paid. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Juries  (Ir£I«and).]  On  the  Motion 
of  Viscount  Melbourne,  the  Order  of  the 
Day  was  read  for  the  resuming  of  the  debate 
on  the  third  reading  of  this  Bill.  The 
noble  Viscount  and  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton each  proposed  several  herbal  Amend- 
ments, all  of  which  were  agreed  to  without 
discussion,  *  , 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

On  the  Motion  that  it  do  pass, 

The  Earl  of  Longford  said,  at  that  late 
period,  he  would  not  go  into  any  discussion 
on  the  measure  before  their  Lordships, 
which  he  considered  singularly  ill-timed. 
He  could  not  understand  how  that  mea- 
sure could  be  reconciled  with  the  ooercive 
measure  which  the  Ministers  thought 
necessary  for  Ireland.  It  was  very  strange 
that  such  a  measure  as  the  present  should 
be  brought  forward  at  a  time  when  it  was 
acknowledged  that  justice  could  not  be 
administered  in  the  ordinary  way  in  Ire-* 
land.  The  body  of  Jurymen  in  that 
country  consisted  of  two  classes— <hoae 
who  were  willing  to  act  uprightly,  and 
those  who  were  devoted  to  the  interests  of 
others.  The  present  Bill  favoured  the 
introduction  of  the  latter  class  into  the 
Jury  box.  He  thought  that  the  Bill  was 
not  wanted,  and  that,  at  all  events,  it 
should  be  postponed  until  it  had  a  fair 
opportunity  of  being  reconsidered. 
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raqnifS*  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Bafonet 
the  member  for  WarwickBbire  that  the 
OovernmaDt  had  fallen  in  the  estimation 
of  the  country,  that  they  had  lost  much 
of  their  popularity,  and  much  of  pnblic 
confidence ;  and  that  they  were  reduced 
ftom  that  high  and  prond  pinnacle  on 
which  they  once  stood,  to  become  objects 
of  great  distrust  and  suspicion.  He  wished 
that  the  Ministers  had  proposed  some 
definite  plan  for  the  imposition  of  a  Pro- 
perty-tax ;  and  then,  if  it  had  failed,  the 
blame  of  the  failure  oonld  not  have  rested 
with  them,  and  they  would  at  onee  have 
restored  themselves  to  popularity,  and 
would  have  silenced  such  remarks  as 
those  which  had  been  made  upon  them 
this  evening. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  whatever  might 
be  the  state  of  public  opinion,  and  not- 
withstanding what  had  been  said  by  his 
hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Warwick,  he 
must  assert  that  he  had  openly  and  fairly 
stated  to  the  House  aad  the  country  the 
stale  of  the  finances,  and  he  explained,  as 
clearly  as  his  abilities  allowed  him  to  do, 
how  utterly  impossible  it  was,  consistent 
with  the  necessary  expenses  of  the  country, 
to  consent  to  the  proposed  reductions 
without  a  commutation  for  other  taxes. 
If  theo  it  was  determined  to  reduce  these 
.taxes,  and  if  the  House  were  of  opinion 
that  a  Property  •tax  was  more  advantageous 
it  was  for  them  to  say  so ;  but  for  his  own- 
part,  whatever  he  might  think  of  the 
principle  of  a  Property-tax,  he  confessed 
that  his  abilities  did  not  enable  him  to  see 
through  a  prsctioable  mode  of  an  impartial 
and  equal  distribution  of  such  a  tax.  There 
were  two  modes  suggested  of  levying  a 
Property«tax.  One  be  understood  to  be 
a  tax  which  would  include  all  realized  in- 
come, and  he  believed  the  hon,  member 
for  Colchester  did  not  mean  to  include 
what  he  called  professional  income.  Now 
the  advocate  of  such  a  measure  would 
scarcelv  contend  that  it  would  be  a  relief 
to  the  landed  interests,  who  were  said  by 
some  to  be  the  principal  sufferers.  But 
he  did  not  make  use  of  that  as  any  argu- 
ment against  it,  nor  did  he  then  offer  any 
argument  against  an  equitable  Property- 
tax;  but,  having  considered  the  question 
attentively,  he  was  bound  to  confess  to  the 
House  that  the  difficulties  which  presented 
tbemdelves  were  so  great  that  be  could 
not,  as  he  said  before,  see  his  way  to  the 
formation  of  any  plan  for  giving  practical 
effect  to  an  equitable  distribution  of  such 


a  tax.  The  next  plan  was  one  which  would 
include  a  tax   upon  income^    and    he 
believed  that  no  person  having  arecoU 
lection  of  the  Property- tax  of  1816  would 
be  inclined  to  support  such  a  measure. 
True  it  was,  there  was  great  objection  to 
some  of  the  existing  taxes,  but  they  were 
somewhat  like  the  Poor-laws    in  some 
respects,  very  objectionable.    But  of  all 
those  who  objected  to  the  Poor-law8*-*aod 
he  admitted  the  validity  of  many  of  the 
objections— *he  had  not    met    with  any 
arranged  plan  that  could  at  onoe  be  taken 
as  a  substitute  for  the  Poor-laws ;  and  it 
was  also  to  be  recollected  that  those  who 
proposed  such  large  reductions  of  taxea 
did  not  appear  to  be  prepared  op  wiiling 
to  propose  a  substitute  for  them*     If  such 
a  system  could  be  prepared  with  regard 
to     the    Property-tax,     so    as    to    be 
perfectly  fair  and  equitable,  be  ahould  be 
happy  to  adopt  it«     The  hon.  Member 
for  Warwickshire  said,  that  tho  Govern* 
ment  had  lost  the  confidence  of  the  oeun*- 
try  by  their  vacillation.    The  hon.  Member 
had  not,  however,  pointed  out  any  one 
instance  of  that  vacillation.    He  was  aware 
that  they  had  sometimes  been  accused  of 
obstinaoy  in  carrying  forward  their  mea- 
sures, but  he  did  not  know  that  they  had 
been  accused  of  vacillation. .  If  it  was 
true  that  the  Government  had  lost  the 
confidence  of  the  country,  he  did  not  believe 
that  they  had  lost  it  on  that  acoount. 
The  hon.  Member  who  introduced  this 
Motion  proposed  that  half  of  the  Malt-tak 
should  be  taken  off.     As  far  as  the  incon- 
venience to  the  Government  was  conoerned, 
the  whole  might  as  well  be  reduced  as  a 
part,  for  in  both  cases  it  would  be  equally 
impossible  to  carry  on  the  public  service. 
The  whole  of  the  anticipated  surplus  in- 
come would  be  swallowed  up ;  and  if  it 
were  twice  what  it  was,  it  would  not  he 
sufficient  to  meet  the  loss  to  the  revenue 
which  the  adoption  of  this  Motion  would 
occasion.    It  was  said^  that  no  advantage 
had  been  given  to  the  agriculturist.     He 
denied  the  assertion.    The  tax  on  beer 
had  been  taken  ofF,  and  the  reduotion  of 
that  was  a  great  advantage  to  the  barley 
grower,  as  it  had  most  materially  increased 
the  consumption  of  the  article  he  produced. 
As  a  proof  of  this,  he  need  only  refer  to 
the  number  of  bushels  of  malt  consumed 
in  the  course  of  three  successive  years,  and 
to  the  enormous  increase  of  the  amount  of 
that  consumption.     In  1830,  the  number 
ofbushelsof  malt  consumed  was  28,844,892 
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Ckarlu  BuUer  presented  >  a  petition  from 
the  electors  of  Launceston,  in  the  county 
of  Cornwall,  complaining  that  bribery  had 
been  used  at  the  last  election  for  that 
borough,   and  that  they  were  only  pre- 


fiae  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  single 
question  of  fact,  whether  Launcesloa  was 
still  a  QominatioD  borough  ?  He  regretted 
that  the  Vote  by  Ballot  had  not  been 
carried  on  a  late  occasion,  as  he  was  of 


ve&ted  from  proving  it  before  the  House,   opinion  that  it  would  have  given  thcTOters 


by  the  enormous  expense  which  attended 
the  taking  of  evidence  before  Election 
Committees.  He  must  disclaim  all  feeU 
iftg  of  personal  hostility  against  the  Gallant 
General  (Sir  Henry  Hardinge),  who  had 
been  the  successful  candidate  for  that  bo- 
rough. He  was  most  unwilling  also  to  give 
any  pain  to  the  noble  Duke  (Northumber- 
land)i  who  was  said  to  nominate  the  hon. 
member  for  Launceston.  His  sole  object 
was,  to  show  that  there  existed  what  the 
petitioners  considered  a  constitutional 
abuse.  The  first  statement  in  the  petition 
was  highly  deserving  the  attention  of  the 
House,  tnat,  in  consequence  of  the  great 
and  enormous  expense  which  was  incurred 
by  Election  Committees^  they  could  not 
prove  the  existence  at  the  last  election  of 
the  bribery  which  the  petition  alleged. 
The  petition  then  went  on  to  pray  that 
the  constituency  might  be  increased  by 
extending  the  limits  of  the  borough.  The 
petition  also  prayed  that  a  Commission 
should  be  sevt  down  to  inquire  into  the 
existence  of  bribery  at  the  last  election, 
and  that  the  evidence  might  be  taken  on 
the  spot.  The  hon«  Member,  in  support- 
ing the  prayer  of  the  petition,  stated,  that 
he  was  aware  he  made  himself  obnoxious 
to  those  who  advocated  the  **  finality''  of 
the  Reform  Bill;  but  he  for  one  had 
never  conceded  the  monstrous  principle 
that  any  legislative  measure  was  to  be 
final ;  still  lesH  had  he  ever  conceded  the 
still  more  monstrous  principle,  that  the 
Members  of  that  House  were  entitled  by 
any  sort  of  compromise  to  barter  away  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  people.  The 
Reform  Bili,he considered,  would  be  a  mere 
mockery  to  the  people  of  England  if  it 
did  not,  to  use  the  language  of  Lord  Grey 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  ''  put  an  end  to 
the  system  of  nomination,  and  introduce 
in  its  room  that  of  representation.  It  was 
not,  however,  against  the  Reform  Bill,  but 
against  the  Boundary  Bill,  that  he  urged 
objection;  and  it  surely  would  not  be  said 
that  Lieut.  Drummond's  Bill  was  to  be  a 
final  measure  against  the  whole  people. 
He  wished  the  boundaries  of  the  borough 
to  be  enlarged.  He  almost  wished  that 
no  assertion  had  been  made  as  to  the 
exiatenca  of  briberyi  as  ha  wished  to  con* 


some  effectual  protection.  But,  from  Ihe 
number  of  votes  in  favour  of  the  ballot  oa 
that  occasion,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
people  of  England  would  be  long  excluded 
from  that  benefit.  He  must  press  on  the 
attention  of  the  House  the  necessity  of 
enlarging  the  extent  of  this  very  limited 
borough.  He  did  not  ask  for  the  Com- 
mission solely  on  behalf  of  the  electors  of 
Launceston,  but  on  behalf  of  the  people 
of  England  generally,  who  were  deeply 
interested  in  the  system  of  representation, 
of  the  state  of  which  the  petition  furniflhed 
some  evidence. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  thought  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  not  so  much  for 
the  purpose  of  doubting  the  legality  of  the 
election,  as  it  was  to  exhibit  a  desire  to 
attack  the  Reform  Bill,  With  regard  to 
the  Reform  Bill,  he  (Sir  H.  Hardinge)  had 
opposed  it  to  the  utmost ;  but  as  it  was 
now  the  law  of  the  land,  he  should  do  all 
he  could  to  remedy  any  defect  that  it  had. 
He  did  not,  however,  agreCi  that  it  was 
necessary  on  all  occasions  on  which  the 
petitioners  might  happen  to  be  defeated, 
that  they  should  claim  a  large  extension  of 
boundary.  The  petitioners  were  those 
who  opposed  him  at  the  election ;  and  the 
first  signature  was  that  of  Mr.  Howell, 
whom  ne  defeated;  and  the  next  that  of 
Thomas  Pierce,  who  was  Mr.  Howell's 
electioneering  agent  —  a  gentleman  of 
whom,  on  a  recent  occasion,  it  had  been 
said,  that  he  had  redeemed  sixty  yearn  of 
Toryism  by  three  years  of  Radicalism. 
He  (Sir  H,  Hardinge)  most  distinctly  de- 
nied, on  behalf  of  himself,  his  agents,  or 
his  friends,  tKat  there  was  one  single  in- 
stance of  bribery  or  corruption  at  bis 
election.  The  House  would  recollect  thai 
a  petition  had  been  presented,  charging 
him,  his  agents,  and  friends,  with  bribery ; 
and  yet,  after  waiting  three  months,  and 
Mr.  Pierce  being  the  agent — 

Mr.  Butler  interrupted  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Ofificer,  by  saying,  that  there  was 
no  charge  of  bribery.  Indeed,  hQ  be* 
lieved,  that  there  was  not  the  slightest 
suspicion  of  bribery  against  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Ofiicer. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  read  an  extract 

from  the  former  patitioni  in  which  biio^ 
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States  from  the  first  moment  of  the  Federal 
Government  till  Uie  year  1824 — a  tax  of 
twenty  cents  upon  the  bushel  of  wheat, 
Winchester  measure,  and  a  tax  of  ten 
cents  upon  the  bushelofoats»  of  Winchester 
measure.  His  constituents  had  desired 
his  colleague  and  himself  to  pledge  them- 
selves to  vote  against  the  Corn-laws,  and 
they  had  distinctly  told  the  people,  that 
they  would  not  do  so,  unless  some  of  the 
burthens  were  removed  from  the  land. 
They  would  only  give  the  pledge  upon 
that  condition.  The  hon.  and  respectable, 
and,  he  n^ight  add,  the  venerable  member 
for  Hertfordshire,  bad  favoured  them  with 
his  opinions  on ^this  question,  and  had  said 
that  he  should  oppose  the  Motion,  although 
he  represented  a  county  where  more  barley 
was  made  into  maltthan  in  any  other  county. 
To  be  sure  he  would ;  but  then  Hertford- 
shin^  was  no  more  concerned  in  it  than 
Lancashire ;  for  though  the  barley  was 
malted  in  Hertfordshire,  the  beer  made 
from  it  was  drunk  in  Lancashire.  The 
respectable  member  for  Hertfordshire  had 
said,  that  theputcry  against  the  Window- 
tax  was  most  mistaken,  for  that  the  land- 
lords,  not  the  tenants,  paid  the.  Window- 
tax,  He  might  as  well  say,  that  the 
landlords  paid  the  Probate  Duty  on  the 
wills  of  their  tenants  when  they  died.  Tf 
that  were  so,  then  the  landlords  paid  the 
Malt- tax  too.  Faith,  then,  we  were  in 
error  indeed,  and  when  the  chopsticks 
complained  of  the  high  price  of  the  beer 
they  were  drinking,  the  boy  who  served  it 
could  say, ''  Oh,  you  are  wrong,  the  land- 
lords pay  the  tax  and  not  you."  That 
was  going  so  near  the  verge  of  absurdity, 
that  it  might  be  said  to  be  absurdity,  even 
in  the  presence  of  the  hon.  person  for 
whose  age  one  had  so  g[reat  a  respect. 
He  had  ror  years  past  prayed  to  the  Lord 
to  aaften  the  hearts  of  the  Ministers,  and 
induce  then)  to  take  off  the  Malt-tax. 
He  had  for  years  together  endeavoured  to 
get  them  to  take  off  the  Salt-tax,  and  in 
that  he  had  been  successful.  Now,  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  take  off  the  Malt-tax,  he 
would  consent  to  a  compromise  with  the 
noble  Lord,  but  he  must  take  it  all  off,  for 
half  of  it  would  be  of  no  service.  It  was 
a  most  vexatious  tax.  The  hon.  member 
for  Lincolnshire  had  told  them  truly,  that 
in  his  county  the  price  of  the  barley 
amounted  to  less  than  the  duty  paid  on 
converting  it  into  Malt.  Suppose  the 
barley  was  20$.  a  quarter, '  as  it  was  in 
Norfolk  the  other  day,  the  duty  was  20s. 
VOL.  XVII.  {aS} 


%d,y  that  made  thequarter  of  malt  40^.  %d^ 
but  the  malt  was  selling  for  60s.  a  quarter 
There  was  the  injury  to  the  people.  That 
it  was  whicK  made  this  tax  an  object  of 
universal  dislike,  and  that  it  was  which 
should  make  the  noble  Lord  take  off  this 
tax  in  preference  to  others.  What  then 
became  of  the  I9s.  4cf.  ?  Oh,  it  was  said, 
the  maltster  had  it.  No  such  thing.  The 
maltster  had  part  of  it,  it  was  true,  but  the 
vexatious  and  disgrsiceful  system  he  was 
subjected  to  ate  up  the  far  greater  part. 
A  maltster  could  not  pursue  his  trade  as  bo 
liked.  He  could  not  wet  his  malt  when 
he  pleased ;  he  could  not  let  it  stop  in  the 
cistern  as  long  as  he  pleased ;  he  could 
not  carry  it  to  the  couch  when  be  pleased; 
in  fact,  he  could  do  no  one  thing  in  his 
business  but  under  the  spy  and  inspection 
of  an  excise  officer.  The  extent  of 
their  inconvenience  was  dreadful.  At 
Kingston  the  other  day  he  saw  a  crpwd, 
and  he  was  told  twenty  or  thirty  maltsters 
were  up  to  be  fined  100/.  a-piece  for  using 
a  watering-pot  to  wet  their  barley./  He  had 
always  said,  that  the  English  Excise  was 
worse  than  the  Spanish  Inquisition ;  and 
he  was  sure^  that  if  all  the  victims  of  the 
Exchequer,  for  the  last  ten  years,  were 
assembled  in  Palace-yard  (if  indeed 
Palace-yard  would  hold  them),  the  sight 
of  them  would  absolutely  frighten  the 
House.  And  into  whose  hands  was  this 
inspection  of  the  maltsters  committed  ? 
Why,  into  those  of  the  excisemen.  They 
were  .not  the. elect  of  the  earth.  They 
were,  in  fact,  rude,  saucy,  overbearing, 
jacks  in  office.  He  did  not  blame  Mi- 
nisters, but  the  system.  It  took  from  the 
people  13,000,000/.  a- year,  and  he  did 
not  believe  that  the  Treasury  received 
155.  a  q^darter  for  the  malt  made.  But 
that  was  not  the  only  evil.  It  induced 
immorality  and  abasement  of  character. 
Young  people  were  driven  from  the  farm- 
houses to  beer-houses,  .and  the  conse* 
quence  was  ruin.  He  remembered  that,  a 
few  years  ago,  at  his  farm  at  Barn  Elms, 
his  men  and  boys  cost  him  more  for  beer, 
than  for  every  thing  else  put  together ;  and 
he  had  been  repeatedly  told  by  intelligent 
farmers,  that  they  sent  their  men  from  their 
houses  in  consequence  of  the  cost  of  giving^ 
them  beer  at  home.  Fifty  years  ago  there 
was  a  very  different  system.  Then  young 
men  lived  in  the  farm-houses  until  they 
oMirried ;  and  they  were  not  in  a  hurry  to 
marry,  for  they  had  good  homes  and  com* 
forts.  The  master  and  mbtress  then  took 
2A 


72r     Bcrwgh  qf  Launceston.      {  COMMONS  } 


Malt  Duties. 


728 


were  sixty-five  old  boroughs,  which  at  the 
late  election  had  polled  only  83,809,  while 
there  had  been  contested  elections  in  every 
one,  and  under  the  old  system  those 
boroughs  had  polled  95,040.  The  Cor- 
poration of  Launceston  had  also  been 
charged  with  using  undue  influence  in 
having  a  power  to  license  public-houses. 
There  had  been  only  one  person  licensed 
since  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and  he  was 
one  of  those  who  had  signed  the  petition. 

Sir  William  MoUsworth  said,  without 
an  increase  in  the  constituency,,  Laun- 
ceston would  be  a  mere  nomination 
borough — this  was  not  his  opinion  only, 
but  that  of  ninety-nine  out  of  every  100 
of  his  constituents.  He  did  not  accuse 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  of  those 
practices;  in  fact,  he  believed  that  he  was 
quite  unaware  of  them;  but  he  would 
assert  that  they  were  carried  on.  In  his 
opinion,  the  person  who  caused  them  was 
as  bad  as  the  person  who  practised  them. 
There  was  intimidation  at  Launceston,  and 
that  led  to  immorality.  The  chief  cause 
was  the  Duke  of  Northumberland,  and  he 
was  the  arch-criminal. 

Sir  Henry  Harding e :  It  is  false.  If 
the  hon.  Member  means  to  assert,  and 
continues  to  assert,  that  the  Duke  of 
Northumberland  is  the  arch-criminal  in 
those  demoralizing  practices,  I  will  again 
meet  it  in  the  way  I  have  done,  and  cha- 
racterise such  an  assertion  as  being  false. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  all  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  meant  was,  that  if  such  an  asser- 
tion were  made,  he  would  deny  the  truth 
of  it  in  the  strongest  language  that  the 
forms  of  the  House  would  allow.  .  But  the 
right  hon.. Gentleman  did  not  mean  to  use 
any  language  which  would  be  disorderly. 

Sir  Witliam  Molesworth  would  still 
assert  that  the  Duke  of  Northumberland 
was  the  principal  cause  of  intimidation  in 
the  borough,  and  that  the  system  pursued 
created  much  immorality. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  observed,'  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  still  persisted  in  that 
assertion,  he  must  reprobate  it  in  the 
strongest  terms  of  indignation  the  forms 
of  the  House  would  allow  him  to  use. 

Sir  William  Moleworth  would  still  ad- 
here to  his  assertion. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  statements  that  had  been 
made  as  to  intimidation,  and  rewards  and 
punishments,  that  had  been  held  out,  Ke 
must  observe,  that,  at  the  late  election, 
two  members  of  Mr,  Howell's  Committee 


had'  promised  the  hon.  Baronet's  (Sir 
William  Molesworth)  custom  to  a  Toter 
who  had  already  promised  him  his  vote, 
provided  he  woula  break  his  faith  and 
vote  for  Mr.  Howell.  With  regard  to  the 
notoriety  that  had  been  expressed  of  Laun- 
ceston becoming  a  nomination  borough, 
he  would  assert  that  that  arose,  not  from 
the  real  circumstances  in  which  the  borough 
was  placed,  but  in  consequence  of  his 
having  defeated  the  Whig  candidate. 

Sir  William  Molesworth  said,  that  if 
what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated 
was  the  fact,  he  felt  more  indignant  at 
such  a  use  of  his  name  than  words  could 
express. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

The  Malt  Duties.]  Lord  AUhorp 
said:  I  am  quite  persuaded  that  every 
Gentleman  in  the  House  must  be  anxious 
to  hear  what  I  wish  to  state  on  the  pre* 
sent  occasion.  The  decision  of  the  House 
on  Friday  being  very  peculiar,  considering 
the  circumstances  under  which  it  took 
place,  has,  as  I  stated  at  the  time,  placed 
Government  under  great  embarrassment ; 
and  after  taking  this  question  into  oar 
consideration,  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
have  felt  it  desirable  to  bring  the  ques- 
tion again  before  the  House,  and  in  such 
a  manner  that  the  whole  state  of  the  case 
may  be  fairly  brought  forward,  and  that 
the  House  may  see  clearly  all  the  conse-> 
quences  which  must  take  place,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  proceeding  of  Friday  night, 
and  come  to  a  decision  with  their  eyes 
open.  That  decision  may  be  precisely 
the  same  as  that  which  they  came  to  be- 
fore, or  it  may  differ  from  it ;  but  there  is 
a  necessity  for  a  clear  understanding  upon 
this  subject.  Sir,  with  this  view,  and  be- 
lieving that  this  will  be  the  mode  which 
will  conduce  most  to  this  end,  I  now  give 
notice,  that  it  is  my  intention  to  move  as 
an  amendment  to  the  motion  of  the  boo* 
Baronet,  the  member  for  the  City  of 
London,  to-morrow  evening,  this  Resolu* 
tion,  which  I  will  read  now,  in  order  that^ 
it  may  be  placed  on  the  votes  of  the 
House,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  may  have 
the  opportunity  of  considering  the  effect 
of  it :— "  That  the  deficiency  of  the  Re- 
venue which  would  be  occasioned  by  a 
reduction  of  the  tax  on  malt  to  lOs.  a 
quarter,  and  by  the  repeal  of  the  taxes  on 
houses  and  windows,  could  only  be  sup- 
plied by  the  substitution  of  a  general  tax 
on  property,  and  would  occasion  an  ex* ' 
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He  did  not  consider,  that  in  voting  for  the 
repeal  of  this  duty  he  could  be  accused  of 
any,  the  most  remote,  desire  to  create 
embarrassment,  or  to  hazard  the  public 
credit.     He  had  far  too  g^eat  a  regard  for 
his  country's  credit,  and  for  commercial 
credit,which  was  so  intimately  allied  with  it, 
ever  by  any  act  of  his,  or  by  any  vote 
which  he  had  given,  or  ever  would  give. 
In   that  House,  to  endanger  the  public 
fbith.  It  appeared  to  him,  that  a  Property- 
tax  offeredf  a  ready  and  practicable  means 
of  commutation  for  this  and  other  taxes ; 
and  he  supported  the  Motion  because  he 
considered  that  it  would  afford  substantial 
relief  to  the  manufacturing  as  well  as  to 
the  agricultural  population  of  the  country. 
The  two  interests — the  manufacturing  and 
the  agricultural —were  inseparably  con- 
nected; the  one  could  not  flourish  without 
the  other ;  and  it  was  impossible  that  the 
one  could  flourish  at  the  expense  of  the 
other.     He  was  anxious  to  see  a  cheap,  a 
good,  and    wholesome   beverage,  placed 
within  the  reach  of  the  labouring  classes, 
whether  of  the  manufacturing  or  the  agri- 
cultural community.    He  looked  at  the 
moral  effects  of  the  repeal  of  the  Malt-tax. 
He  wished  to  aflbrd  a  substantial  check  to 
the  dreadful  effects  of  that  consumption 
of  ardent  spirits  which  prevailed  in  our 
great  manufacturing  towns.     He  wished 
to  see  the  use  of  beer  extended — not  in 
the  beer-shops,  but  at  the  domestic  meal. 
The  hon.   member  for  Lincolnshire  had 
alluded  to  the  alteration  which  had  taken 
place  of  late  years  in  the  mode  of  life  on 
the  part  of  the  agricultural  labourer,  in  his 
now  being  no  longer,  to  the  same  extent 
as  formerly,  the  inmate  of  the  farmer's 
dwelling.     He  should  not  occupy  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  by  entering  upon 
this  topic,  bat  it  was,  in  his  humble  opin- 
ion, matter  fbr  serious  consideration.   As 
a  representative  of  a  large  mercantile  con- 
stituency,   therefore,  and    well  knowing 
their  wishes,  he  could  declare  that  they 
were  most  anxious  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Malt -tax,  not  merely  on  account  of  the 
relief  which  would  thereby  be  afforded  to 
themselves,  but,  at  the  same  time,  as  an 
act  of  justice  to  the  agriculturists. 

Mr.  Robert  Palmer  had  voted  that 
evening  for  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess below  him,  and  would  also  vote  for 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  be- 
cause he  conceived  both  to  be  brought 
forward  in  a  spirit  of  justice  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest.    In  neither  instance  could 


he,  in  justice,  be  obnoxious  to  the  charge 
of  being  actuated  by  a  desire  to  embarrass 
Ministers.    He,  at  least,  was  one  who 
would  never  vote  for  the  reduction  or  re« 
peal'  of  any  tax,  merely  because  it  might 
embarrass  the  Government  of  the  time 
being.     He  looked  only  to  the  justice  and 
policy  of  the  measure,  and  not  to  its  prob- 
able   party    consequences.      He    would 
never  lend  himself  to  the  views  by  which 
the  papers  of  that  day  represented  the 
noble  Lord  (Althorp)  opposite  to  have  been 
influenced  when  sitting  on  the  Oppositioa 
side  of  the  House.    The  newspapers  con- 
tained a  statement  which  he  could  not  for 
a  moment  believe,  but  which  represented 
the  noble  Lord  as  having  stated,  in  an- 
swer to  a  question  of  a  Member  of  a  depu- 
tatbn  that  had  waited  on  him  in  reference 
toarepeal  of  the  Houseand  Window-taxes, 
that  "  It  is  very  true,  as  you  say,  that  I 
did  vote  for  a  repeal  of  those  taxes ;  but  I 
did  so  at  the  time  merely  to  embarrass 
Ministers/'     Whether  this  was  a  correct 
statement,  he  could  not,  of  course,  take  it 
upon  him  to  affirm ;  but  he  would  say  it 
was  an  example  he  should  never  imitate. 
He  would  vote  for  a  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  malt,  because  he  was  convinced  that 
no  tax  bore  so  heavily  upon  the  working 
classes.    The  rich  had  their  wines  and 
luxuries,  but  malt  beverage  was  the  only 
drink  of  the  poor  labourer;  to  reduce  it, 
therefore,  would  be  an  essential  benefit  to 
that  large   and    important  class  of  the 
community.     He,  of  course,  could  not  ex- 
pect that,  if  a  tax  so  productive  were  re- 
duced one-half,  the  noble  Lprd  should  not 
endeavour  to  make  good  the  revenue  defi- 
ciency by  some  other  less  obnoxious  im- 
post.   All  that  he  hoped  for  was,  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  undertake  the  bold  ex- 
periment of  reducing  this  oppressive  tax, 
substituting  in  its  stead  one  less  burthen- 
some  io  the  working  classes. 

Lord  Althorp  felt  himself  called  upon  to 
offer  one  or  two  words  of  explanation  in 
reference  to  the  newspaper  statement  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  just 
alluded.  The  hon.  Gentleman  did  him 
but  justice  in  disbelieving  that  statement. 
He  never  said  what  was  attributed  to  him. 
He  was  asked,  in  a  (to  say  the  least)  very 
unusual  manner,  to  repeal  certain  taxes. 
On  I) is  declining,  he  was  reminded  that  he 
had  on  a  former  occasion,  when  out  of 
office,  voted  for  the  repeal  of  the  same 
taxes.  His  answer  was,  a  statement  of  the 
grounds  on  which  he  had  vot^  on  the 
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occasion  alluded  to.  He  told  bis  ques- 
tioners that  he  had  voted  for  a  repeal  of 
the  House  and  Window-tax,  and  other 
taxes^  because  be  thought  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  country  unnecessarily,  and 
therefore  unjustifiably,  excessive ;  and  he 
voted  for  a  repeal  of  taxes  in  order  to 
compel  the  then  Government  to  lessen  the 
expenditure.  But  he  particularly  stated 
that  he  thought  this  reduction  of  expendi- 
ture the  more  called  for  and  practicable 
because  there  was  a  comparatively  large 
surplus  of  income  over  expenditure  in  the 
Exchequer  at  the  time,  he  ever  having 
held  the  opinion  that  no  such  surplus  was 
desirable  for  the  purposes  of  which  it  was 
the  pretext.  But  no  such  state  of  things 
obtained  now :  the  present  Administration 
had  cut  down  the  expenditure  to  the 
utmost  in  their  power,  and  they  had  no 
surplus  fund.  These  important  circum- 
stances, therefore,  being  now  so  different, 
he  told  the  meeting  that  he  had  not  the 
same  motive  for  a  repeal  of  those  taxes  as 
when  he  had  sat  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  Rouse.  And  that  was  what  he  said, 
and  no  more. 

Mr.  Barron  said,  that  he  should  oppose 
the  present  Motion  with  great  reluctance ; 
because,  being  a  landed  proprietor,  he 
should,  of  course,  be  very  much  benefited 
by  the  reduction  of  the  Malt-duty.  He 
could  not,  however,  vote  for  the  Motion, 
because  he  did  not  see  how  it  was  possible 
to  reduce  the  establishment  to  the  amount 
of  2,500,000/. 

Captain  Gordon  did  expect  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  have 
included  in  his  Budget  some  proposition 
to  relieve  the  agricultural  classes.  The 
reduction  of  taxation  on  taxed  carts  and 
tiles  would  not  be  felt  in  the  particular 
part  of  the  country  with  which  he  was 
connected,  because  neither  taxed  carts 
nor  tiles  were  used  there.  He  felt  bound 
in  justice  to  his  constituents  to  vote  for  a 
Motion  which  would  have  the  effect  of 
giving  some  small  relief.  He  supported 
it,  however,  for  another  reason,  namely, 
that  there  was  every  reason  to  suppose  a 
reduction  of  the  duty  would  increase  the 
consumption,  and  thus  remove  the  objec- 
tion made  by  many  bon.  Members  that  it 
was  necessary  for  the  support  of  the 
revenue. 

Mr.  0*ConneU  would  support  the  Mo- 
tion, simply  because  it  was  a  Motion  for 
reduction  of  taxation.  It  was  the  duty  of 
the  House  to  reduce  taxation,  and  the  only 


way  to  compel  the  Ministers  to  reduce  the 
establishments  of  the  country  was,  to  tske 
from  the  resources  of  expenditure.  His 
own  opinion,  however,  was,  that  the  re- 
duction of  the  Malt  Duty  by  one-lialf 
would,  by  augmenting  the  consumption, 
have  the  effect  of  increasing  the  revenue. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  he  had  made  no 
statement  to  the  effect  that  he  voted  for 
reduction  of  taxation  to  embarrass  the 
Government.  He  could  assure  the  noble 
Lord,  that  the  impression  on  the  minds  of 
a  great  number  of  the  deputation  was,  that 
he  had  so  expressed  himself.  There  could 
be  no  doubt,  however,  that  after  the  noble 
Lord's  explanation,  that  impression  was 
erroneous. 

Mr.  Hume  was  convinced  that  the  re- 
duction of  the  Malt-duty  one-half  would 
not  have  the  effect  of  diminishing  the 
revenue  to  that  amount.  When  the  duty 
on  spirits  and  coSee  was  reduced,  the 
consumption  greatly  increased,  and  the 
revenue,  instead  of  suffering,  was  bene- 
fited. He  was  sure,  that  if  the  present 
Motion  was  agreed  to,  the  deficit  would 
not  exceed  800,000/.  or  900,000/.;  and 
he  thought  the  Ministers  might  manage  to 
go  on  very  well,  notwithstanding  that 
deficiency.  But  if  it  was  necessary  to 
retain  the  present  amount  of  taxation,  be 
would,  rather  than  keep  the  tax  on  malt, 
have  a  duty  to  the  same  amount  placed 
on  spirits. 

Mr.  Lloyd  said,  that,  although  repre- 
senting an  exclusively  manufacturing  con- 
stituency, he  felt  called  upon,  in  justice  to 
the  agricultural  population,  to  vote  for  the 
Motion .  In  doing  so,  however,  he  expressed 
a  hope  that,  whenever  a  Motion  were  made, 
by  which  the  burthens  of  the  manufactur- 
ing population  might  be  relieved^  the  agri- 
cultural Members,  recollecting  the  support 
they  were  that  night  receiving,  would 
unite  their  efforts  in  having  it  carried. 

Mr.  Hodges  said  that,  knowiivg  what 
were  the  feelings  of  the  country  on  the 
subject  of  this  tax,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  member  for  Lincolnshire ;  at  the  same 
time  he  expressed  his  regret  that  that  Mo- 
tion did  not  go  to  the  extent  of  the  entire 
abolition  of  the  Malt-tax.  While  on  his 
legs,  he  could  not  help  observing,  that  it 
appeared  to  him  rather  a  curious  circum- 
stance to  see  those  Gentlemen  who  had 
supported  every  Administration  thatexisted 
previous  to  the  present  one,  now  demand* 
ing  a  remission  of  taxation.    In  bis  opin- 
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it  Would  have  been  much  better  if 
they  had  tiot,  ^ears  and  years  ago»  lent 
their  aid  in  the  imposition  of  those  taxes, 
of  which  they  now  so  much  complained. 
He  did  not,  however,  quarrel  with  them 
for  now  demanding  a  reduction  of  taxa- 
tion>  and  the  Ministers  could  not  do  better 
than  take  them  at  their  word,  and  regu- 
late the  future  establishments  of  the  conn- 
try  more  in  conformity  with  the  means  of 
the  people. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  that  as  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had 
declared  that  it  was  not  expedient  to  main- 
tain a  surplus  revenue  for  the  purpose  of 
liquidating  the  debt,  ieind  as  that  senti- 
ment had  been  re-echoed  from  all  sides  of 
the  House,  it  became  a  question  for  him 
to    consider,    when    the   whole    surplus 
revenue  was  applied  to  the  reduction  of 
taxation,  what  parties  were  entitled  to 
share  in  the  scramble.     He  should  cer- 
tainly not  be  doing  his  duty  towards  his 
constituents,  standing  there  the  represent- 
ative of  a  county  purely  agricultural,  if 
he  did  not  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  W.  Ingiiby).    The  ae:ricul- 
tural  interest  was  at  that  moment  suffering 
under  peculiar  distress,  and  it  was  their 
duty  to  give  relief  where  relief  was  most 
required.     For  this  consideration,  as  well 
as  in  discharge  of  the  duty  he  owed  to  his 
constituents,  he  should  support  the  present 
Motion.    He  believed,  too,  that  no  reduc- 
tion of  taxation  was  more  likely  to  give 
relief  than  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
malt.    If,  however,  the  tax  could  not  be 
spared^  it  might  easily  be  transferred  to 
some  other  article.    He  was  one  of  those 
who  thought  the  Beer  Bill  required  consi- 
deration.   The  Committee  appointed  to 
inquire   into  that  subject   had   received 
numerous  representations  of  the  pernicious 
consequences  of  the  establishment  of  beer- 
shops  ;  and  it  might  be  worthy  of  consi- 
deration, whether  or  not  the  transfer  of 
part  of  the  duty  on  malt  to  beer  would 
not  have  the  effect  of  removing  those  in- 
conveniences which  had  been  experienced 
from  the  operation  of  the  Beer  Bill. 

Lord  John  Russell  rose  amidst  loud 
cries  of  "  question/'  He  certainly  would 
not  have  trespassed  on  the  attention  of  the 
House,  had  it  not  been  for  the  surprise 
which  he  felt  at  the  extraordinary  speech 
which  had  just  been  delivered.  It  was  a 
common  but  just  observation,  that  new 
proselytes  always  went  to  extremes;  but 
that  any  man  should  go  from  so  great  an 


extreme  one  way,  to  so  great  an  extreme 
the  other,  was  indeed  calculated  to  excite 
some  astonishment. ,    For  several  years 
past,  he  had  heard  the  hon.  member  for 
Essex  declare,  as  indeed   he  did  some 
nights  ago,  that  the  only  m6ans  of  saving 
this  country  was  by  keeping  up.  a  large 
sinking  fund,    to  which  not  less    than 
5,000,000/.  per  annum  shpuld  be  appro- 
priated.    His  noble  friend,  taking  another 
course  of  policy,  said,  **  Let  us  not  burthen 
the  people  for  a  sinking  fund,  but  let  us 
avoid  the  difficulties    resulting    fsom    a 
deficit,  and  keep  up  a  surplus  of  revenue 
beyond  expenditure  of  a  million  or  less." 
But  what  said  the  hon.  member  for  Essex 
— did  he  say,  "  keep  up  the  taxes— retain 
a  sufficient  surplus?"   Oh,  no;  he  said, 
"  if  I  cannot  have  a  surplus  of  5,000,000/., 
let  me  have  a  deBcit."    According  to  the 
statement  of   his   noble  friend   on    the 
Budget,    there  would    be  a  surplus    of 
1,500,000/.     His  noble  friend  proposed 
to  take  off  rather  more  than  1,000,000/., 
but  the  hon.  member  for  Lincolnshire,  in 
proposing  to  take  off  half  the  Malt-tax, 
asked  for  a  reduction  to  the  amount  of 
2,400,000/.      This  was    the  proposition 
which  the  hon.   member  for  Essex — the 
great  patron  and  supporter  of  the  Sinking 
Fund — thought  it  consistent  with  his  line 
of  policy  to  adopt.    That  hon.  Gentleman 
had  told  them,  when  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Whitehaven  came  on  for 
discussion,   that  he  had  received   many 
letters  from    his  constituency,    but  the 
effect  which  this  produced  on  his  mind 
was  only  to  prove  that  they  were  grossly 
ignorant;  but  on  the  present  occasion,  he 
had  thrown  aside  all  previous  notions^- 
he  had  castaway  all  the.  conclusions  of  his 
enlightened  mind,  and  had  condescended 
to  become  the  representative  of  the  worst 
and  most  besotted  ignorance.    To  enter 
on  the  financial  year  with  the  deficiency 
of  one  million,  was  what,  he  hoped,  no 
Minister  of  this  great  nation  would  ever 
consent  to,  and  what  no  House  of  Com- 
mons would  ever  sanction.     The  necessary 
consequence  of  such  a  proceeding  would 
be,  to  make  the  faith  of  the  country  sus- 
pected at  home — to  diminish  its  reputa- 
tion abroad — and  to  place  us  in  such  a 
situation  as  would  necessarily  deprive  us 
of  that  high  and  noble  station  which  we 
had  hitherto  held  among  the  nations  of 
the  world.    Those  who  thought  the  es- 
tablishments of  the  country  might  be  suffi- 
ciently reduced  to  meet  the  deficiency 
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vfouU  be  perfectly  consittent  in  voting  for 
the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Lincolnshire.  It  was,  however,  equally 
consistent  for  him,  as  one  of  those  who 
brought  forward  the  financial  statement 
for  the  year — and  who  had  proved  by  acts, 
ftnd  not  by  words,  their  desire  of  conduct- 
ing the  Government,  of  the  country  in  the 
full  spirit  of  economy — to  say,  that  be 
thought  it  impossible  to  make  so  large  a 
reduction  in  our  establishments  as  would 
enable  us  to  meet  the  deficiency  which 
would-be  occasioned  by  passing  this  Reso- 
lution. There  was  certainly  one  other 
method  which  had  been  stated  most  fairly 
— he  might  say  with  his  usual  fairness — 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Colchester, 
namely,  that  this,  with  some  other  taxes, 
might  be  altogether  reduced,  and  a  tax 
upon  income  or  property  substituted. 
He  admitted,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  that 
House,  after  having  provided  for  the 
national  faith  and  interests,  to  consider 
what  ways  and  means  of  raising  the  neces- 
sary taxation  would  prove  least  burthen- 
some  to  the  people.  If  the  House  con- 
sidered such  means  less  burthensome  than 
those  which  at  present  existed,  it  was  of 
course  their  duty  to  adopt  that  suggestion. 
Certainly,  if  the  whole  question  of  taxation 
were  now  to  be  raised  for  the  first  time,  he 
said  he  was  inclined  to  favour  the  senti- 
ments promulgated  in  a  most  able  speech 
of  the  late  Mr.  Huskisson,  in  1830.  But, 
in  his  opinion,  if  they  were  now  to  enter 
into  such  a  commutation  he  firmly  believed 
that  the  hopes  of  the  House  would  be  dis- 
appointed, and  that  the  discontent  and 
irritation  which  would  ensue  upon  the 
imposition  of  a  tax  which  experience  had 
proved  so  obnoxious,  would  preponderate 
over  the  satisfaction  to  which  it  might  give 
rise.  Upon  the  whole,  then,  he  would 
leave  the  question  to  the  House,  believing, 
fortified  as  he  was  by  the  vote  of  the  other 
night,  that  the  House  would  not  on  any 
account  lend  itself  to  a  vote  by  which  the 
national  faith  might  be  rendered  liable  to 
suspicion. 

Mt,  Baring  explained.  He  had  dis* 
tinctly  stated  that,  in  voting  for  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  had  by  no 
means  abandoned  the  principles  which  he 
had  hitherto  roaintainea  with  regard  to  the 
Sinking  Fund.  But  as  he  found  it  impos- 
sible to  convince  Ministers  of  the  pro- 
priety of  adopting  his  sentiments,  he  had 
dealt  with  them  according  to  their  own 
priQcipleSf 


{COMMONS} 

Sir  CharUi  BurrgU  said,  be  should  TOte 
for  the  hon.  Baronet^s  Motion,  but  not 
with  an  expectation  that  it  would  lead  to 
any  deficiency  of  the  revenue ;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  believed  that  tbe  increase  of  the 
consumption  of  malt  would  be  equivalent 
to  the  amount  of  duty  reduced. 

The  House  divided  on  Sir  W.  Ingilby's 
Motion — Ayes  162:  Noes  152:  Majority 
10. 

Mr.  Robinson  then  rose  and  said,  as 
one  of  those  who  voted  in  the  majority  on 
this  occasion,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
state  that  the  vote  he  had  giveu  had  not 
been  dictated  by  any  feeling  of  hostility 
towards  his  Majesty's  Government.  Gen- 
tlemen might  smile,  but  he  could  honestly 
and  conscientiously  state,  that  such  was 
not  his  intention.  He  was  aware  that  the 
effect  of  such  a  decision  must  lead  to  some 
embarrassment  on  their  part.  He  consi- 
dered, however,  that  a  most  important 
principle  had  now  been  establishea,  thai 
the  system  of  indirect  taxation,  in  its  pre- 
sent extent  and  degree,  was  at  an  end ; 
and  he  called  on  the  landed  gentlemen 
who  had  insinuated  that  the  Represent- 
atives of  the  trading  and  manufactuikig 
towns  entertained  an  unworthy  jealousy 
towards  that  interest,  but  who  had  now 
received  their  support  in  the  reduction  of 
the  Malt-duty,  would  be  equally  ready 
when,  in  a  few  days,  the  hon.  baronet,  the 
member  for  the  City  of  London,  would 
propose  a  total  repeal  of  the  House  and 
Window  Duty,  to  lend  their  assistance 
for  the  abolition  of  these  taxes.  It  would 
then,  when  that  measure  was  also  carried, 
be  his  duty — if  the  Government  did  not 
make  a  proposition  to  that  effect — to  sub- 
mit a  Motion  for  the  adoption  of  some 
means  to  supply  whatever  deficiency 
might  be  necessary,  after  the  enforcement 
of  every  practicable  reduction  in  the  pub- 
lic expenditure. 

Lord  AWiOTD  said,  that  he  was  certain 
the  intention  oi  the  hon.  Mover  of  the  Re* 
solution  was  not  to  embarrass  tbe  Govern-^ 
ment,  but  to  carry  a  measure  of  bis  own. 
Notwithstanding,  he  admitted  thai  what 
had  taken  place  that  night  would  place 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  in  a  state  of  consi- 
derable embarrassment;  yet  after  the  deci- 
sion that  the  House  had  just  come  to^ 
though  the  majority  was  not  very  large* 
he  did  not  feel  himself  disposed  to 
offer  any  further  opposition  on  that 
occasion,  to  the  hon,  Baionet's  Reaoio« 
tion. 
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The  ft«S0lutiQD— *<  That  the  duty  on 
Malt  be  reduced  from  209.  Sd.  to  lOt.  & 
quarter''-^wai  put  from  the  Chair,  aod 
carried, 

LiHofihe  Art$. 


Ad^ms,  S.  H. 
Agtiotiby^H.  A. 
Arbttthnot^Uoii.  H. 
Astley,  Sir  J.  D. 
Attwoodi  T. 
Balfour,  J. 
Bankes,  W. 
fiaring,  A. 
Baring,  !I.  B. 
B&maHyE.G* 
BeaUQlerk^  Major  A. 
Bell,  M. 

Sellew,  R.  M. 
enett,  John 
Bernard,  W.  S. 

Bethell,  H. 
Bish,  T. 

Blaeksione,  W.  S. 
Blaoairei  W* 
Blandford,  Marq.  of 
Boiling,  W. 
jbowes,  J. 
Brigstock,  W.  p4 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brace,  Lord  E. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Cayley,  Sir  O* 
Cayley,  £.  S. 


Oolly,  J. 
Hdndley,  II. 
Handley,  B. 
Hanmeri  Sir  J. 
Harvey,  D.  W.. 
|iay,  Sir  J. 
Hay,  A.  L. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herbert,  Hon.  S. 
Hodgei,  T.  L. 
Hoskina,  K. 
Humpheryi  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Hughes,  H. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E. 
King,  E.  B. 
Knatchbiill,  Sir  £. 
Lalor,  P. 

Langdale,  Hon.  €• 
Langton,Col.G« 
Leech,  J. 
Leferre,  C.  S. 
Lennard,  Sir  T.  B. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lister,  £.  0. 
Lloyd,  J.  H. 
Locke,  W. 


Chandoei  MarqueM  of    Lopez,  Sir  R. 
Chaplin^  T,  Mandeville^  Vise. 


Clayton,  W.  R. 
Cobbetl,  W. 
Conolly,  R.  M. 
jCookes,  T.  H. 
Crawley,  S. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Curteis,  £•  B. 
Davies,  T. 
Billwyn,  L.  W. 
Dundas,  J.  W.  D. 
Rtwall,  R. 
FattKfttll,  G. 
Fantoart,  C.  S.  J« 
Peilden,  W. 
Fenton,  J. 
Fergusson^  G. 
Fielden.  3. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Fitzgerald,  T. 
Fftuimoa,  C. 
Fitaiinon,  N. 
Folkes,  Sir  W. 
Fox,  S,  L. 
Fryer,  R. 
Gaskell)  D. 
Gaskell,  3.  M. 
Godson,  R. 
Gotdan,  Hon.  W. 
Oore^M. 
Goriog,  H.  D. 
Cuisei  Sir  W,  B. 


Maxwell,  J.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  J. 
Methaen,  P. 
Milton,  Vise. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Connell,  M* 
O'Connell,  D. 
0'Connell,M. 
O'Connell,  C. 
O'Dwyer,  A.  C. 
Ossulstott,  Lord 
Palmer, *C.  F. 
Palmer,  R. 
Parker,  J« 
Parrott,  J. 
Pelham,  C.  A.  W. 
Philips,  M. 
Pigot,  R. 
Pinney,  W. 
Pittmptre,  J.  P. 
Poulter,  J.  S. 
Price,  R. 
Rickford,  W. 
Rider,  T. 
Rippon,  C. 
Robarts,  A.  W. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Roe,  J. 
Romilly,  J* 
Rooperi  J.  B. 
AuMelli  W.  0, 


Rttthren,  E. 
Sanford,  E.  A. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scale,  J.  H. 
Sharpe,  General 
Shawe,  R.  N. 
Simcooi  Sir  R.  G. 
Sinclair,  G. 
Spencer,  Hon.  F. 
Spry,  S.  T. 
Staunlon,  Sir  G.  T, 
Stewart,  J. 
Sullivan,  R. 
Talbot,  C.  R. 
Talbot,  J. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Tayleure,  W. 
Taylor,  M.  A. 
Tennyson,  C. 
Tooke,  W. 
Torrens,  Colonel 
Townshend,  Lord  C. 
Trelawney,  W.L.  S. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E. 


Turner,  W. 
Tynte,  C.  K. 
Tyrell,  C. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J. 
Verner,  W. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Walter,  J. 
Wason,  R. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Weyland,  Major  R. 
Williams,  G. 
Wilmot,  Sir  E. 
Windham,  W.  H. 
Wrottealey,  Sir  J.  B. 
Telverton,  Hon,  W, 
Young,  F. 

TELLEES. 

Hume,  J. 
Ingilby,  Sir  W. 

PAIRED  OFF. 

Hall,  Mr. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Monday f  April  29,  1833. 

Mifrurn.]  Petitions  presented.  By  theEarloTSHArrM* 
•oav,  ftom  Woroetter:  and  the  Earl  of  Moblxt,  from 
Plymontht— 4br  the  llepcal  of  the  AsBOBed  Taxes.— dy 
the  Duke  of  Gmavton,  ftom  Suflblk,  fbr  an  Altenticm  In 
the  Sale  of  Beer  Act — ^By  Lord  JLTNDRViwTt  ftom 
Beverley,  against  a  Clause  In  th«  Loeai  JurisdictioB  Bill. 
—By  the  Bishops  of  HssBPoaD,  and  Exeter,  the  Duke 
of  CiJiTBLAifD,  Hie  Maiqueas  of  SrkWWouD,  the  Eails  of 
Cadooait,  FinvriLLiAM,  and  Raomoe,  and  Lords 
SurriSLDt  PotnifoaB,  and  WasrsRif ,  fkom  a  rery  great 
Namfaei  of  Plaees«— against  Slavery.— By  the  Aroh- 
iNshop  of  CANTCRBURTf  the  Marqoess  Of  SVAVPOBt). 
and  the  Carls  of  RoesLYK,  Rodsk,  and  Radnob, 
fitmi  a  Number  of  Plaees, — fbr  a  Better  Observance  of 
the  8abbath.->-By  the  Marqusss  of  STArroBo,  ftoBi 
Edderton,  for  an  Alteration  In  the  sodsting  System  of 
Church  Pathmage  In  Seotlaad.— By  the  Earl  of  Abkrdbbw, 
flrom  the  Royal  College  of  PhysieiaBS  (Edinburgh),  for 
an  Alteration  in  the  Apothecaries  Aet.'.-By  the  Earl  of 
Radnor,  ftom  Northiam,  Siusex,  tor  a  Commutation  of 
Tithaa.— By  a  Noblb  Lord,  ftom  BeUhst,  fbr  Poor  Laws 
to  Ireland.~By  the  Earl  of  RooBN,  ftom  a  Parish  Id 
Cork,  agataist  the  proposed  Measuie  of  Churdi  Rtform 
U(<daBd).— By  Lord  WserBRN,  ftom  the  Eastern  DiviskMi 
of  the  OooBty  of  Ktat,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Matt  Duty. 

Tithes  (Engl  av D),J'Lord  Suffield  pre« 
senud  a  petition  from  Uttoxeter,  praying 
for  an  alteration  in  the  Tithe  System. 
The  petitioners  complained  grievously  that 
tithes  were  levied  in  the  most  inconvenient 
possible  manner,  and  that  these  fands, 
which  were  originally  destined  to  promote 
the  moral  and  religioas  instruction  of  the 
parishioners,  were  entirely  perverted  from 
sOch  objects.  The  inhabitants  of  Uttox- 
eter  amounted  to  6,000,  and  the  tithed 
were  worth  1,300/.  a-year.  The  impro- 
priators, the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Wind- 

•ori   let  them  out   to  a  Mr«   CiiAriea 
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Tyrrell,  of  Suffolk,  who  sublet  them  to 
Tarious  individaals,  who  made  all.  they 
could  of  them  by.exactmg  every  farthing 
possible  on  every  improvement  made  in 
the  lands,  a  system  which  either  took  from 
the  enterprising  tenant  the  reward  of  his 
industry,  or  checked  industry  altogether. 
The  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Windsor  had  a 
vicar  at  the  stipend  of  20/.  per  annum,  to 
which  must  be  added  the  small  tithes, 
most  troublesome  and  vexatious  in  their 
collection,  making  about  150/.  more.  The 
vicar  hired  a  curate  at  the  rate  of  50/. 
a-year,  and  the  petitioners  complained 
that  these  clergymen,  notwithstanding  the 
large  sum  paid  as  tithes,  were  destitute  of 
the  means  of  administering  consolation  to 
the  poor,  and  of  performing  their  duties 
properly.  The  petitioners  earnestly  prayed 
that  these,  and  all  such  grievances 
throughout  the  kingdom,  might  be  done 
away  with. 

The  Earl  of  Eldon  deprecated  the  sys- 
tem which  appeared  to  have  been  entered 
into  of  making  this  sort  of  petitions  a  peg 
whereon  to  hang  attacks  on  the  clergy ; 
the  persons  petitioned  against  most  ge- 
nerally knew  nothing  about  the  intended 
attack,  and  were  therefore  unable  to  for- 
ward any  refutations  of  them.  Such 
petitions,  however,  would  have  not  the 
slightest  operation  in  altering  his  fixed 
determination  to  support  the  Established 
Church.  There  was  a  measure  to  be 
brought  forward  with  reference  to  Church 
Reform,  and  he  hoped  that  the  debate 
on  the  subject  would  not  be  forestalled  by 
the  renewal  of  any  such  assertions  as 
these.  Besides,  particular  instances  of 
individual  conduct  constituted  no  general 
rule  by  which  their  Lordships  could  form 
their  judgment. 

Lord  Suffield  protested  against  the  noble 
Earl's  interpretation  of  what  he  had  done ; 
he  had  merely  read  the  statement  of  cer- 
tain petitioners ;  "Snd  however  unimportant 
the  petitions  and  complaints  of  the  people 
might  appear  to  the  noble  Earl,  he  should 
never  hesitate  in  bringing  them  before  the 
House.  He  denied  having  brought  this 
petition  forward  by  surprise ;  he  had  given 
full  intimation  of  it  to  the  parties  con- 
cerned, and  had  given  notice  to  their 
Lordships  of  his  intention.   - 

The  Bishop  of  Bristol  said,  that  the 
noble  Earl  (Suffield)  had  certainly  given  him 
information  that  he  intended  to  present 
the  petition.  He  had  accordingly  sent  to 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Windsor,  one  of 


the  leading  members  of- which  returoed 
an  answer  which  clearly  showed  that  the 
ex'parte  statement  of  the  peUtionerB  wiu 
greatly  exaggerated;  indeed,  the  whole 
was  a  misrepresentation.  So  far  from 
having  the  large  income  stated  in  the 
petition,  the  whole  amount  obtained  by 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  was  27/.  a-year ; 
and  they  had,  out  of  this  losignificaDt 
sum,-  paid  200/.  towards  rebuilding  the 
church,  and  several  other  sums,  towards 
charities,  &c.  As  to  the  pay  of  the 
ministers,  it  did  not  wholly  depend  upon 
the  holders  of  large  tithes,  nor  had  the 
diocesan  any  power  to  augmentthe  stipend. 
It  was,  however,  in  contemplation  to  aug- 
ment the  benefice,  but  this  could  not  be 
done  before  the  renewal  of  the  lease. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (the  Earl  of  Eldon)  seemed 
to  fail  into  the  offence  of  prediscussion 
much  more  than  the  noble  Lord  whom  be 
objurgated.  As  to  the  peUtioners,  he 
thought  they  ought  to  be  pretty  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  extent  of  what  they  paid. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Juries  (Irei^and).]  On  the  Motion 
of  Viscount  Melbourne,  the  Order  of  the 
Day  was  read  for  the  resuming  of  the  debate 
on  the  third  reading  of  this  Bill.  The 
noble  Viscount  and  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton each  proposed  several  Verbal  Amend- 
ments, all  of  which  were  agreed  to  without 
discussion.  *  ^ 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

On  the  Motion  that  it  do  pass, 

The  Earl  of  Longford  said,  at  that  late 
period,  he  would  not  go  into  any  discussion 
on  the  measure  before  their  Lordships, 
which  he  considered  singQlarly  ill-timed. 
He  could  not  understand  how  that  mea- 
sure could  be  reconciled  with  the  coercive 
measure  which  the  Ministers  thought 
necessary  for  Ireland.  It  was  very  strange 
that  such  a  measure  as  the  present  should 
be  brought  forward  at  a  time  when  it  was 
acknowledged  that  justice  could  not  be 
administered  in  the  ordinary  way  in  Ire- 
land. The  body  of  Jurymen  in  that 
country  consisted  of  two  classes— -those 
who  were  willing  to  act  uprightly,  and 
those  who  were  devoted  to  the  interests  of 
others.  The  present  Bill  favoured  the 
introduction  of  the  latter  class  into  the 
Jury  box.  He  thought  that  the  Bill  was 
not  wanted,  and  that,  at  all  events,  it 
should  be  postponed  until  it  had  a  fair 
opportunity  of  being  reconsidered. 
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Lord  Carbery  agreed  with  the  opinion 
of  his  noble  friend  who  had  last  spoken, 
and  said,  that  a  large  body  of  the  most 
eminent  persons  at  the  Irish  bar  were 
opposed  to  the  present  measare* 

The  Marquess  of  TFiesffneaM  complained 
that  the  measure  did  not  grow  out  of  the 
judicial  inquiry  lately  instituted,  but  was 
only  a  fiitieenth  part  of  it,  since  that 
inquiry  embraced  fourteen  other  important 
subjects.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the 
sub^sberiffs  should  not  interfere  in  the 
formation  of  Jury  lists. 

Lord    Cloncurry  contended,  that    the 

E resent  measure  would  put  back  into  the 
ands  of 'the  Sheriffs  a  power  with  which 
they  ought  not  to  be  invested.  He  re- 
membered that,  in  one  county,  Kildare — out 
of  six  Sheriffs'  6ye  had  been  insolvent, 
and  therefore  he  considered  that  they  were 
improper  persons  to  have  the  power  of 
returning  Juries.  He  had  seen  one  Sheriff 
hunted  about  by  the  Coroner  for  the  debts 
of  his  court;  and  such,  he  was  sorry  to 
say,  was  the  general  character  of  the 
persons  who  had  of  late  years  filled  the 
office  of  Sheriff  in  Ireland.  They  were 
the  only  persons  who  ought  not  to  select 
Jurors,  the  best  way  of  choosing  whom 
would  be  according  to  a  property  qualifi- 
cation. 

The  Earl  of  Roden  said,  that  if  there 
was  anything  good  in  Irish  Jurisprudence, 
it  was  the  system  of  Juries.  Irish  Jurors 
were  honest  meif,  and  anxious  to  assist  in 
the  fair  administration  of  justice.  In  some 
instances,  rather  than  do  violence  to  their 
consciences,  they  had  staid  away,  and,  by 
so  doincfy  subjected  themselves  to  large 
fines.  The  present  measure  excluded 
from  the  Jury  lists  a  respectable  body  of 
persons— he  meant  the  parish  clerks.  He 
wanted  to  know  from  the  noble  Viscount 
opposite,  why  they  were  excluded,  and 
whether  it  was  from  the  circumstance  of 
their  being  Protestants  ?  He  thought  the 
measure  proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
tt isterd  unnecessary  and  uncalled  for ;  and 
as  he  had  opposed  it  in  its  former  stages, 
he  would  continue  his  opposition  to  the 
last,  and  vote  against  the  Motion  that  it 
do  pass. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  with 
respect  to  the  general  objections  made  to 
the  Bill,  he  had  already  explained  himself 
so  fully,  that  he  trusted  their  Lordships 
would  not  take  it  as  a  mark  of  disrespect 
if  he  made  no  further  explanations  on 
those  objections.    With  respect  to  the 


clause  complained  of  by  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  just  sat  down,  he  would  merely 
state  that  it  was  only  meant  to  exempt 
parish  clerks  from  the  discharge  of  an 
additional  and  an  onerous  duty.  He  was 
not  certain  whether,  as  the  law  then 
stood,  parish  clerks  bonld  serve  or  not; 
but  he  knew  that  what  was  intended  by 
the  introduction  of  the  clause  objected  to 
was,  to  relieve  them  from  what  they  would 
themselves  consider  a  heavy  buth  n. 
The  Bill  passed. 
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MiNUTBS.]  nipetBonlcnd.  OntheMotioaofMr.ViooMt 
an  AoeoimC  of  tiie  Annual  Reoeipto  and  Expoidittm  in 
the  Pirlih  of  St.  Pancras,  Middleiex,  for  the  last  three 
yean.— On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Ricabdo,  an  Acoount  of 
tiie  Management  and  Expenses  of  the  diftarent  Gaols  in 
England  and  Wales.--On  the  Bfotkm  of  Mr.  Spbiko  Rica, 
an  Aooount  of  the  Amount  of  all  the  Taxes  Repealed  or 
Imposed  in  eadi  year,  sinoe  the  dose  of  the  War. 

Petitions  presented  -By  Sir  John  HoBHOoaa,  ftom  several 
Metropolitan  Parishes;  by  Mr.  LAKOvroir,  fhom  three 
Parishes  at  Oxford  t  and  li^  Mr.  Evtart,  from  Liveipool* 
— (br  a  Repeal  of  the  Assessed  Taxes^— By  Cokmd  Ltoom, 
flrom  Woroesters  Mr.  Coloohoun,  from  two  Places  t  and 
Mr.  BMoflTOCK,  ftom  Ubley,  ^lUnst  the  Repeal  or 
Amendment  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act. — By  Mr.  Ewast, 
fhnn  Liverpool,  finr  Relief  to  the  Dissenters  with  respect 
to  Marriages,  Parodiial  Ratee,  and  Registrations. — By  the 
same,  fhnn  Medical  Practitioners,  Liverpool  i  and  by  Mr. 
Banicbbman,  ftom  the  Univenity  of  At>erdeen, — for  an 
Altoatloo  in  the  Apothecaries  AcL — By  Mr.  CoL0UHOuir» 
from  the  Spirit  Dealers  of  Kirkhitillock,  for  a  Repeal  of 
the  TippUng  Act — ^By  the  same,  from  the  Hand-kMm 
Weaven  of  Scotland ;  and  by  Mr.  Jambb  OawALO,  from 
Qdton,«-for  a  Board  of  Trade,  and  ftsr  Relief.— By  Mr. 
Sbaw,  from  k  Number  of  Places  in  Ireland,  agaioat  the 
Chttich  Temporalities  (Ireland)  BilL-^  Mr.  G.  J. 
Hbathcotb,  from  the  Landownen  of  Kesteven  (Uncoln), 
against  any  Alteration  of  the  Cora  Lawe. — By  Mr.  Bbio- 
irrocK,  Mr.  Hirrr,  and  Mr.  Vioobs,  from  several  Plaees» 
for  a  Repeal  of  the  Assessed  Taxes. — By  Mr.  Plumptbb, 
from  two  Places  in  Kent,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Malt  Duty. 
—By  Mr.  Viooaa,  from  the  Parish  of  St  Paactea, 
for  a  Repeal  of  the  Septennial  Act»  and  fiv  Vole 
by  Ballot. — ^By  Mr.  Bahnbbmab.  from  Aberdeen,  (br 
a  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Stamped  Receipts. — ^By 
Messn.  Boltoh  Kino,  Babino,  Hbnbaob,  Mab* 
joribankb,  J.  Smith,  Colquroun,  FrrxoBBAU>,  F. 
Shaw,  Ricaboo,  MoBiaoif,  Hmr,  BBioerocx,  J.  C. 
DmroAB,  and  PLUMPrBB,  Colonel  Ltoon,  Sir  J.  DaI/- 
BTin>i.B.  Sir  W.  FoLKia,  and  an  Hoif .  Mbmbbb,  from  a 
great  Number  of  Places,— i^ainst  Slavery :  also  1^  Aldei] 
man  Thomp«>h.  Sir  EomniD  HATsa,  and  Viscount 
AnLBT.— b/  Messrs.  J.  Skitr,  CoLguHOOH,  O.  J. 
Hbathcotb,  Shaw,  Bbiobtock,  VfooRa,  BAmriBMAif, 
Colonel  Lvooir,  Lord  OaauxMoir,  and  an  How.'  Mbmbbb, 
from  a  Number  of  Placee, — for  a  Better  Obeervaooa  of 
the  Sabbath.— By  Lord  GBAwnLbB  SoiiBBaBT,  from 
LandQgo,  for  some  Modifications  fai  the  Sabbath  Observ- 
ance BilL— By  Mr.  Hoogbb.  from  CMnbrook,  and  other 
Places  in  Kent,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Malt  Duty.— By  Lord 
Apblbt,  from  the  Clergy  of  the  Deanery  of  Stow  (Olou* 
eester),  against  the  Church  Temporalities  (Inland)  Bills 
and  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act — By  Mr.  Ba  biho, 
from  the  Proprieton  of  Drury  Lane  and  Covent  Garden 
Theatres,  against  the  BQl  for  Regulating  Otunatie  Ftr> 
formancee. 
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Charles  BuUer  presented  a  petition  from  fine  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  single 
this  electors  of  Launceston,  in  the  county  question  of  fact,  whether  Launceston  was 
of  Cornwall,  complaining  that  bribery  had  ,  still  a  nomination  borough  ?  He  regretted 


been  used  at  the  last  election  for  that 
borough,  and  that  they  were  only  pre- 
tent^a  from  proving  it  before  the  House, 
by  the  Enormous  expense  which  attended 
the  taking  of  evidence  before  Election 
Committees.  He  must  disclaim  all  feel- 
ing of  personal  hostility  against  the  Gallant 
General  (Sir  Henry  Rardinge),  who  had 
been  the  successful  candidate  for  that  bo- 
rough. He  was  most  un\^illing  also  to  give 
any  pain  to  the  noble  Duke  (Northumber- 
land), who  was  said  to  nominate  the  hon. 
member  for  Launceston.  His  sole  object 
was,  to  show  that  there  existed  what  the 
petitioners  considered  a  constitutional 
abuse.  The  first  statement  in  the  petition 
was  highly  deserving  the  attention  of  the 
House,  that,  in  consequence  of  the  great 
and  enormous  expense  whioh  was  incurred 
by  Election  Committees,  they  could  not 
prove  the  existence  at  the  last  election  of 
Ihe  bribery  which  the  petition  alleged. 
The  petition  then  went  on  to  pray  that 
the  constituency  might  be  increased  by 
extending  the  limits  of  the  borough.  The 
petition  also  prayed  that  a  Commission 
should  be  seat  down  to  inquire  into  the 
existence  of  bribery  at  the  last  election, 
and  that  the  evidence  might  be  taken  on 
the  spot.  The  hon*  Member,  in  support- 
ing the  prayer  of  the  petition,  stated,  that 
he  was  aware  he  made  himself  obnoxious 
to  those  who  advocated  the  *'  finality"  of 
the  Reform  Bill;  but  he  for  one  had 
never  conceded  the  monstrous  principle 
that  any  legislative  measure  was  to  be 
final ;  still  less  had  he  ever  conceded  the 
still  more  monstrous  principle,  that  the 
Members  of  that  House  were  entitled  by 
any  sort  of  compromise  to  barter  away  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  people.  The 
Reform  Bill,he considered,  would  be  a  mere 
mockery  to  the  people  of  England  if  it 
did  not,  to  use  the  language  of  Lord  Grey 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  "  put  an  end  to 
the  system  of  nomination,  and  introduce 
in  its  room  that  of  representation.  It  was 
not,  however,  against  the  Reform  Bill,  but 
against  the  Boundary  Bill,  that  he  urged 
objection;  and  it  surely  would  not  be  said 
that  Lieut*  Drummond's  Bill  was  to  be  a 
final  measure  against  the  whole  people. 
He  wished  the  lx>undaries  of  the  borough 
to  be  enlarged.  He  almost  wished  that 
no  assertion  had  been  made  as  to  the 
existence  of  bribery,  an  be  wished  to  con- 


that  the  Vote  by  Ballot  tad  not  been 
carried  on  a  late  occasion,  as  be  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  have  given  the  voters 
some  efiectual  protection.  But,  from  the 
number  of  votes  in  favour  of  the  ballot  on 
that  occasion,  be  did  not  think  that  the 
people  of  England  would  be  long  excluded 
from  that  benefit.  He  must  press  on  the 
attention  of  the  House  the  necessity  of 
enlarging  the  extent  of  this  very  limited 
borough.  He  did  not  ask  for  the  Com- 
mission solely  on  behalf  of  the  electors  of 
Launceston,  but  on  behalf  of  the  people 
of  England  generally,  who  were  deeply 
interested  in  the  system  of  representation, 
of  the  state  of  which  the  petition  fumiabed 
some  evidence. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  thought  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  not  so  much  for 
the  purpose  of  doubting  the  legality  of  the 
election,  as  it  was  to  exhibit  a  desire  to 
attack  the  Reform  Bill.  With  regard  to 
the  Reform  Bill,  he  (Sir  H.  Hardinge)  bad 
opposed  it  to  the  utmost ;  but  as  it  was 
now  the  law  of  the  land,  he  should  do  all 
he  could  to  remedy  any  defect  that  it  had. 
He  did  not,  however,  agree,  that  it  was 
necessary  on  all  occasions  on  which  the 
petitioners  mieht  happen  to  be  defeated, 
that  they  should  claim  a  large  extension  of 
boundary.  The  petitioners  were  those 
who  opposed  him  at  the  election  ;  and  the 
first  signature  was  that  of  Mr.  Howell, 
whom  he  defeated;  and  the  next  that  of 
Thomas  Pierce,  who  was  Mr.  Howell's 
electioneering  agent  —  a  gentleman  of 
whom,  on  a  recent  occasion,  it  had  been 
said,  that  he  had  redeemed  sixty  Yearn  of 
Toryism  by  three  years  of  Radicalism. 
He  (Sir  H.  Hardinge)  most  distinctly  de- 
nied, on  behalf  of  himself,  his  agents,  or 
his  friends,  that  there  was  one  single  in* 
stance  of  bribery  or  corruption  at  his 
election.  The  House  would  recollect  that 
a  petition  had  been  presented,  charging 
him,  his  agents,  and  friends,  with  bribery ; 
and  yet,  after  waiting  three  moothsi  and 
Mr.  Pierce  being  the  agent — 

Mr.  Buller  interrupted  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer,  by  saying,  that  there  was 
no  charge  of  bribery.  Indeed,  he  be* 
lieved,  that  there  was  not  the  slightest 
suspicion  of  bribery  against  the  hoo.  and 
gallant  Officer. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  read  an  extract 
from  the  former  petiUoni  in  which  *  * 
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self,  his  agentSy  &c.|  were  charged  with 
bribery  and  corr aption  •  He  declared  that 
he  held  the  offence  of  bribery  in  so  odious 
a  light-'-every  voter  being  obliged  to  take 
the  bribery  oath-— that  sooner  than  have 
subjected  the  voters  to  the  offence  of  per- 
jurv,  he  would  have  lost  his  election. 
Attiiough  the  former  petitioners  had  had 
three  months,  they  failed  to  enter  iuto  the 
requisite  sureties ;  and  he  had,  in  conse- 
quence, never  had  an  opportunity  to  de- 
clare that  he  was  not  the  guilty  person  he 
had  been  accused  of  being.  He  was  pre- 
pared— and  that  was  known  to  his  counsel 
and  agents — to  meet  the  charge,  and  to 
deny  and  defy  the  proof  that  there  was  a 
single  case  of  bribery;  and  he  believed 
that  the  reason  the  petition  was  not  pro- 
secuted was,  that  the  petitioners  were  con- 
vinced they  could  not  bring  forward  a 
single  case ;  and  they  were  afraid  their 
petition  would  be  deemed  frivolous  and 
vexatious.  •  For  several  weeks,  every 
Cornish  paper  had  teemed  with  articles 
calling  for  subscriptions  in  support  of  the 
petitions,  in  order,  as  they  said,  **  to  drive 
the  Conservative  from  the  borough  of 
Launceston ;"  and  with  considerable  effect, 
too,  for  they  had  got  five  or  six  hundred 
pounds  in  that  way.  An  hon.  Baronet's 
(Sir  William  Molesworth)  agent  (he  meant 
Mr.  Woolcomb)  had  written  articles  of  that 
kind  ]n  a  Government  paper ;  and,  after 
subscribing  five  pounds  in  his  own  name, 
he  subscribed  twenty-five  pounds  in  the 
name  of  a  Radical  friend  to  the  cause ; 
and  be  could  tell  the  hon.  Baronet,  that  it 
was  generally  said,  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
was  that  Radical  friend.  He  had  now 
been  returned  to  Parliament  eight  or  nine 
times,  and  he  had  never  had  any  trans- 
action of  the  nature  of  that  which 
was  asserted  by  the  hon.  Member.  His 
agents  and  counsel  knew  all  the  details  of 
the  case;  he  stated  them  publicly,  and 
they  could  catechise  him  if  they  thought 
proper.  With  regard  to  the  influence 
that  was  complained  of,  he  begged  the 
hon.  Member  to  recollect  what  was  the 
influence  of  the  Duke  of  Northumberland. 
The  Duke  had  by  no  means  a  large  pro- 
perty in  that  neighbourhood,  and,  there- 
fore, the  Duke's  influence  did  not  arise 
from  his  having  a  numerous  tenantry ;  it 
arose  from  his  having  been  for  many  years 
a  large  benefactor  to  all  the  public  chari- 
ties m  that  neighbourhood ;  and,  on  the 
occasion  of  the  fate  contest,  he  (Sir  Henry) 
could  only  statei  that  such  was  the  impres- 


sion of  the  people  of  Launceston  on  ac- 
count of  his  benefactions,  and  the  genero- 
sity and  liberality  with  which  they  were 
dispensed,  that  they  disregarded  Mr. 
Howelly  and  spoke  against  him,  because 
he  had  never  made  any  benefaction  to  the 
town.  In  the  year  1828,  a  review  was 
taken  of  the  benefactions  of  the  noble 
Duke  and  Mr.  Howell  (the  one  living  at 
a  distance,  and  the  other  on  the  spot), 
when  it  appeared  that  the  Duke  of  North- 
umberland, in  the  year  1822,  subscribed 
to  the  public  charities,  Sunday-schools, 
and  to  the  poor  of  the  parish,  213/.,  and 
towards  the  improvement  and  repairs  of' 
the  town,  334/. ;  while,  in  that  year,  Mr. 
Howell,  being  a  resident  gentleman  in  the 
neighbourhood,  had  not  subscribed  one 
farthing.  During  the  six  years,  between 
1825  and  1831,  the  noble  Duke  had  sub- 
scribed 5,233/.;  while  Mr.  Howell  had 
subscribed  only  50/.;  and  that,  too,  in 
the  year  1831,  after  the  Refbrm  Bill  had 
been  brought  in*  He  would  state,  that  it 
was  not  the  influence  of  the  Duke  from 
property,  but  it  was  the  influence  of  a 
liberal  and  generous  nobleman,  exercised 
on  the  spot;  and  if  he  were  to  go  iuto  de- 
tails to  justify  that  nobleman's  conduct, 
of  which  he  was  sure  the  noble  Duke 
would  rather  he  should  not  have  spoken, 
there  would  be  enough  to  vindicate  him, 
and  not  merely  to  clear  him  from  all  im- 
putation, but  to  obtain  for  him  a  large 
share  of  admiration  in  every  part  of  the 
county,  simitar  to  that  which  his  conduct 
excited  in  Launceston.  But,  he  would 
say,  the  Duke  of  Northumberland  had  not, 
in  the  town  of  Launceston,  one  dozen  of 
tenants,  and  that  he  had  not  in  the 
borough  of  Launceston  one-half  of  the 
same  proportion  of  tenants  as  the  Duke  of 
Bedford  had  got  in  Tavistock.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  have  examples 
to  justify  him  in  calling  for  an  extension 
of  the  constituency,  he  should  look  nearer 
home,  and  he  would  find  much  stronger 
ones.  There  was  the  borough  of  Tavis- 
tock, with  its  population  of  5,600,  which 
returned  two  Members,  yet  it  polled  only 
193  at  the  late  election;  while  Launces- 
ton, with  a  population  of  5,384,  had  only 
one  Member,  yet  polled  243  votes.  Knares- 
borough  and  TotneiAs  stood  in  the  same 
relative  position .  He  Was  quite  aston  ished 
to  And  the  statements  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  introduced  the  Reform  Bill,  that  it 
would  add  to  the  constituency  of  the 
boroughs  upwards  of  llO^OOOt     There 
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were  sixty-five  old  boroughs,  which  at  the 
late  election  had  polled  only  83,809,  while 
there  had  been  contested  elections  in  every 
one,  and  under  the  old  system  those 
boroughs  had  polled  95,040.  The  Cor- 
poration of  Launceston  had  also  been 
charged  with  using  undue  influence  in 
having  a  power  to  license  public-houses. 
There  had  been  only  one  person  licensed 
since  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and  he  was 
one  of  those  who  had  signed  the  petition. 

Sir  William  Molesworth  said,  without 
an  increase  in  the  constituency,  Laun- 
ceston would  be  a  mere  nomination 
borough — this  was  not  his  opinion  only, 
but  that  of  ninety-nine  out  of  every  100 
of  his  constituents.  He  did  not  accuse 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  of  those 
practices;  in  fact,  he  believed  that  he  was 
quite  unaware  of  them;  but  he  would 
assert  that  they  were  carried  on.  In  his 
opinion,  the  person  who  caused  them  was 
as  bad  as  the  person  who  practised  them. 
There  was  intimidation  at  Launceston,  and 
that  led  to  immorality.  The  chief  cause 
was  the  Duke  of  Northumberland,  and  he 
was  the  arch-criminal. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge:  It  is  false.  If 
the  hon.  Member  means  to  assert,  and 
continues  to  assert,  that  the  Duke  of 
Northumberland  is  the  arch-criminal  in 
those  demoralizing  practices,  1  will  again 
meet  it  in  the  way  I  have  done,  and  cha- 
racterise such  an  assertion  as  being  false. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  all  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  meant  was,  that  if  such  an  asser- 
tion were  made,  he  would  deny  the  truth 
of  it  in  the  strongest  language  that  the 
forms  of  the  House  would  allow.  But  the 
right  hon  ..Gentleman  did  not  mean  to  use 
any  language  which  would  be  disorderly. 

Sir  William  Molesworth  would  still 
assert  that  the  Duke  of  Northumberland 
was  the  principal  cause  of  intimidation  in 
the  borough,  and  that  the  system  pursued 
created  much  immorality. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  observed,'  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  still  persisted  in  that 
assertion,  he  must  reprobate  it  in  the 
strongest  terms  of  indignation  the  forms 
of  the  House  would  allow  him  to  use. 

Sir  William  Molesworth  would  still  ad- 
here to  his  assertion. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  statements  that  had  been 
made  as  to  intimidation,  and  rewards  and 
punishments,  that  had  been  held  out,  lie 
must  observe,  that,  at  the  late  election, 
(WO  members  of  Mr,  Howell's  Committee 


had'  promised  the  hon.  Baronet's  (Sir 
William  Molesworth)  custom  to  a  yoter 
who  had  already  promised  him  his  vote, 
provided  he  woula  break  his  faith  and 
vote  for  Mr.  Howell.  With  regard  to  the 
notoriety  that  had  been  expressed  of  Lann* 
ceston  becoming  a  nomination  borough, 
he  would  assert  that  that  arose,  not  from 
the  real  circumstances  in  which  the  borough 
was  placed,  but  in  consequence  of  his 
having  defeated  the  Whig  candidate. 

Sir  William  Molesworth  said,  that  if 
what  the  right  hon.  Baropet  had  stated 
was  the  fact,  he  felt  more  indignant  at 
such  a  use  of  his  name  than  words  could 
express. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

The  Malt  Duties.]  Lord  Althorp 
said:  I  am  quite  persuaded  that  every 
Gentleman  in  the  House  must  be  anxious 
to  hear  what  I  wish  to  state  on  the  pre* 
sent  occasion.  The  decision  of  the  House 
on  Friday  being  very  peculiar,  considering 
the  circumstances  under  which  it  took 
place,  has,  as  I  stated  at  the  time,  placed 
Government  under  great  embarrassment ; 
and  after  taking  this  question  into  our 
consideration,  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
have  felt  it  desirable  to  bring  the  ques- 
tion again  before  the  House,  and  in  such 
a  manner  that  the  whole  state  of  the  case 
may  be  fairly  brought  forward,  and  that 
the  House  may  see  clearly  all  the  conse- 
quences which  must  take  place,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  proceeding  of  Friday  night, 
and  come  to  a  decision  with  their  eyea 
open.  That  decision  may  be  precisely 
the  same  as  that  which  they  came  to  be- 
fore, or  it  may  differ  from  it ;  but  there  is 
a  necessity  for  a  clear  understanding  upon 
this  subject.  Sir,  with  this  view,  and  be- 
lieving that  this  will  be  the  mode  which 
will  conduce  most  to  this  end,  I  now  give 
notice,  that  it  is  my  intention  to  move  as 
an  amendment  to  the  motion  of  the  hoo. 
Baronet,  the  member  for  the  City  of 
London,  to-morrow  evening,  this  Resolu- 
tion, which  I  will  read  now,  in  order  that 
it  may  be  placed  on  the  votes  of  the 
House,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  may  have 
the  opportunity  of  considering  the  effect 
of  it :— "  That  the  deficiency  of  the  Re- 
venue which  would  be  occasioned  by  a 
reduction  of  the  tax  on  malt  to  lOf.  a 
quarter,  and  by  the  repeal  of  the  taxes  on 
houses  and  windows,  could  only  be  sup- 
plied by  the  substitution  of  a  general  tax 
on  property,  and  would  occasioa  ao  ex* ' 
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tensife  change  in  our  whole  financial 
system,  which  would  at  present  be  in^ 
expedient.'' 

Lord  Althorp  then  moved,  that  the 
House  should  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

Sir  William  Ingilby  asked  the  noble 
Lord  what  he  intended  to  do  respecting 
the  vote  which  the  House  had  come  to 
last  Friday  night  ?  He  could  assure  the 
House,  that  he  had  not  brought  forward 
his  motion  with  any  view  of  embarrassing 
Ministers.  The  Resolution  having  been 
carried  by  a  majority,  the  manner  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  taken  it  up  had  gone 
through  the  country,  and  the  country 
expected  that  the  measure  would  be 
carried  into  effect*  He  asked  if  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord  to  carry 
that  Resolution  into  effect,  or  what  it  was 
the  noble  Lord  intended  to  do  ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  there  had  been  some 
misunderstanding  respecting  what  he 
(Lord  Althorp)  had  said  on  Friday  night. 
What  he  did  then  sav — at  all  events  what 
he  meant  to  say,  and  what  he  believed  he 
did  say  in  so  many  words — was,  that 
although  the  question  was  carried  by  a 
very  small  majority,  he  would  not  take 
advantage  of  another  division  the  same 
evening,  as  he  might  have  done,  after  the 
previous  division,  by  again  dividing  the 
House  on  the  main  question.  He  felt  as 
other  Gentlemen,  who  had  been  accustom- 
ed to  such  matters  had  always  felt,  that 
he  might,  if  he  thought  proper,  divide 
the  House  more  than  once,  but  he  would 
not  take  the  chance  of  Gentlemen  coming 
in  after  the  first  division,  in  order  to  ob- 
tain a  second  division.  As  to  what  he 
intended  to  do,  he  should  have  thought 
the  Motion  of  which  he  had  just  given 
notice  would  have  been  sufficient. 

The  Marquess  of  Chandos  rose  to  ex- 
press his  deep  regret  to  find  that  there 
was  any  intention  to  get  rid  of  the  vote  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  on  a  motion  of 
the  greatest  importance  to  the  country  at 
large.  The  House  could  not  have  been 
taken  by  surprise  by  the  hon.  Baronet's 
(Sir  William  Ingilby's)  Motion.  They 
m^t  have  been  prepared  for  it ;  but  what 
he  most  regretted  was,  that  there  should 
be  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  in  that  Reformed  House, 
from  which  so  much  was  expected,  to  set 
aside  the  vote  come  to  on  that  occasion ; 
that  Members  should  be  told  they  voted 
improperly,  and  that  he  woukl  give  them 


another  opportunity  of  correcting  their 
mistakes.  He  begged  leave  to  express 
his  earnest  and  sincere  hope,  that  when 
the  question  was  again  brought  forward, 
the  vote  would  stand  as  at  present.  For 
himself,  he  should  be  ashamed  if  he  should 
be  supposed  capable  of  altering  his  vote 
on  so  important  a  question — a  question 
so  deeply  affecting  the  landed  interest. 
He  would  rather,  indeed,  throw  up  his 
seat,  than,  at  the  call  of  the  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  vote  directly  contrary  to  the 
vote  he  had  previously  given. 

Mr.  Tennyson  said,  undoubtedly  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  was  best  quali- 
fied to  give  a  construction  to  what  he  did 
say,  or  intended  to  say,  on  the  previous 
occasion  referred  to,  and  although  he  (Mr. 
Tennyson)  was  ready  to  accept  the  expla- 
nation which  had  been  given,  yet,  he 
must  say,  that  it  was  uniformly  circulated 
through  the  Press,  and  was  the  general 
understanding  of  the  Members  in  the 
House,  that  the  noble  Lord  would,  not- 
withstanding the  smallness  of  the  majority, 
feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  carry  the  Resolu- 
tion into  effect  ["  no^  noV*  '*  ycf,  yes/**] 
Gentlemen  cried  ''  no,'*  but  he  should  like 
to  know  whether  those  who  uttered  those 
cries  were  present.  Whilst  he  said  this 
in  justice  to  himself,  he  was  bound  also,  in 
justice  to  the  noble  Lord  to  say,  that  he 
was  satisfied  the  noble  Lord  did  not  mean 
so  to  express  himself,  and  he  was  ready  to 
abide  by  the  explanation  given  by  the 
noble  Lord  himself.  He  must  say,  that 
be  did  not  think  any  question  of  that  kind 
ought,  in  a  Reformed  Parliament,  to  affect 
the  stability  of  anv  Administration.  The 
former  degraded  ^Parliaments  were  more 
the  Privy  Council  of  the  Minister  than 
the  Representatives  of  the  people,  and,  of 
course,  when  they  differed  ftom  him  on 
any  question,  he  had  only  to  resign ;  but 
at  present  the  Ministers  came  down  and 
told  them  what  sum  was  wanted,  and  how 
they  proposed  to  raise  it.  Parliament,  if 
it  truly  represented  the  people,  might 
fairly  say  to  Ministers,  and  Ministers 
would  be  bound  to  listen  to  them,  '*  we 
do  not  wish  to  be  taxed  in  the  particular 
way  you  propose,  but  would  prefer  another 
way.*'  For  his  own  part,  ne  should  be 
ashamed  of  himself,  if  being  ready  to  vote 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Malt-tax,  and  of 
the  House  and  Window-tax,  he  were  not 
also  ready  to  vote  a  substitute  for  those 
taxes.  He  could  not  agree  with  the  hon, 
member  for  Middlesex,  that  any  screw-* 
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ing  and  saving  could  make  up  fttx  or  seven 
millions  deficiency.  The  utmost  that 
could  be  saved  from  the  expenditure  was 
two  or  three  millions.  He  was,  therefore, 
for  one,  prepared  to  agree  to  a  Property 
Tax.  So  far  from  thinking  that  this 
would  be  a  grievance  to  the  landed  in- 
terest, be  was  certain  that  it  would,  from 
the  general  prosperity  that  would  be 
diffused  throughout  the  country,  be  the 
greatest  boon  that  could  be  granted  it. 
He  rose,  however,  chiefly  to  express  his 
regret  that  the  Minister  of  the  Crown  in- 
tended to  come  down  to  propose  the 
rescinding  of  a  vote  of  that  House.  It 
could  not  be  said,  that  due  notice  had 
not  been  given  of  the  motion  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  Malt-tax,  for,  in  addition 
to  the  notice  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
member  for  Lincolnshire,  his  hon.  friend 
the  member  for  Surrey  had  a  notice  upon 
the  paper,  for  the  same  purpose,  and 
therefore  Ministers  could  not  say,  that 
they  had  been  taken  by  surprise,  or  un- 
prepared. He  did  not  think  that  the 
course  of  proceeding  which  it  was  intend- 
ed to  recommend  to  Parliament  in  this 
instance  was  one  that  the  House  ought  to 
adopt.  If  they  did  i^dopt  such  a  course, 
and  if  they  rescinded  their  vote,  the  repeal 
of  the  House  and  Window-tax  could  not 
take  place,  and  thus  the  old  system 
would  still  go  on.  Now,  he  was  persuaded 
that  the  House,  under  such  circumstances 
would  quickly  find  that  that  system  would 
never  do ;  indeed,  he  was  convinced  that 
they  must,  sooner  or  later,  come  to  a 
complete  revision  of  the  financial  system 
of  the  country.  They  must  come  to  a 
Property-tax ;  nothing  else  would  satisfy 
the  people  of  this  country,  and  nothing 
else  was  calculated  to  place  the  country 
once  more  in  a  prosperous  condition. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  that  he  had  no 
desire  to  place  the  noble  Lord  in  a  dilemma 
and  contradiction,  but  it  appeared  to  him 
to  be  of  some  importance  to  consider  how 
the  noble  Lord  stood  with  the  House,  and 
it  was  a  matter  of  great  importance  that  it 
should  be  generally  understood  what  the 
noble  Lord  did  say  at  the  close  of  Friday 
night.  He  would  state  the  impression 
which  was  then  made  upon  him  by  what 
the  noble  Lord  said,  and  he  had  paid 
great  attention  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord.  He  believed  that  the  noble 
Lord's  words  were  these — that  though  the 
majority  was  small,  yet  that  he  felt  certainly 
bound  to  acquiesce  in  the  passing  of  the 


Resolution,  or  that  he  should  not  oppose  it* 
[Cries  of  "  No,  no"]  He  might  have 
been — ^he  no  doubt  was — mistaken,  but 
certainly,  agreeably  to  what  had  been  said 
by  the  noble  Marquess,  the  member  for 
Buckinghamshire,  he  understood  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
express  his  decided  intention  to  acouiesce 
in  the  vote  of  the  House*  He  would  ask 
the  House  in  what  situation  they  were 
likely  to  be  placed  to-morrow  when  the 
noble  Lord  came  down  and  proposed  his 
,  Resolution  to  them  ?  He  did  not  com- 
plain of  that  Resolution ;  he  thought  that 
it  was  putting  the  question  upon  the  right 
issue.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Lambeth  that  it  was  very  improper  for 
hon.  Members  to  call  for  ^reat  reductions 
of  taxation — ^reductions  tnat  could  not 
possibly  be  met  by  corresponding  reduc- 
tions in  the  public  expenditure  without 
supplying  the  means  from  some  other 
source.  He  was  glad  that  Ministers  had 
taken  a  decided  course  on  this  occasion. 
It  was  right  that  the  country  should  see 
what  were  the  intentions  of  those  Gentle- 
men who  would  vote  fbr  the  reduction  of 
one-half  of  the  Malt-doty,  and  would 
afford  the  Government  no  means  of  getting 
out  of  the  dilemma  into  which  they  were 
thus  thrown  :  it  was  right  that  the  country 
should  understand  what  the  House  was 
about,  and  he  thought  that  the  vote  of  to- 
morrow night  would  go  far  to  clear  up 
that  point.  He  would  wish  both  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  House  to  consider  the 
situation  in  which  they  would  be  placed 
if,  by  any  means  whatever,  the  Resolution 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  should  be 
carried.  Would  it  not  then  be  said,  and 
justly  said,  that  a  House  of  Commons^ 
consisting  of  300  and.  odd  Members,  came 
to  a  deliberate  vote,  upon  due  notice,  for 
reducing  a  portion  of  the  burthens  of  the 
people,  and  that  that  vote  was  considered 
a  proper  subject  for  revision?  He  had 
never  oeen  in  the  habit  of  using  language 
in  that  House  calculated  to  produce  an 
unfavourable  impression  of  it  in  the  coun- 
try, and  he  should  not  commence  that 
career  now,  but  he  could  not  avoid  stating 
what  would  be  the  necessary  and  inevitable 
consequences  of  the  revision  of  this  vote. 
The  people  would  see  that  the  House  of 
Commons,  consisting  very  often  of  not 
more  than  thirty  or  forty  members,  had 
passed  Estimates  for  imposing  burthens 
upon  them  to  a  large  amount,  and  that  in 
no  single  instance  had  such  votes  been 
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•ttbjepted  to  a  revision,  whereas  that  when 
a  House  of  300  and  odd  Members  decided 
upon  reducing  their  burthens,  that  vote 
was  subjected  to  revision,  and  actually  to 
be  rescinded.  If  the  noble  Lord's  Reso- 
lution should  be  carried,  no  measure  that 
he  knew  of  would  provoke  so  much  discus- 
sion, and  when  so  much  obloquy  had  been 
already  excited,  let  them  not,  he  would 
entreat  them,  add  to  it  by  doing  that  the 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  bring  the 
House  of  Commons  into  disrepute  with 
the  people.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
invoke  the  House  to  pause  well  before  it 
came  to  consider  that  discussion  of  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  given  notice  for  to- 
morrow, to  consider  well  what  would  be 
the  necessary  and  inevitable  consequence 
of  overturning  the  vote  of  Fri.day  night. 

Sir  John  Wrottesley  said,  that  he  felt  it 
necessary,  in  consequence  of  what  had 
fallen  from  the  two  hon.  Members  who 
had  just  spoken,  to  address  a  few  words 
to  the  House.  He  considered  that  his 
noble  friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche* 
quer  had  explained  precisely  the  terms 
which  he  bad  used  on  Friday  night.  He 
(Sir  John  Wrottesley)  was  Just  behind  his 
noble  friend  at  the  time,  andf  he  understood 
him  exactly  in  the  way  iu  which  he  had 
now  stated  his  meaning  to  the  House. 
He  was  sure  that  the  mistake  must  have 
arisen  in  consequence  of  a  misapprehension 
by  hpn.  Oentlemen  of  the  mode  in  which 
the  question  was  put  in  that  House — a 
mode  which  was  certainly  ambiguous,  and 
liable  to  misapprehension.  The  first  ques- 
tion put  on  the  occasion  referted  to  was, 
*'  that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  question."  Upon  that 
question  the  division  took  place ;  but  after 
it  was  carried  in  the  negative,  then  came 
the  main  question — **  that  the  words  *  it 
is  the  opinion  of  this  House  that  the  duty 
on  malt  be  reduced  to  10$.  the  quarter' 
be  thereto  added."  Xhat  was  a  separate 
and  distinct  question,  upon  which  his 
noble  friend  could  again  have  divided  the 
House*  It  was  then  that  his  noble  friend 
addressed  the  House,  ai>d  he  understood 
him  to  say  that  after  the  division,  he  would 
not  take  advantage  of  any  Gentleman 
coming  into  the  House  to  oppose  it  again. 
His  own  attention  was  first  called  to  the 
misapprehension  as  to  what  had  fallen 
from  his  noble  friend  by  seeing  it  errone- 
ously stated  the  next  morning  in  the  usual 
channels  of  public  information. .  He  was 
not  prepared  to  state,  what  would  be  the 


course  which  he  would  follow  when  the 
Motion  was  brought  forward  to-morrow ; 
no  doubt  every  hon.  Member  would  deeply 
and  seriously  consider  the  subject.  With- 
out, however,  stating  what  were  his  opin- 
ions on  the  subject  to  which  that  Motion 
referred,  he  must  protest  against  the  prin- 
ciple that  because  162  Members  of  that 
House  had  given  an  opinion  upon  a  certain 
subject,  therefore,  that  the  remainder  of 
the  658  Members  had  no  right  to  give  an 
opinion  upon  it.  There  were  several  dif- 
ferent stages  through  which  the  Resolution 
in  question  would  have  to  pass  before  it 
could  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
in  the  shape  of  a  Bill,  and  before  it  arrived 
at  that  stage,  the  House  would  have 
several  distinct  opportunities  of  deciding 
and  dividing  upon  it. 

Mr.  Matthias  Attwood  had  understood 
the  noble  Lord  precisely  as  the  noble 
Marquess  the  member  for  Buckingham- 
shire. He  had  listened  attentively  to  the 
noble  Lord,  and,  after  the  vote  was  de« 
cided,  the  words  which  fell  upon  his  ear 
from  the  lips  of  the  noble  Lord  were  these : 
'*  That  the  vote  had  placed  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  state  of  considerable  embarrass- 
ment ;  but,  after  the  vote  to  which  the 
House  had  come,  he  could  not  think  of 
offering  any  opposition  to  the  carrying  of 
it  into  effect."  ['*  iVb,  no:"]  He  was 
ready  to  accept  the  explanation  of  the 
noble  Lord,  but  those  were  the  words,  as 
he  recollected  them.  He  would  make  but 
one  other  observation,  which  was,  that  he 
trusted  the  Ministry  would  well  consider 
the  consequences  of  the  proceeding  of 
which  ,  they  had  given  notice.  Other 
Motions  for  rescinding  the  decisions  of 
the  House  would  be  made.  He,  for  one, 
was  disposed,  if  such  a  principle  was 
adopted,  to  move  that  the  Resolutions 
come  to  upon  his  Motion  a  few  evenings 
ago  be  rescinded,  and  he  called  upon  the 
Government  to  pause  before  they  opened 
so  wide  a  door.  He  did  not  agree  with 
the  hon.  member  for  Lambeth,  that  former 
Houses  of  Commons  had  been  degraded, 
but  what,  he  would  ask,  would  be  thought 
of  the  dignity  and  character  of  the  present 
House  if  it  should  rescind  its  solemn  deci- 
sion at  the  command  of  the  Minister?  He 
was  quite  satisfied  that  the  proceeding,  if 
adopted,  would  lead  to  greatchanges  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  House,  and  he  dreaded 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  likely  to  be 
received  by  the  country  at  large.  He 
dreaded  the  operation  of  such  conduct 
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with  regard  to  the  reduction  of  a  tax.  He 
af^in  called  on  the  noble  Lord  to  consider 
well  the  consequences  to  which  his  Motion, 
if  adopted,  would  lead. 

Mr.  Benetl  confirmed,  from  his  own 
recollection,  the  explanation  already  made 
by  Lord  Ahhorp  of  the  meaning  and 
terms  of  his  statement  on  Friday  night. 

Mr.  Hall  Dare  said,  he  had  not  had  the 
good  fortune  to  be  present  on  Friday 
night,  but  he  concurred  with  the  lion, 
member  for  Wolverhampton,  that  after 
the  decision  on  that  night,  notwithstanding 
the  explanation  of  the  noble  Lord  as  to 
his  meaning  on  that  particular  question,  it 
would  be  a  bad  precedent  if  an  attempt 
were  made  to  rescind  a  vote  to  which  the 
House  had  deliberately  come.  The  noble 
Lord  had  called  upon  the  House  to  look 
with  their  eyes  open  on  the  alternative  he 
would  present  them.  As  an  independent 
Member  of  the  House,  he  was  prepared  to 
look  at  the  subject  with  his  eyes  open. 
He  was  prepared  to  vote  for  a  property 
tax,  and  to  consider  the  existing  taxation 
of  the  country,  for  he  believed  that  a  Pro- 
perty tax  was  the  most  equitable  tax,  it 
being  butjust  that  those  who  had  property 
to  protect  should  contribute  principally  to 
the  exigences  of  the  State.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  member  for  Lambeth  that 
the  reduction  of  the  Malt-tax  would  place 
Ministers  under  the  necessity  of  providing 
some  other  tax  in  its  stead.  It  was  neces- 
sary that  the  revenue  should  be  maintain- 
ed, that  faith  should  be  kept  with  the 
public  creditor,  and  that  the  establishments 
of  the  country  should  also  be  maintained. 
Lookbgi  however,  at  our  foreign  policy, 
at  the  state  of  our  foreign  relations,  at  the 
state  of  the  East  of  Europe,  at  our  West 
India  Colonies,  and  at  the  unfortunate 
state  of  Ireland — looking  at  all  these 
interests,  he  thought  the  noble  Lord  could 
not  dispense  with  the  present  amount  of 
revenue.  He  was  perfectly  ready  to  vote 
for  a  Property-tax  as  a  substitute  for  the 
Malt-tax.  As  to  the  Malt-tax,  he  should, 
if  he  bad  been  present  on  Friday  evening, 
have  voted  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Baronet ;  but  he  should  have  done  so  with 
regret,  as  he  only  considered  it  a  half 
measure.'  He,  for  one,  was  ready  to  reduce 
the  whole  of  the  Malt-tax,  and  substitute 
a  Property-tax  in  its  stead.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham  in  the 
opinion,  that  if  tliey  reduced  the  tax  10s. 
the  quarter,  the  reduction  in  price  would 
only  be  from  60s.  to  50s. ;    whereas  if 


they  took  off  the  whole  of  the  duty,  it 
would  be  reduced  in  price  to  20s.  He,  for 
one,  should  be  perfectly  prepared  to  vote 
for  the  alternative  suggested  by  the  noble 
Lord. 

Mr.  Baring,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned  j 
would  not  give  encouragement  to  further 
discussion  on  the  Malt- tax ;  but  having 
been  one  of  those  who  thought  it  Gt  to 
vote  in  favour  of  the  reduction  of  the  Malt- 
dutv,  he  thought  it  proper  to  say,  that  the 
declaration  of  the  noble  Lord,  as  it  struck 
him,  might  have  been  taken  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  either  to  mean  one  thing  or  the 
other.  He  meant  in  what  he  said,  and 
which  had  excited  such  merriment,  that 
the  noble  Lord,  when  he  declared  he 
should  abide  by  theresolution,meantthathe 
either  would  not  negative  it  on  the  question 
being  a  second  time  put  from  the  Chair,  or 
that  Government  would  abide  by  it.  The  de- 
claration might,  without  stretch*  have  been 
interpreted  either  way,  but  no  Gentleman 
could  suppose  that  the  noble  Lord  meant, 
without  consultation  with  his  colleagues, 
to  bind  Goveinment  as  to  the  course  they 
would  take  on  so  important  a  question. 
The  noble  Lord  had  given  his  notice  for 
to-morrow,  and  what  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed was,  "  would  they  have  the  repeal 
of  the  Malt-tax,  and  the  House  and  Win- 
dow tax,  and  were  they  prepared  to  take/ 
in  substitution  of  them,  a  tax  on  pro- 
perty and  income*' — not  a  tax  on  property 
alone,  or  income  alone,  but  a  tax  on  pro- 
perty and  income?  Undoubtedly  that  was 
a  question  most  important  for  the  country 
to  consider,  and  if  he  had  any  objection 
to  it,  it  was  the  short  notice  that  had  been 
given  of  it.  He  was  perfectly  aware  that 
the  case  .  might  be  considered  one  of 
pressure,  and  especially  as  the  worthy 
Alderman's  Motion  stood  for  to-morrow. 
But  the  question  had  never  been  fairly 
put  to  the  House,  and,  with  most  unfeigned 
sincerity  he  would  say,  that  he  could  not 
see  how  it  could  properly  be  discussed  at 
so  short  a  warning.  With  great  reluctance 
should  he  be  brought  within  twenty-four 
hours'  notice,  to  determine  a  question  of 
such  conclusive  importance  to  the  future 
happiness  and  prosperity  of  the  country. 
It  would  be  most  necessary  to  consult  the 
opinions  of  their  constituents  and  the 
country  upon  it.  He  was  bound  to  say 
he  never  saw  much  wisdom  in  a  commu- 
tation of  taxes.  He  always  thought  that 
such  propositions  were  altogether  visionary, 
and  replete  with  danger,  mischief^  and  loss. 
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especially  where  there  were  great,  malti- 
farious,  and  complicated  interests  to  be 
taken  into  consideration ,  as  was  the  case 
in  this  country.  He  complained,  then, 
that  within  twenty-four  hours'  notice,  the 
House  was  to  be  brought  to  a  division  on  this 
most  important  subject.  In  fact,  he  thought 
that  the  reduction  of  the  Malt-tax,  for 
which  he  voted  on  Friday,  might  have 
been  afforded  without  bringing  on  the  ne- 
cessity of  entertaining  the  question  of  a 
commutation  of  taxes ;  but  even  allowing 
that  it  were  put  to  him  distinctly,  would 
he  have  tjie  Malt-duty  reduced  and  the 
Property-tax  imposed,  or  the  malt  duty 
be  left  alone,  he  should .  certainly  say, 
leave  the  Malt-duty  alone,  and  spare  him 
the  infliction  of  a  Property-tax. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  should  follow 
the  example  of  his  hon.  friend,  and  post- 
pone giving  any  detailed  opinion  upon  the 
great  question  which  was  to  come  on  for 
discussion  to-morrow  night  till  the  proper 
time  arrived.  He  would  observe,  however, 
with  respect  to  the  event  which  had 
brought  on  the  present  discussion,  that  if 
he  had  been  present  on  Friday  night, 
which  accident  alone  prevented  him  from 
being,  he  should  have  given  his  most  de- 
cided opposition  to  the  proposition  for  re- 
ducing the  Malt-tax.  He  should  have 
done  so,  not  because  he  did  not  entertain 
a  sincere  desire  to  see  that  tax  abated,  if 
possible,  but  because  he  should  have 
looked  forward  to  the  consequences  of  a 
partial  abatement  of  that  tax,  and  to  its 
bearing  on  the  question  of  the  Corn-laws, 
and  upon  the  question  of  the  substitution 
of  a  Property-tax,  which  latter  measure 
would  consitute  of  itself  a  complete  revo- 
lution in  the  financial  system  of  the 
country.  He,  for  one,  would  not  consent 
to  inflict  an  injury  upon  the  public  creditor 
by  voting  for  the  repeal  of  any  one  tax  until 
he  felt  assured  of  obtaining  a  substitute  for 
it.  With  regard  to  the  success  of  estab- 
lishing a  Property  and  Income-tax  in  sub- 
stitution of  other  taxes,  he  entertained 
very  serious  doubts.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say,  that  virtually  to  rescind  in  one  night 
a  vote  to  which  the  House  had  come  on 
another  was  a  course  free  from  evil,  but 
he  thought  that  a  far  greater  evil  would 
result  from  the  maintenance  of  the  doc- 
trine that  questions  of  such  immense  im- 
portance should  be  finally  determined  by 
a  House  consisting  of  only  half  the  num* 
ber  of  the  whole  House.  He  knew  not 
for  what  all  the  regulations  for  the  con« 
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duct  of  bosiness  in  the  House  were  estab- 
lished, with  regard  to  the  different  siages 
which  a  measure  must  pass  through,  if  they 
were  not  meant  to  guard  against  the 
House  being  taken  by  surprise.  In  the 
present  case,  however,  he  was  bound  to 
say  there  had  been  uo  surprise ;  he  was  of 
opinion,  on  the  contrary,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers ought  to  have  been  present  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duty.  But  then  the 
regulations  of  the  House  to  which  he  had 
alluded  were  intended,'  not  only  to  gu^rd 
against  surprise,  but  also  against  sudden 
impulses,  under  which  head  he  must  in- 
clude the  decision  which  had  formed  the 
subject  of  the  present  discussion.  The 
course  he  meant  to  adopt  with  respect  to 
the  question  of  the  imposition  of  a  Pro- 
perty-tax might  probably  be  inferred  from 
the  opinions  he  had  already  expressed, 
but  feeling  that  question  to  be  one  of  im- 
mense importance,  and  one  involving  con- 
siderations of  great  magnitude^  he  should 
abstain  until  it  was  fairly  before  the  House 
from  entering  into  a  discussion  upon  its 
merits. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  an  hon.  friend 
of  his  had  objected  to  the  shortness  of  the 
notice  he  had  given  for  the  Motion  he 
intended  to  submit  to  the  House  ;  but  if 
his  hon.  friend  considered  the  situation  in 
which  the  affairs  of  the  country  would  be 
placed  while  the  decision  of  such  a  question 
stood  over,  he  was  sure  he  would  not  think 
the  notice  too  short.  In  the  Resolution 
which  he  had  read  to  the  House  he  had  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  the  imposition  of  a  Pro- 
perty-tax would  be  at  present  inexpedient. 

Lord  Sandon  assured  the  noble  Lord  that 
if  he  had  stated  the  considerations  on 
Friday  last  which  he  had  that  night  sub- 
mitted to  the  House,  a  different  conclusion 
would,  no  doubt,  have  been  come  to.  He 
would  take  that  opportunity,  as  a  sincere 
friend  of  the  present  Government  and  an 
advocate  for  their  remaining  in  office,  of 
entreating  them  to  come  forward  more 
frequently  and  state  more  at  large  their 
views  on  great  public  questions,  especially 
as  there  were  so  many  new  Members  in 
the  House,  who,  of  course,  were  not  very 
well  acquainted  with  the  bearing  of  such 
questions  as  older  Members. 

Lord  Ebrington  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  could  not  have  heard 
the  lijaeech  of  his  noble  friend,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  on  the  occasion  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  or  he  would  have 
found  that  his  noble  friend  distinctly  s^id 
2B 
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that  the  impotiUon  of  a  Property-tax  was 
inexpedient.  Althoagh  he  to  understood 
his  noble  friend,  he  yet  wished  that  his 
noble  friend  had  expressed  himself  with 
more  clearness  on  the  subject.  He  did 
not  think,  however,  his  expressions  had 
been  so  ambiguous  as  to  bear  the  con« 
Btroction  which  had  been  put  upon  them. 
On  the  Question  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair — 

The  Glasgow  Lottery.]  Sir  Robert 
Inglis  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  roost  objectionable  system  of 
raising  money  which  had  recently  been 
practised,  and  to  which  that  House  had 
been  a  party.  He  alluded  to  the  Glasgow 
Lottery.  A  Bill  for  effecting  certain  im- 
provements in  Glasgow  had  passed  that 
House  during  the  last  Session  as  a  private 
Bill,  but  he  believed  that  it  was  unknown 
to  either  the  Government  or  any  hon. 
Gentlemen  present,  except  those  intrusted 
with  the  conduct  of  the  measure,  that  its 
object  was  by  establishing  a  lottery  to  raise 
funds.  This,  however,  turned  out  to  be 
the  fact,  and  he  therefore,  wished  to  sug- 
gest to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  they  ought  not 
to  adopt  some  means  of  preventing 
private  bills  from  passing  without  the 
House  being  apprised  of  their  object. 

Lord  AUhorp  replied,  that  his  Majes- 
ty's Government  had  not  the  least  idea 
that  a  Bill  authorizing  the  establishment  of 
a  lottery  had  passed  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, until  be  was  apprised  of  the  exist- 
ence of  the  lottery  itself.  His  attention 
was  then  drawn  to  the  subject,  and,  on 
looking  at  the  Act  he  found  that  no  allusion 
was  made  to  the  lottery  in  its  title,  and  that 
the  word  '*  lottery"  itself  never  once  oc« 
Gurred  throughout  the  Act.  It  was,  to  say 
the  truth,  most  skilfully  drawn  up,  and  the 
parties  who  had  concocted  it  had  fully 
succeeded  in  keeping  the  House  and  the 
Government  entirely  ignorant  of  the  real 
nature  of  the  Bill.  He  could  only  say, 
that  as  far  as  the  Government  was  con- 
cerned, no  countenance  nor  assistance  had 
been  given  to  the  act  in  question. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  If  the  lottery  is  not 
yet  drawn  the  Bill  may  be  repealed.  [*'  It 
u  drawji.**]  Well,  then,  all  1  can  say  is 
that  those  who  were  parties  to  the  trans* 
action  ought  to  be  subjected  to  public 
punishment. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of— 


Supply  —  Oedkakcs  Estimatbs.} 

Colonel  Maberly  rose  to  propose  the 
Ordnance  Estimates,  which  he  said  weie 
similar  to  those  which  had  been  proposed 
on  previous  occasions;  but  he  trusted,  that 
he  should  satisfy  the  House,  that  every 
endeavour  had  been  made  to  reduce  the 
expense  as  far  as  was  practicable.  In* 
deed,  he  might  say  that  a  most  material 
diminution  of  the  expense  of  these  £sti«> 
mates  had  been  effected  since  the  last 
year's  accounts.  The  gallant  Member 
then  entered  into  a  comparative  statsmeet 
of  the  amount  of  the  expend itujpe  in  pre«- 
ceding  years,  as  contiasted  with  that  of 
1833and  1894.  It  appeared  that  in  1729  the 
Estimates  amounted  to  1,500,000/.;  in  1830 
to  1,800,700/.;  in  1831,  to  1,714,000/.; 
in  1882,  to  1,692,000/.;  and  in  1833  and 
1834,  to  1,597,000/.,  which,  with  the 
supplemental  Estimates,  made  a  sum  of 
1,604,000/.  Upon  the  whole  there  would 
be  a  saving  of  88,000/.,  which  savieg 
would,  however,  be  diminished  by  the 
supplemental  vote  for  this  year  of  38,0001. 
The  gallant  Member  ooncladed  by  stating 
that  he  bad  effected  as  ^reat  a  rednction 
in  the  expense  of  the  estimates  as  he  was 
able  consistently  with  the  interest  of 
the  public  and  the  efficiency  of  the  aer» 
vice,  and  moving  the  first  Resolutioo, 
'*Thata  sum  not  exceeding  71,996/.  be 
granted  for  the  civil  establishments  of  the 
Tower,  Pall-mall  and  Dublin." 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  was  sorry  to  ob- 
serve the  inattention  with  which  the  state- 
ment of  the  gallant  Member  had  beea 
received — a  statement  referring  to  a  sub- 
ject of  such  immense  importance.  He 
could  not  compliment  the  gallant  Member 
on  the  point  on  which  he  seemed  to  pique 
himself — namely,  introducing  the  Esti- 
mates in  the  plan  adopted  by  all  his 
predecessors.  In  his  opmion,  the  Hoase 
ought  to  come  to  the  determination  of 
suiting  the  expenditure  to  the  income, 
and  not  regulate  the  income  to  the 
expenditure.  Unless  this  determinalioQ 
were  come  to  by  the  House,  he  must  say 
they  would  not  be  doing  justice  to  the 
country,  and  he  was  sorry  to  see  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not  yet 
taken  the  hint.  He  disliked  the  whole 
system  on  which  the  Ordnance  was  ooo- 
ducted,  nor  did  he  think  that  any  serious 
discussion  upon  the  Estimates  would  be 
prodnctive  of  a  beneficial  result.  Tliey 
had  voted  the  amount  of  the  army,  aod  a 
proportional    amount    of  artillery   must 
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follow  as  a  matter  of  course ;  he  hardly 
knew,  therefore,  how  he  should  deal  with 
those  Estimates.  The  gallant  Member 
had  contrasted  them  with  the  Estimates 
of  1792.  Different  fVom  those  they  were 
indeed.  Why,  the  average  expenditure 
for  Ordnance  Estimates,  including  sea 
service  and  Ordnance  extraordinary,  was 
but  49,642Z.  in  the  years  1790,  1791, 
and  1792.  In  order  to  lessen  the  too 
great  expenditufe  for  these  Estimates,  he 
would  propose  to  reduce  the  post  of  the 
Master-General  of  the  Ordnance,  and 
would,  as  a  further  measure  of  improve- 
tnent,  suggest  that  the  Engineer  corps 
should  be  placed  under  the  immediate 
control  of  .the  Commander-in-chief. 
This  was  the  course  pursued  with  respect 
to  that  corps  in  other  countries,  and  why 
not  in  this?  England  was  the  only 
country  in  which  the  artillery  was  so 
separated  from  the  superintendence  of 
the  Commander-in-chief  as  to  be  almost 
unknown  to  him.  In  the  English  army 
there  Were  besides  fewer  engineers  and 
artillerymen,  who  were  intrusted  with  the 
care  of  any  situation  of  importance,  than 
in  any  other  army  in  the  world.  Why 
was  that  ?  *  In  the  French  army  especially, 
the  engineers  and  artillerymen  were  in- 
trusted with  very  important  duties.  He 
wished  to  simplify  the  system  adopted  in 
England,  by  Establishing  a  store  branch 
connected  with  the  •  Ordnance.  If  the 
artillery  and  engineers  were  placed  under 
the  control  of  the  Commander-in-chief, 
as  he  suggested,  there  would  remain  only 
a  simple  store  account  under  the  supervi- 
sion of  (he  Ordnance  department,  and 
this  branch  of  the  service  might  then  be 
conducted  for  one-tenth  of  the  expense 
which  it  cost  at  present. 

Mr.  Briscoe  rose  to  order,  and  ex- 
pressed his  regret,  that  whilst  the  Estimates 
were  under  consideration,  and  the  amount 
of  the  expenditure  of  the  country  about  to 
be  fixed,  a  constant  noise  should  be  kept 
up  in  the  House.  It  was  the  duty  of 
hon.  Members  to  watch  the  Estimates 
closely,  with  the  view  of  seeing  whether 
any  reduction  could  be  effected  in  their 
amount,  for  the  reduction  of  the  Estimates 
was  one  mode  by  which  they  might  hope 
to  lessen  the  taxation  of  (he  country.  It 
would  be  only  decorous  to  pay  some 
degree  of  attention  to  the  business  before 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  believed  he  was 
only  losing  time  in  addressing  the  Com- 


mittee. He  could  not  hope  by  any  exer- 
tion of  his  to  effect  such  a  reduction  in 
the  present  Estimates  as  would  enable  the 
Government  to  remit  taxation  to  any  con- 
siderable amount.  He  wished  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  that  day  followed  the  example  which 
was  set  by  the  Ministers  in  1816,  by 
coming  down  to  the  House  and  withdraw- 
ing the  whole  of  the  Estimates,  with  the 
view  of  substituting  for  them  a  set  con- 
siderably reduced  in  amount.  The  noble 
Lord  himself  was  one  of  those  who  in 
1816  joined  in  a  vote  which  compelled 
the  then  Ministers  to  withdraw  their  Esti- 
mates and  substitute  others  of  a  reduced 
amount,  although  they  had  previously 
declared,  like  the  present  Ministers,  that 
they  were  reduced  to  the  lowest  possible 
scale.  He  wished  before  he  sat  down  to 
ask  whether  the  Ordnance  establishments 
in  Pall-mall,  and  at  the  Tower  had  been 
consolidated  ? 

Locd  Althorp  said,  that  if  he  had  con« 
sidered  the  Estimates  which  bad  been 
submitted  to  the  House  were. greater  than 
the  service  of  the  State  required^  he 
would  have  followed  the  precedent  to 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex 
had  alluded,  but  by  so  doing  he  should 
be  admitting  that  he  had  consented  to 
the  introduction  of  estimates  which  were 
larger  than  the  exigencies  of  the  case 
required.  He  was  still  of. opinion  that 
the  public  service  required  the  establish- 
ments which  he  had  proposed,  and  that 
being  his  opinion,  he  should  not  feel 
himself  justified  in  acting  upon  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Member.  In  answer 
to  the  question  of  the  hon«  Member,  he 
begged  leave  to  state  that  the  establish- 
ments in  Pall-mall,  and  at  the  Tower, 
had  not  been  consolidated,  because  dif- 
ferent classes  of  services  were  brought 
under  supervision  of  those  establishments, 
the  commingling  of  which  would  be  in- 
jurious to  th^  public  interests. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question  that  277,1561.  for  the 
charge  of  the  royal  regiment  of  artillery  be 
granted, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  this  service  was 
kept  up  on  the  highest  war  scale,  and  that 
half  the  number  of  men  would  in  these 
times  of  peace,  answer  all  the  purposes 
for  which  an  artillery  was  required.  He 
would  therefore  move  as  an  amendment, 
and  that  the  number  of  men  should  be 
reduced  from  6,000  to   4,000  or  as  a 
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money  vote,  that  the  estimate  ahould  be 
reduced  to  184,771/. 

Colonel  Maberly  maintained,  that  the 
present  amount  of  men  was  hardly 
adequate  to  the  wants  of  the  service. 
The  Master-General  had  five  demands 
from  the  colonies  for  artillerymen ;  but 
owing^  to  the  paucity  of  men,  was  only 
able  to  comply  with  two  of  them. 

Mr.  Hume  8aid«  that  his  reduced  vote 
would  be  1,000  men  more  than  was  found 
wanting  in  1792. 

The  Committee  divided  on  Mr.  Hume's 
Amendment;— Ayes  31:  Noes  140: 
Majority  109. 

The  Vote  agreed  to. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 
EvoLAND.  Torrens,  Colonel 


Aglionbyy  U.  A. 
Attwood,  M. 
Beauderk,  Major  A 
Clav,  W. 
Faithful,  G. 
Fieldeo,  J. 
Godson,  R. 
Humphery,  J. 
Lloya  ,J.  H. 
Marsland,  T. 
Morrison,  J.  * 
Palmer,  General 
Parrot,  J. 
Phillips,  M. 
Potter,  R. 
Stavely,  J.  K. 
Thicknesse,  R. 


Turner,  W. 
Wason,  R. 
Whalley,SirS. 
Williams,  Colonel 

Irelakd. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Fitzgerald,  T. 
Lalor,  P. 
O'Brieo,  B. 
O'Dwyer,  A.  C. 
.Ruthven,  £• 
Ruthven,  £.  S. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 

Teller. 
Hume,  J. 


On  the  Question  that  25,587/.  be  grant- 
ed to  defray  the  expense  of  superintend- 
ence of  the  building  and  repair  of  bar- 
racks in  Great  Britain,  Ireland,  and  the 
colonies,  being  put, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  objected  to  the 
amount  of  the  vote,  but  from  the  result  of 
the  late  division,  he  concluded  it  would 
be  useless  to  offer  any  opposition  to  the 
grant.  He  thought  that  as  the  House 
seemed  determined  not  to  support  any 
proposition .  for  reduction,  the  sooner  it 
closed  its  doors  the  better. 

The  vote  was  then  agreed  to;  as  were 
several  other  votes  after  a  short  conversa- 
tion. 

On  the  Question  being  proposed,  that 
2,179/.  be  granted  for  Exchequer  fees, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  would  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  vote.  For  the 
last  nine  years  promises  had  been  made 
by  successive  Chancellors  of  the  Ex. 
cnequer  that  this  system  of  fees  should 
be  abolished ;  and  yet  it  continued  to  the 


present  moment  He  was  determined 
now  to  bring  the  question  to  the  test  of  a 
division. 

Lord  Althorp  hoped  that  the  House 
would  not  object  to  this  vote  for  the  pre- 
sent year,  when  he  stated  that  a  measure 
was  in  preparation  which  would  abolish 
all  those  fees. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  if  he  was  to  be- 
lieve all  that  he  was  told,  a  measure  bad 
been  in  preparation  for  the  last  nine 
years.  Would  the  noble  Lord  6x  a  day 
for  the  introduction  of  the  measure  he 
spoke  of?  The  system  of  paying  fees  to 
public  officers  on  the  payment  or  receipt 
of  public  money  was  most  abominable, 
and  ought  to  be  put  an  end  to. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  measure  he 
alluded  to  had  not  been  in  preparation 
for  nine  years,  though  he  admitted  that 
it  had  been  some  time  under  considera- 
tion. It  was  not,  however,  surprising 
that  a  measure,  the  purpose  of  which  was 
to  effect  a  general  arrangement  with  re- 
gard to  the  Exchequer,  should  take  a 
long  time  in  the  preparation;  but  he 
could  inform  the  hon.  member  for  Mid- 
dlesex that  the  Bill  was  now  in  a  state 
of  great  forwardness* 

Mr.  Hume  asked  whether  he  was  to 
understand  that  the  noble  Lord  was 
pledged  to  bring  his  Bill  in,  and  pass  it 
during  the  present  Session  ? 

Lord  Althorp  pledged  himself  to  bring 
it  in,  but  he  could  not  pledge  himself  to 
pass  it. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


Grant  to  Mr.  Marshall.]  On  the 
Question  that  the  Chairman  do  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  matter  of 
much  public  importance,  of  which  he  had 
previously  given  notice.  To  those  who 
had  been  as  long  in  that  House  as  he 
had  been,  and  who  had  laboured  as 
sedulously  in  the  public  service,  it  wovld 
not  be  necessary  for  him  to  address  asaoT 
observations  to  prove  the  difficulty  which 
attended  all  investigations  connected  with 
matters  of  finance,  and  how  much  th« 
public  in  general,  and  the  Members  of 
that  House  in  particular,  must  feel  them- 
selves indebted  to  any  person  uodertakiog 
any  work  calculated  to  facilitate  thoae 
investigations.  The  House  would  recollect 
that  a  Committee  had  some  time  ago  been 
appointed,  and  had  made  a  report  upon 
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the  subject  of  public  documents.  In  the 
course  of  their  investigation  they  found 
considerable  difficulty  in  collecting  in- 
formation respecting  the  past  income  of 
the  country,  the  increase  and  decrease  of 
trade,  and  many  other  matters  connected 
with  the  financial  and  commercial  state  of 
the  kingdom.  A  gentleman  of  the  name 
of  Marshall  was  called  before  the  Com- 
mittee, it  being  well  known  that  he  had 
employed  himself  for  the  last  twelve  years 
in .  collecting  and  classifying  a  variety  of 
public  accounts,  and  at  the  close  of  his 
examination  he  laid  before  the  Committee 
a  collection  of  papers  containing  a  com- 
plete view  of  the  expendfture  and  revenue 
of  the  kingdom,  and  forming  a  series  of 
statistical  accounts  of  the  most  valuable 
nature.  Indeed,  there  was  scarcely  a 
subject  connected  with  finance  or  com- 
merce respecting  which  information  might 
not  be  gained  by  reference  to  Mr. 
MarshalFs  book,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  his  work  would  save  the  country  large 
sums  of  money,  which  were  now  expended 
annually  in  printing  returns  and  public 
accounts  for  the  use  of  the  Members  of 
that  House.  So  convinced  was  he  of  the 
value  of  Mr.  Marshall's  work,  both  as 
respected  the  information  it  would  afford 
and  the  expense  it  would  save  the  country, 
that  he  some  time  ago  represented  to  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  the  propriety  of  giving 
that  gentleman  500/.  to  enable  him  to 
complete  his  book.  Nor  was  he  singular 
in  his  opinion  of  the  merit  of  Mr. 
Marshall's  book,  for  the  member  for 
Harwich,  formerly  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, had  said,  that  he  considered  that 
10,000  guineas  would  not  pay  the  actual 
labour  of  the  work,  and  no  price  could 
remunerate  the  talent  displayed  in  the 
arrangement  and  classification  of  the 
materials.  The  Committee  also  considered 
the  work  to  be  one  of  great  utility,  and  in 
order  to  encourage  Mr.  Marshall  to  per- 
severe in  his  labours,  they  came  to  the 
resolution  of  recommending  the  House  to 
purchase  1,250  copies  of  the  book  for  the 
use  of  the  Members.  He  considered  a 
work  of  that  kind  as  nothing  less  than  a 
great  national  undertaking,  and  he  could 
inform  the  House  that  works  of  a  similar 
kind  were  looked  upon  as  great  national 
undertakings,  both  in  the  United  States 
and  amongst  the  most  civilized  and 
advanced  countries  of  Europe.  His 
Majesty's  Government  had  thought  so 
favourably  of  the  work,  that  they  had 


gone  as  far  as  perhaps  an  Executive  Go- 
vernment ought,  in  awarding  to  Mr. 
Marshall  a  sum  of  500/. ;  but  he  had  no 
difficulty  in  saying  that  fifty  times  that 
sum  would  scarcely  represent  the  value 
such  a  compilation  would  be  likely  to  prove 
to  the  community;  and  he  felt  quite 
assured,  that  if  hon.  Members  would  only 
take  the  trouble  to  refer  to  the  book  itself 
they  would  be  at  once  sensible  of  its  im- 
portance. He  was  aware  that  a  new 
department  was  about  to  be  established 
for  statistical  purposes;  of  that  department 
he  highly  approved ;  and  he  hoped  that 
it  would  be  carried  to  a  much  greater 
extent  than  had  been  originally  proposed; 
but  whether  it  was  or  not  formed  was  a 
question  which  had  no  bearing  upon  the 
present  discussion.  It  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  that  the  Members  of  that 
House  and  the  constituency  at  large  should 
be  made  acquainted  with  the  actual  ex- 
pense of  every  portion  of  the  public  service 
and  of  every  island,  and  every  colony 
connected  with  Great  Britain.  He  should 
conclude  by  moving,  that  the  Committee 
agree  in  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Documents,  that  1,250 
copies  of  Mr.  Marshall's  digest  of  informa- 
sion,  derived  from  parliamentary  docu- 
ments since  the  year  1798,  be  purchased 
for  the  use  of  the  Members  of  the  House 
and  that  a  sum  not  exceeding  2,625/. 
be  granted  for  the  purchase  of  the  said 
copies. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  was  inclined  to 
leave  the  vote  to  the  general  feeling  of  the 
House  whether  the  proposed  grant  of 
money  was,  under  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  justifiable.  He  did  not  mean  to 
deny  that  great  ability  and  industry  had 
been  displayed  by  Mr.  Marshall  in  the 
compilation  of  the  materials  of  his  work  ; 
but  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  that 
gentleman  had  already  received  a  grant 
of  5007.,  and  that  great  difference  of 
opinion  existed  as  to  the  propriety  of  that 
grant  at  the  time  it  was  proposed.  He 
had  been  ready  to  make  the  first  advance 
of  500/.  upon  his  own  responsibility,  and 
that  circumstance  must  be  a  sufficient 
proof  of  his  sense  of  the  utility  of  the  work. 
He  would  leave  it  to  the  House  to  decide 
whether  it  would  sanction  a  second  ^rant 
of  a  similar  kind. 

Mr.  Methuen  was  hostile  to  this  grant. 
He  was  surprised  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex,  who  had  so  often  depicted 
the  distress  of  the  country  in  the  most 
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lamentable  colours,  should  now  come  for- 
ward with  a  proposal  to  throw  away 
2,600/.  of  the  public  money,  by  giving  it 
to  an  individual  of  whom  the  House  knew 
nothing  save  from  the  ipse  dixit  of  the 
hoD.  Member  himself.  Such  inconsistency 
was,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  surprising.  In 
the  present  condition  of  the  country  he 
never  would  consent  to  vote  away  such  a 
sum  for  such  a  purpose,  and  if  he  divided 
against  the  grant  atone,  he  certainly  would 
press  it  to  a  division. 

Mr.  George  F,  Young  said,  that  the 
excellence  of  this  work  should  not  rest 
any  longer  upon  the  unsupported  ipse  dixit 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex.  He 
could  not  say  that  he  had  perused  this 
work  of  Mr.  Marshall, — that  was  almost 
beyond  any  mau*s  power, — but  he  had 
devoted  many  hours  to  an  examination  of 
it,  and  he  could  say,  that  he  had  never 
met  in  so  brief  a  space  so  large  a  quantity 
of  political  information  so  lucidly  and 
methodically  arranged.  It  was  a  work 
that  to  Members  of  Parliament  must  be 
invaluable.  Indeed,  the  labour  of  collect- 
ing the  information  contained  in  it  would 
be  inconsistent  with  the  ordinary  avoca- 
tions  of  any  Gentleman.  He  had  pur- 
chased this  work  for  himself,  so  fully  was 
he  convinced  of  its  excellence.  He 
cordially  concurred  with  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex. 

Mr.  Warburton  was  proud  t(>  add  his 
testimony  in  favour  of  this  work  to  the 
testimony  which  had  been  already  given 
by  his  two  hon.  friends,  the  members  for 
Middlesex  and  Tynemouth. 

An  Hon.  Member  did  not  mean  to  dis- 
parage the  merits  of  Mr.  Marshall's  work, 
but  he  could  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  preceded  him,  that 
hon.  Members,  instead  of  putting  their 
own  hands  into  their  own  pockets  for  the 
price  of  this  volume,  should  seek  to  make 
the  country  pay  the  price  of  it  for  them. 
The  notoriety  which  the  work  would  get 
from  the  publication  of  this  debate  would 
be  worth  more  to  the  compiler  than  the 
whole  sum  which  the  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex  now  proposed  to  give 
him.  He  should  undoubtedly  oppose  the 
grant. 

MrtO'Connell  said,  that  there  was  in 
favour  of  this  grant  the  singular  circum- 
stance that  it  was  recommended  by  his 
hon.  friend  the  member  for  Middlesex,  the 
great  champion  of  economy  upon  all  occa- 
aions.    It  was  also  recommended  by  the 


Committee  upon  t'ublic  documents,  and 
he  understood  that,  useful  as  the  work 
was,  it  could  never  be  completed  unless 
this  sum  was  granted.  He  was  convinced, 
from  what  he  had  seen  and  heard  of  this 
work,  that  for  the  charge  of  2fi00L 
the  public  would  get  in  return  sufficient 
value. 

An  Hon.  Member  said  that  this  volume 
was  but  a  pocket  edition  of  the  library  of 
the  House;  and  yet  hon.  Gentlemen 
seemed  inclined  to  impose  upon  the  public 
a  charge  of  2,600/.  to  save  themselves  the 
trouble  of  consulting  the  documents  which 
every  man  might  easily  find  in  the  library. 
He  was  anxious  to  possess  a  book  which 
had  been  so  well  spoken  of,  but  he  saw 
no  reason  why  he  should  put  his  hand 
into  the  pocket  of  the  public,  instead  of 
putting  it  into  his  own  pocket  to  obtain  a 
copy  of  it. 

Mr.  Matthias  4^twood  in  supporting 
the  grant,  eulogized  the  fitness  of  Mr. 
Marshall  for  the  important  work  which  he 
had  undertaken,  and  all  but  completed. 
That  work  had  been  of  inestimable  use  to 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  who  had 
found  his  labours  greatly  facilitated  by 
referring  to  the  well-digested  accounts 
contained  in  its  pages. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  he  felt  it 
his  duty,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Documents,  to  state  the  grounds 
upon  which  that  Committee  had  come  to 
their  recommendation.  He  certainly 
differed  from  the  Committee  as  to  the 
propriety  of  such  a  recommendation:  for 
he  preferred  giving  a  certain  sum  of  money 
to  Mr.  Marshall  for  the  completion  of  this 
work,  to  giving  him  2,600/.  for  1,200 
copies  of  it.  2,600/.  was  a  large  sum 
to  be  granted  away  for  such  a  purpose ; 
but  hon.  Gentlemen  were  not,  perhaps, 
aware  of  the  large  sums  which  were 
annually  paid  in  making  out  the  returns 
moved  for  by  hon.  Members.  Some  of* 
those  returns  had  cost  2,000/.  each,  and 
others  had  reached  as  high  as  4,000/.  Ha 
should  not  have  made  this  proposition 
himself,  but  as  it  was  made,  and  as  it 
had  met  the  support  of  the  Committee, 
he  would  give  up  his  objections  and  vote 
for  it. 

Mr.  Slaney  considered  that  the  import* 
ant  nature  of  this  work  rendered  it  true 
economy  to  make  this  grant. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  said,  that  as  he 
had  opposed  the  Resolution  in  *the  Coin« 
mittee,  he  would  state  the  grounds  npoa 
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Wtiich  he  eppoMd  it  tiow»  m  he  had 
eppoMd  it  formerly*  He  considered  the 
work  to  be  eitremely  valuable,  and  if  he 
looked  only  to  its  meritsi  be  should  not 
be  atefse  to  the  grant  He  objected  to 
it«  however,  upon  two  grounds — first*  on 
account  of  the  principle  which  it  involved, 
and,  secondly,  on  account  of  the  mode  in 
which  it  was  proposed  to  make  it.  Mr. 
Marshall  had  commenced  this  work 
praprio  motu:  statistical  works  seldom 
repaid  their  compilers  for  the  labour  be- 
stowed upon  them.  Would  the  House, 
therefore,  sanction  the  principle,  as  they 
would  do  by  sanctioning  this  grant,  that 
a  gentleman  who  had  undertaken  such  a 
work  should  come  down  to  the  House  and 
say,  "  I  have  lost  by  the  printing  of  my 
work;  it  relates  to  public  events  and  public 
documents;  it  contains  public  information, 
and  therefore  to  you,  Gentlemen  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  I  look  for  remunera- 
tion?*'  If  tbe  House  adopted  this  principle 
on  this  occasion,  it  must  be  prepared  to 
sit  in  Judgment  upon  similar  applications 
from  the  authors  of  every  work  of  this 
kind  which  did  not  meet  with  public  en- 
couragement. Now  as  to  the  mode  of 
making  the  grant.  After  the  valuable 
testimony  which  several  hon.  Gentlemen 
whose  words  were  authority  had  borne  to 
tbe  excellence  of  this  work,  he  had  no 
doubt  that,  if  the  public  did  not  give  it 
encouragement,  there  would  be  Members 
of  Parliament  enough  ready  to  give  it  en- 
couragement bv  paying  out  of  their  own 
pockets  two  gumeas  for  it.  He  therefore 
trusted  that  this  call  upon  the  House  to 
pay  2,600^  for  putting  a  copy  of  this  work 
into  the  bookcase  of  each  Member  of 
t^arliament  at  the  public  expense,  was  a 
proposition  to  which  the  House  would 
not  give  its  consent  without  due  con* 
sideration. 

Mr.  Wynn  was  inclined  to  support  the 
grant.  He  had  expected  to  have  heard  a 
more  decided  opinion  given  upon  it  than 
that  which  had  been  given  b^  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  upon  whom,  in  bis  character 
of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  looked 
as  the  guardian  of  tbe  public  purse.  He 
had  not  seen  the  work  of  Mr.  Marshall 
before  that  evening,  but  from  what  be  had 
seen  of  it,  he  should  say,  that  it  was  a  work 
of  first-rate  utility)  which  loudly  called  for 
public  encouragement.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  seemed  to  imagine 
that)  because  it  was  worthy  of  public  en* 
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but  no  supposition  could  be  more  er- 
roneous. He  could  mention  many  works 
of  undoubted  merit  which  had  failed  to 
obtain  the  patronage  of  the  public.  Among 
works  of  that  description  was  a  work  of 
the  highest  authority  regarding  the  forms 
and  proceedings  of  that  House;  hon.  Gen* 
tlemen  must  be  aware  that  he  was  alluding 
to  HaUnlVn  Precedents.  That  work  had 
never  paki  the  expense  of  paper  and 
printing,  and  he  knew  that  Mr.  Hatsell 
had  been  a  considerable  loser  by  its  pub- 
lication. From  the  responsible  and  digni<» 
fled  situation  which  he  had  so  long  held 
in  that  House,  Mr.  Hatsell  determined  to 
make  a  present  of  it  to  the  public,  for  he 
never  expected  to  be  remunerated  by  ita 
sale  for  the  expense  and  labour  which  he 
had  bestowed  upon  it. 

Lord  Sandon  said,  that  before  the  Com- 
mittee proceeded  to  a  division  he  should 
propose  that  500/.  or  1,000/.  should  be 
given  to  Mr.  Marshall  for  the  completion 
of  his  work,  instead  of  2,600Z.  for  1,200 
copies  for  the  use  of  Members  of  that 
House.  If  the  original  Motion  were 
carried,  the  668  Members  of  tbe  present 
House  of  Commons  would  each  be  entitled 
to  a  copy  of  the  work.  Now,  to  all  of  that 
number,  except  perhaps  a  hundred,  the 
book  would  be  mere  waste  paper,  and  they 
would  take  an  early  opportunity  of  ex- 
changing it  with  their  booksellers  for  some 
works  more  to  their  taste  and  edification. 
The  Members  of  the  next  House  of  Com- 
mons would  also  be  in  want  of  their  copies. 
Some  of  them  would  obtain  copies— others 
would  not.  The  House  of  Commons  aAer 
the  next  would  be  left  entirely  without 
copies  of  this  important  work.  The 
Motion  was  therefore  faulty,  as  it  provided 
for  the  giving  away  a  work  of  permanent 
importance  to  a  body  that  was  transient 
and  changeable  in  its  nature.  He  con- 
cluded by  moving  as  an  Amendment  that 
a  sum  not  exceeding  1,000/.  should 
be  granted  to  Mr.  Marshall  for  the 
completion  of  his  digest  of  the  public 
accounts. 

The  Committee  divided  on  Lord  San- 
don's  Amendment — Ayes  75;  Noes  117; 
Minority  42, 

The  Committee  divided  again  on  the 
Qaestion  that  the  sum  of  1,500/.  be 
granted  to  Mr.  Marshall — Ay^  78 1 
Noes  116:  Majority  38. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  orginal 
Motion— Ayes  106:  Noes  88 ;  Majority  18» 
House  resumed^ 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 

Tuesday,  April  30,  1833. 

Mm  UTS^]  PetitioDB  proented.  By  Lord  Scynsu),  from 
Liverpool,  ftir  the  AboUtioD  of  Floggifig;. — ^By  the  Earl  of 
RoasBBBY,  ftmn  three  Placn,  against  the  Exiitiog  Syafenn 
of  Cfaurdli  Patrooage  in  SootIand.'->By  the  Marquen  of 
DowvsBiftB,  the  Bishop  of  Bbistol,  and  Lords  Bbxlbt 
and  Carbbby,  from  eevend  Places*  for  the  Better  Otaeerv- 
aooe  of  the  Sabbath.— By  the  Earls  of  Rosbbbby,  Rad* 
NOB,  UxBRiooB,  and  Cawdor,  and  Lords  Carbbby,  db 
DvKSTANTiLLK,  Bbxlby,  and  SuFFiBLD,  from  a  great 
^mber  of  Places,— for  the  Abolition  of  Slavery. 

• 

Labour  Rate.]  The  Earl  of  Win- 
chilsea  begged  to  ask  his  noble  friend 
when  it  was  hie  intention  to  move  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Labour  Rate  Bill  ? 
In  putting  that  question  he  wished  to  point 
out,  that  as  regarded  the  proportion  of  Poor- 
rates  which  entitled  parishes  to  bring  them- 
selves within  the  operation  of  the  Act  of  last 
Session,  that  Act  was  defective.  He  could 
istate,  having  been  engaged  in  two  counties 
in  carrying  the  measure  of  last  Session 
into  effect,  -that  several  parishes  were 
anxious  to  avail  themselves  of  the  bene- 
fit of  the  Act ;  but  on  account  of  the 
Poor-rates  in  those  parishes  being  below 
the  proportionate  sum  specified  in  the 
Act,  they  could  not.  In  some  instances, 
parishes  had  actually  thrown  persons  on 
the  Poor-rates  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
the  parishes  under  the  operation  of  the  Act, 
by  raising  the  rate,  when  these  persons 
ought  to  have  been  supported  by  payments 
out  of  the  Highway-rate.  At  the  same 
time  the  Act  (yad  had  a  most  beneficial 
effect.  It  had  checked  the  demoralizing 
system  of  persons  throwing  themselves 
upon  the  Poor-rates  for  relief,  and  been 
productive  of  improved  feelings  in  the 
minds  of  the  labourers.  It  had  also  given 
great  satisfaction  to  a  large  body  of  people 
wherever  the  plan  had  been  carried  into 
operation.  In  looking  to  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  his  noble  friend,  he  observed 
that  the  surplus  money  was  to  be  paid 
over  into  the  hands  of  the  overseers,  to  be 
applied  to  the  general  use  of  the  poor; 
but  if  he  might  take  the  liberty,  he  would 
suggest  to  his  noble  friend  that  the  money 
raised  should  be  kept  distinct  from  any 
assessment  for  the  relief  of  the  poor ;  and 
the  surplus  should  be  available  for  the 
relief  of  unemployed  labourers  only. 

Lord  Suffield  could  confirm  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl,  that  the  incon- 
venience in  consequence  of  the  rate  en- 
titling parishes  to  take  advantage  of  this 
Act  bemg  fixed  too  high,  was  very  great. 
Complaints  had  been  made  to  him  by 


several  parishes  in  the  county  with  which 
he  was  connected  on  this  subject ;  and  he 
had  been  desired,  when  the  proper  time 
should  arrive,  to  propose  an  Amendment 
in  that  part  of  the  Bill.  As  regarded  the 
measure  itself,  there  was  no  doubt  but 
that  it  had  been  beneficial. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  had  at  the  re- 
quest of  a  right  Reverend  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  London)  deferred  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  until  the  Report  of 
the  Poor  Laws  Commission  should  be  re- 
ceived. That  Report  would  probably  be 
made  in  the  course  of  a  fortnight  or  three 
weeks*  He  assured  his  noble  friend  that  he 
was  very  anxious  that  the  measure  should 
be  as  effective  as  possible.  He  must* 
however,  object  to  the  Bill  being  called 
a  "  Labour- Rate  Bill;"  for, in  fact, there 
was  not  one  word  in  it  which  could  justify 
such  a  designation. 

Cork  Laws.]  Earl  FitzwUUam  Tose 
to  bring  forward  his  Resolutions  relating 
to  the  Corn  Laws,  of  which  he  had  given 
notice  before  the  Easter  Recess.  When 
he  again  mentioned  the  subject  last  week, 
he  informed  their  Lordships  that  it  was 
his  intention  to  move  his  Resolutions  pro 
formdf  and  request  that  they  should  be 
printed,  and  the  discussion  upon  them 
taken  on  a  future  occasion.  He  recollect- 
ed on  that  occasion  that  their  Lordships 
had  acquiesced  in  this  arrangement  If 
he  had  understood  rightly  that  such  was 
the  wish  of  the  House,  he  should  move 
that  the  Resolutions  be  read,  laid  upon 
the  Table,  and  printed,  and  the  discussion 
be  postponed  until  Tuesday  next.  He 
said,  when  he  mentioned  this  subject  last 
week,  that  it  was  not  his  intention  to  make 
a  speech  upon  the  present  occasion,  and 
he  meant  to  adhere  to  what  he  had  stated ; 
he  should,  therefore,  confine  himself  to 
stating,  not  any  argument  in  support  of 
the  Resolutions,  but  merely  the  object  of 
the  Resolutions  which  he  should  have  the 
honour  of  submitting.  The  first  Resolu- 
tion which  he  should  propose  would  have 
reference  to  the  price  of  corn  since  1828. 
The  second  Resolution  which  he  should 
propose  would  refer  to  the  price  of  com 
in  those  countries  of  the  world  which  ex- 
ported corn .  The  third  Resolution  refened 
to  those  countries  which,  like  this  coun- 
try, were  also  importers  of  com.  The 
fourth  Resolution  which  he  should  submit 
would  relate  to  the  total  quantit?  of  com 
which  had  been  imported  into  this  coua* 
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try  under  the  Act  which  now  regulated  the 
trade  in  corn,  stating  the  rates  of  duty. 
The  fifth  Resolution  would  state  similar 
facts  in  a  somewhat  different  shape,  hav- 
ing reference  to  the  different  rates  of  duty 
at  which  certain  proportions  of  the  totals 
had  been  produced.  The  sixth  Resolu- 
tion would  state  the  annual  average  im- 
port, and  the  annual  average  revenue 
thereupon;  and  the  subsequent  Resolu- 
tions would  then  state  the  conclusions 
which  he  had  come  to,  and  which  he  hoped 
that  their  Lordships  would  also  come  to  at 
no  very  distant  day.  He  would,  in  the 
first  place,  beg  leave  to  read  the  following 
Resolutions : — 

•  1.  Resolved.— >Tbat  it  appears  to  this 
House  that  the  weekly  average  price  of  wheat, 
as  fixed  subsequent  to  the  passing  of  the 
9th  George  4th,  c«  60,  was,  on  the  followiDg 
days,  viz.— 

perqufter. 

1831.— Jan.  7  ...  68 


per  qvarlcr. 
#.    d 

lS28^-July  11...  55  7 
Oct.  3. ...  65    0 

1829.--Jan.  2  ...  75  11 
April  8...  70  3 
July  3  •••  68  9 
Oct.  2  ...  60    0 

18a0.-*Jao.  1  ...  55  5 
April  2....  65  1 
July  2  ...  68  6 
Oct.  1   ...  69    3 


3 

Aprill...  72  4 
July  1  ...  66  7 
Oct.  7  ...  61    0 

1839.-^an.  6  ...59  1 
April 6. ..59  6 
July  6  ...63  2 
Oct.  5  ..  54    7 

1833.-~Jan.4  ...52  6 
April 5...  53  10 


And  that,  on  the  19th  of  September,  1828, 
the  average  was  fixed  at  58s.  6d. ;  and  again, 
on  the  24th  of  October,  1828,  at  76s. ;  that,  on 
the  5th  of  June,  1829,  it  was,  fixed  at  7 is.  Sd, ; 
and  again,  on  the  30th  of  October,  1829,  at 
551.  4d.;  that,  on  the  6th  of  August  1830,  it 
was  fixed  at  74f.  lid.;  and  on  the  17th  of 
September  1830,  at  60«.  2d;  and,  further,  that 
the  highest  average  under  the  provisions  of  the 
said  Act  was  76s.  7«r.,  as  fixed  on  the  14th  of 
November  1828 ;  and  that  the  lowest  average 
was  5lf .  3cf.,  as  fixed  on  the  19th  of  October, 
1832. 

2.  That  it  fiirther  appears  to  this  House, 
from  the  returns  of  lus  Majesty's  Consuls 
abroad,  that  the  mean  prices  of  wheat,  at  the 
following  times  and  places : 

nwitaic.  Haakuji^.     LaglMn.  PbikuUlpUa. 

».    4*  #.    a.           #.  if.           «.   <f. 

July*  18S8    ••    S4    S  ..    83    0    ••    Sd    7    *•    sg    9 

Oct.,  1898     ..     S6    6  ..    41    8     ..     44    g     ..    37    8 

Jan.,  1880    .•    jg    8  .«    49    7    ••    6l    0    ••    53    0 

i^pr.fiasy    ••    43    8  ..    46  li     ..     58    4     ..     51    0 

My,  leeg   ..   30  9   ..   36 11    ..   47  lo   ..   48  6 

Oct.,  1829  ••  SB  i  ••  34  6  ..  38  7  ••  35  0 

Ja.  18S0  ••  29  9  ••  31  3  «.  35  11  ..  36  0 

Aw.    1830  ..  S3  9  ..  3t  O  ..  39  r 

Joly,  183Q  ..  43  3  ••  35  8  ..  36  4  ..  34  9 

Oct.,  1830  ..  39  10  ..  38  7  ..  41  5  ..  33  10 

Jan.  1831  ..  47  5  ..  46  9  •'•  47  4  «•  38  11 

Apr.,  1S31  ..  48  7  ••  49  0  ..  43  1  ..  47  3 

JoVt  1831  ..  45  7  ..  37  6  ..  48  S  ..  34  O 

Oct.,  1831  ..  41  1  ..  45  0  ..  45  3  ..  35  8 

Jan.  1838  ..  48  4  ..  37  10  ..  41  9  ..  S.'i  3 

Apr.  1H38  ..  38  3  ..  37  10  ..  43  8  .•  33  4 

Joly,  1838  ••  48  6  ••  39  3  ..  41  8  ..  40  10 

Oct.,  1881  ..  80  7  *.  C8  4  ..  39  5  ..  36  7 

PfCfieW  M  19  0  «f  89  3  «t  «t  0  t«  98  9 


3.  That  it  further  appears  to  tbia  Home, 
from  the  returns  of  his  Majesty'  Consuls 
abroad,  that  the  mean  prices  of  wheat  at  the 
following  times  and  places  were— 


Jnly,  1828 

October,  1888 

Jannary,  1889 

April,  188y 

Jnly,  1889 

Sept.  or  Oct.,  I889.... 

January,  1830 

April,  1830  ...•• 

Jnly,  1830 

October,i830  

January,  1831 

April,  1831  

Jaly,1831 

October,  1831  ........ 

Januaiy,1838  ........ 

April,  1838 

July,  1838 

October,  1688 

I/cceniocr,  1838  •*.... 


30  9 
41  1 
55  U 
45  8 
45  11 
43    8 


36  0 
41  JO 

46  9 
41     1 

47  3 
41  10 
43    8 

43  5 

38  3 

44  8 

39  9 
38  11 


B 


i 


9m 

I 


I 


s,  d,  #.  d,  ».  d. 

33    4   34    6  50    3 

54    Oi  «r  lOl  56  10 

......    56  10;  58    0 

50  5|  55  fr  61  10 
48  11!  58  II  60  6 
41    9  51 

41 

36    81  40 

43    8   43  1 

48    0;  51    S\  53 
1  54    5;  47 

57    9,  58    9j  49 

51  4  55  8  50  . 
50    6  57    0  54   6 

(48    01  49    0 


J 

I 


».  d, 

58  0 

60  S 

63  9 

59  6 
66  11 
58    6 

57  10 

61  5 

58  7 

59  10 
58  11 
53  3 
51  T 
58    7 

60  6 

64  3 


41    4  47  11.58    1 
41    6   50    6  58 
37    3'  43    4'  51 
404466486(57    6 


1  '••••• 
6  56  10 


4.  That  it  further  appears  to  this  House, 
that  the  total  quantity  of  foreign  wheat  entered 
for  home  consumption  under  the  provisions  of 
the  9th  George  4th,  cap.  60,  to  the  5th  of  April, 
1833,  has  been  4,795,746  quarters  and  one 
bushel ;  and  that  the  total  amount  of  duty 
paid  thereon  has  been  1,604,190^  10s.  lOi/., 
and  that  the  average  rate  of  such  duty  is 
6s.  8i</.  per  quarter  or  thereabouts.  That,  of 
the  aforesaid  total  quantities,  were  imported — 

Qn.     Bnah.  per  Or. 

£.  t-d. 
In  1889  ••  1><6043S    1,  ntanaTeniCBrateordntyor  9    4 

1830  ..  1.494,381    7,        —  —  —  6    7 

1831  ..  I|0e8,797    3,       —  —  -.49 
1838  ..      168,607    7,       —            —            —     1    3    9 

5.  That  of  the  total  quantity  J>f  4,795,744 
quarters,  1  bushel,  so  enterea  for  home  con- 
sumption, under  the  provisions  of  the  9th 
George  4tb,  cap.  60,  there  were  admitted— 

Qrs.  Boah.  r.  d. 

l,57ir^U  5    at  a  duty  of  1  0   per  qoartcr 

1,848,667  8  <1itto  8  8  diUo 

964,437  0  ditto         6  8  ditto 

508,817  1  ditto        10  8  ditto 


Yis.  3,898,653    6  ditto       10    8 

903,098    3  ditto        13    8 


ditto, or  nnder, 
ditto,  or  upwd» 


6.  That  it  therefore  appears  the  supply  of 
foreign  wheat  afforded  to  the  people  or  Great 
Britaip^'  under  the  provisions  of  9ih  George 
4th,  cap.  60,  has  been  at  the  rate  of  1,008,860 
quarters  per  annum,  or  thereabouts ;  and  that 
the  revenue  derived  therefrom  has  been  at  the 
rate  of  337,479/.  per  annum,  or  thereabouts. 

7.  That  nothing  is  more  injurious  to  those 
classes  of  the  community,  which  are  engaged 
io  the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  than  great  and 
rapid  fluctuations  in  the  value  of  their  com* 
modities. 

8.  That  such  fluctuations  cannot  altogether 
be  prevented  in  the  price  of  an  article  whose 
proauction  is  necessarily  affected  by  the  vari« 
ations  of  the  seasons;  but  that  it  does  not  ap- 
pear to  that  House,  that  the  existing  regulations 
for  the  trade  in  foreign  corn  have  succeededl 
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lamentable  colours,  should  now  come  for- 
ward with  a  proposal  to  throw  away 
2,600/.  of  the  public  money,  by  giving  it 
to  an  individual  of  whom  the  House  knew 
nothing  save  from  the  ipse  dixit  of  the 
hon.  Member  himself.  Such  inconsistency 
was,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  surprising.  In 
the  present  condition  of  the  country  he 
never  would  consent  to  vote  away  such  a 
sum  for  such  a  purpose,  and  if  he  divided 
against  the  grant  alone,  he  certainly  would 
press  it  to  a  division. 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  said,  that  the 
excellence  of  this  work  should  not  rest 
any  longer  upon  the  unsupported  ipse  dixit 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex.  He 
could  not  say  that  he  had  perused  this 
work  of  Mr.  Marshall, — that  was  almost 
beyond  any  man's  power, — but  he  had 
devoted  many  hours  to  an  examination  of 
it,  and  he  could  say,  that  he  had  never 
met  in  so  brief  a  space  so  large  a  quantity 
of  political  information  so  lucidly  and 
methodically  arranged.  It  was  a  work 
that  to  Members  of  Parliament  must  be 
invaluable.  Indeed,  the  labour  of  collect- 
ing the  information  contained  in  it  would 
be  inconsistent  with  the  ordinary  avoca- 
tions of  any  Gentleman.  He  had  pur- 
chased this  work  for  himself,  so  fully  was 
he  convinced  of  its  excellence.  He 
cordially  concurred  with  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex. 

Mr.  Warburton  was  proud  iO  add  his 
testimony  in  favour  of  this  work  to  the 
testimony  which  had  been  already  given 
by  his  two  hon.  friends,  the  members  for 
Middlesex  and  Tynemouth. 

An  Hon,  Member  did  not  mean  to  dis- 
parage the  merits  of  Mr.  Marshall's  work, 
but  he  could  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  preceded  him,  that 
hon.  Members,  instead  of  putting  their 
own  hands  into  their  own  pockets  for  the 
price  of  this  volume,  should  seek  to  make 
the  country  pay  the  price  of  it  for  them. 
The  notoriety  which  the  work  would  get 
from  the  publication  of  this  debate  would 
be  worth  more  to  the  compiler' than  the 
whole  sum  which  the  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex  now  proposed  to  give 
him.  He  should  undoubtedly  oppose  the 
grant. 

MrfO'Connell  said,  that  there  was  in 
favour  of  this  grant  the  singular  circum- 
stance that  it  was  recommended  by  his 
hon.  friend  the  member  for  Middlesex,  the 
great  champion  of  economy  upon  all  occa- 
sions.   It  was  also  recommended  by  the 


Committee  upon  t'ublic  t)ocumentfi,  and 
he  understood  that,  useful  as  the  work 
was,  it  could  never  be  completed  unlesi 
this  sum  was  granted.  He  was  convinced, 
from  what  he  had  seen  and  heard  of  thii 
work,  that  for  the  charge  of  2,600{. 
the  public  would  get  in  return  sufficient 
value. 

An  Hon,  Member  said  that  this  rolume 
was  but  a  pocket  edition  of  the  library  of 
the  House;  and  yet  hon.  Gentlemen 
seemed  inclined  to  impose  upon  the  public 
a  charge  of  2,600/.  to  save  themselves  the 
trouble  of  consulting  the  documents  which 
every  man  might  easily  find  in  the  library. 
He  was  anxious  to  possess  a  book  which 
had  been  so  well  spoken  of,  but  he  sair 
no  reason  why  he  should  put  his  hand 
into  the  pocket  of  the  public,  instead  of 
putting  it  into  his  own  pocket  to  obtain  a 
copy  of  it. 

Mr.  Matthias  4ttwood  in  supporting 
the  grant,  eulogized  the  fitness  of  Mr. 
Marshall  for  the  important  work  which  he 
had  undertaken,  and  all  but  completed. 
That  work  had  been  of  inestimable  use  to 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  who  had 
found  his  labours  greatly  facilitated  by 
referring  to  the  well-digested  accounts 
contained  in  its  pages. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  he  felt  it 
his  duty,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Documents,  to  state  the  grounds 
upon  which  that  Committee  had  come  to 
their  recommendation.  He  certainly 
differed  from  the  Committee  as  to  the 
propriety  of  such  a  recommendation;  for 
he  preferred  giving  a  certain  sum  of  money 
to  Mr.  Marshall  for  the  completion  of  this 
work,  to  giving  him  2,600/.  for  1,200 
copies  of  it.  2,500/.  was  a  lai^  sum 
to  be  granted  away  for  such  a  purpose ; 
but  hon.  Gentlemen  were  not,  perhaps, 
aware  of  the  large  sums  which  were 
annually  paid  in  making  out  the  returns 
moved  for  by  hon.  Members.  Some  of 
those  returns  had  cost  2,000/.  each,  and 
others  had  reached  as  high  as  4,000/.  He 
should  not  have  made  this  proposition 
himself,  but  as  it  was  made,  and  as  it 
had  met  the  support  of  the  Committee, 
he  would  give  up  his  objections  and  vote 
for  it. 

Mr.  Slaney  considered  that  the  import- 
ant  nature  of  this  work  rendered  it  true 
economy  to  make  this  grant. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  said,  that  as  be 
had  opposed  the  Resolution  in  the  Com- 
mittee,  he  would  state  the  grounds  upoo 
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Whirli  he  oppoMd  it  tiow»  m  he  had 
oppoMd  it  formerly.  He  contidered  the 
work  to  be  eitfemely  valuable,,  and  if  he 
looked  only  to  its  meriti^  be  should  not 
be  atetse  to  the  grant.  He  objected  to 
it,  however,  upon  two  grounds — first,  on 
account  of  the  principle  which  it  involved, 
and>  secondly,  on  account  of  the  mode  in 
which  it  was  proposed  to  make  it.  Mr. 
Marshall  had  commenced  this  work 
propria  motu:  statistical  works  seldom 
repaid  their  compilers  for  the  labour  be* 
stowed  upon  them.  Would  the  House, 
therefore,  sanction  the  principle,  as  they 
would  do  by  sanctioning  this  grant,  that 
a  gentleman  who  had  undertaken  such  a 
work  should  come  down  to  the  House  and 
say,  ''  I  have  lost  by  the  printing  of  my 
work;  it  relates  to  public  events  and  public 
documents;  it  contains  public  information, 
and  therefore  to  you,  Gentlemen  of  the 
House  nf  Commons,  I  look  for  remunera- 
tion?" If  the  House  adopted  this  principle 
on  this  occasion,  it  must  be  prepai'ed  to 
sit  in  judgment  upon  similar  applications 
from  the  authors  of  every  work  of  this 
kind  which  did  not  meet  with  public  en- 
couragement. Now  as  to  the  mode  of 
making  the  grant.  AAer  the  valuable 
testimony  which  several  hon.  Gentlemen 
whose  words  were  authority  had  borne  to 
the  excellence  of  this  work,  he  had  no 
doubt  that,  if  the  public  did  not  give  it 
encouragement,  there  would  be  Members 
of  Parliament  enough  ready  to  give  it  en- 
couragement hj  paying  out  of  their  own 
pockets  two  gumeas  for  it.  He  therefore 
trusted  that  this  call  upon  the  House  to 
pay  2,600/.  for  putting  a  copy  of  this  work 
into  the  bookcase  of  each  Member  of 
Parliament  at  the  public  expense,  was  a 
proposition  to  which  the  House  would 
not  give  its  consent  without  due  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  Wynn  was  inclined  to  support  the 
grant.  He  had  expected  to  have  heard  a 
more  decided  opinion  given  upon  it  than 
tiiat  which  had  been  given  b^  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  upon  whom,  in  bis  character 
of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  looked 
as  the  guardian  of  the  public  purse.  He 
had  not  seen  the  work  of  Mr.  Marshall 
before  that  evening,  but  from  what  be  had 
seen  of  it,  he  should  say»  that  it  was  a  work 
of  first-rate  utility*  which  loudly  called  for 
public  encouragement.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  seemed  to  imagine 
thai,  because  it  was  worthy  of  public  en- 
CQumgemf  nt|  it  would  tbei«(dr«  meet  it  s 


but  no  supposition  could  be  more  er- 
roneous. He  could  mention  many  works 
of  undoubted  merit  which  had  failed  to 
obtain  the  patronage  of  the  public.  Among 
works  of  that  description  was  a  work  of 
the  highest  authority  regarding  the  forms 
and  proceedings  of  that  House;  hon.'  Gen* 
tlemen  must  be  aware  that  he  was  alluding 
to  HatseWs  Precedents,  That  work  had 
never  paid  the  expense  of  paper  and 
printing,  and  he  knew  that  Mr.  Hatsell 
had  been  a  considerable  loser  by  its  pub- 
lication. From  the  responsible  and  digni** 
fled  situation  which  he  had  so  long  held 
in  that  House,  Mr.  Hatsell  determined  to 
make  a  present  of  it  to  the  public,  for  he 
never  expected  to  be  remunerated  by  ita 
sale  for  the  expense  and  labour  which  he 
had  bestowed  upon  it. 

Lord  Sandon  said,  that  before  the  Com«* 
mittee  proceeded  to  a  division  he  should 
propose  that  500/.  or  1 ,000/.  should  be 
given  to  Mr.  Marshall  for  the  completion 
of  his  work,  instead  of  2,600Z.  for  1,200 
copies  for  the  use  of  Members  of  that 
House.  If  the  original  Motion  were 
carried,  the  668  Members  of  the  present 
House  of  Commons  would  each  be  entitled 
to  a  copy  of  the  work.  Now,  to  all  of  that 
number,  except  perhaps  a  hundred,  the 
book  would  be  mere  waste  paper,  and  they 
would  take  an  early  opportunity  of  ex- 
changing it  with  their  booksellers  for  some 
works  more  to  their  taste  and  edification. 
The  Members  of  the  next  House  of  Com- 
mons would  also  be  in  want  of  their  copies. 
Some  of  them  would  obtain  copies — others 
would  not.  The  House  of  Commons  after 
the  next  would  be  left  entirely  without 
copies  of  this  important  work.  The 
Motion  was  therefore  faulty,  as  it  provided 
for  the  giving  away  a  work  of  permanent 
importance  to  a  body  that  was  transient 
and  changeable  in  ita  nature.  He  con- 
cluded by  moving  as  an  Amendment  that 
a  sum  not  exceeding  1,000/.  should 
be  granted  to  Mr.  Marshall  for  the 
completion  of  his  digest  of  the  public 
accounts. 

The  Committee  divided  on  Lord  San- 
don's  Amendment — Ayes  75;  Noes  117; 
Majority  42. 

The  Committee  divided  again  on  the 
Question  that  the  sum  of  1,600/.  be 
granted  to  Mr.  Marshall — Ay^  78 ; 
Noes  116:  Majority  38. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  orginal 
Motion— Ayes  106:  Noes  88 :  Majority  18* 
House  resumed* 
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nvere  all  the  creators  and  producers  of 
wealth,  mast  live  where  they  could ,  the 
mere  consumers  might  live  where  they 
pleased.  For  the  mansions  of  the  rich 
and  g:reat  there  was  hut  small  competition* 
The  possessors  of  incomes  eaual  to  their 
hahitation  had  not  only  the  untaxed 
counties  of  England  and  Wales  to  select 
for  places  of  residence,  but  Paris,  Rome, 
Naples,  Florence,  Brussels,  became  the 
homes  of  their  adoption ;  while  their  in- 
comes, spent  amongst  strangers,  continued 
to  be  drawn  from  this  country,  which  its 
overtaxed  tradespeople,  labourers,  and 
manufacturers  were  toiling  to  produce. 
It  was  not  to  be  supposed,  as  the  noble 
Lord  seemed  to  imagme,  that  mere  shops 
and  warehouses  were  the  only  houses  which, 
in  the  language  of  Adam  Smith,  before 
quoted,  were  the  instruments  of  trade. 
No,  the  numberless  houses,  of  all  sorts 
and  sizes,  which  were  adjacent  to  the 
flhopkeeping  part  of  the  community,  were 
equally  houses  used  fbr  the  purposes  of 
trade;  the  proprietors  of  many,  perhaps 
most  of  them,  resorted  daily  to  the  more 
crowded  parts  of  London,  in  the  pursuit 
of  their  means  of  subsistence.  It  was 
almost  impossible  for  persons,  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  health  of  themselves  and 
families,  to  bear  the  close  confinement  of 
the  more  densely  populated  parts  of  the 
metropolis — merchants,  tradesmen,  clerks, 
shopmen,  porters,  workmen,  warehouse- 
men, all  pressed  from  the  scenes  of  their 
daily  toil  to  the  suburbs  of  the  metropolis, 
to  obtain,  in  a  pure  atmosphere,  relief 
by  healthful  relaxation  from  the  penalties 
which  waited  upon  laborious  and  un- 
healthy employments  in  close  and  confined 
situations.  The  relief  proposed  to  be 
franted  by  the  noble  Lord  to  the  shop- 
keeping  inhabitants  of  towns  and  cities 
was  a  mere  delusion.  The  proportion  of  the 
number  of  shop-windows  to  the  remaining 
nomber  of  the  windows  of  the  House  bore 
no  relation  to  the  difference  of  the  annual 
value  of  those  Houses,  which  value  was 
constituted  by  their  trading  advantages 
and  local  situation.  The  gross  injustice 
which  pressed  npon  the  London  Tavern  in 
the  manner  he  had  before  mentioned,  and 
on  houses  similarly  situated,  would  be 
tn  no  way  redressed  by  the  noble  Lord's 
modification,  an(l  the  relief  of  the  shop- 
keepers would  only  be  as  one  to  ten, 
while  the  injustice  they  suffered  from  the 
tax,  as  compared  with  the  now  producing 
part  of  the  community,  waa  as  ten  to  one. 


If  the  shop-keepers  weie»  as  the  noUe 
Lord  seemed  to  consider,  the  only  pro* 
ducers  in  towns  and  cities  who  ought 
to  be  relieved  from  the  burthen,  the  sop* 
posed  plan  would  fail  to  give  even  them 
redress.  The  windows  of  the  shopa  were 
generally  on  the  ground  floor,  and  con- 
tributed, perhaps,  only  one  quarter  of  the 
whole  number,  while  the  value  of  the 
shop  constituted  three-quarters  of  its  an* 
nual  rent,  and  yet,  the  ^Uacious  criterion 
of  shop-windows  was  to  be  made  the 
standard  of  relief.  He  would  ask  his 
Lordship  whether  merchants  and  mer* 
chants'  clerks,  ship  insurance,  and  prodaoa 
brokers,  tavern  and  victualling^-honse 
keepers,  schoolmasters,  professional  men, 
lodging-house  keepers,  mechanics, artisans, 
and  clerks,  who  were  crowded  together  in 
the  almost  numberless  streets  of  private 
residences,  and  in  and  about  the  metro- 
polis, were  not  compelled  to  pay  high 
rents  by  the  necessity  of  being,  fbr  the 
purposes  of  trade  and  industry,  in  crowded 
towns  and  cities ;  and  whether  they  were 
not  as  muoh  producers  of  wealA  and 
entitled  to  relief  as  the  shop-keepers  of 
the  kingdom  ?  The  noble  Lord,  perhaps* 
thought  that  by  holding  out  the  prospeet 
of  redress  (very  partial  it  was  true)  he 
should  derive  advantage  from  the  old 
maxim  <*  Divide  and  conquer,"  and  that 
the  shopkeepers  would  be  satisfied,  by  the 
selfish  motive  of  individual  gain,  to  leave 
their  fellow-sufferers  in  the  lurch.  The 
noble  Lord  would  find  himself  mistaken— 
the  housekeepers  throughout  the  kingdom 
would  unite  as  one  man.  They  objected 
to  the  House  and  Window-tax  as  unjaat  in 
principle,  oppressive  in  detail,  inqoisitoriai 
and  vexatious  in  its  imposition  and  col- 
lection, and  that  it  was  susceptible  of 
no  modification  which  would  take  away  its 
objectionable  characters  and  they  wonld 
never  cease  to  complain  till  it  was  entirely 
repealed.  Hoping  that  he  had  established, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  House,  the  two  pro- 
positions, that  the  House-tax  was  not  an 
equal  Property-tax,  and  that  it  waa  not  an 
equal  tax  upon  disposable  income,  he 
might,  perhaps,  be  called  upon  to  say 
what  it  was.  He  denominated  it  an  on- 
fair  and  unjust  tax  upon  the  industry 
of  the  country;  it  was  an  Income-tax 
in  its  most  odious  form,  because  it  touched 
not  the  masses  of  wealth— it  tooched  noc 
the  drones  in  the  hive  —  it  fixed  with 
relentless  severity  upon  the  indastrioos 
ordersi    The  Income-tax,  which  was  m 
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able  without  than  with  a  provision  for  that 
purpose. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  also  n^oved  for  a 
copy  of  thfe  third  and  fourth  Reports  of 
the  Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  law  of  Real  Property.  In  calling 
for  these  Reports,  he  thought  that  he 
should  be  doing  the  greatest  injustice  to 
the  indefatigable  assiduity  and  the  sound 
learning  which  these  Commissioners  had 
displayed  in  the  performance  of  their  duty, 
if  he  did  not  state  to  their  Lordships  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  the  members  of  the 
legal  profession  in  all  its  branches  with 
respect  to  them ;  which  opinion  was,  that 
no  men  ever  deserved  better  of  the  public 
by  their  services  than  those  Commissioners 
did.  The  first  and  second  Reports  had 
given  the  utmost  satisfaction,  and  Parlia- 
ment had  already  manifested  its  sense  of 
their  excellence,  for  some  of  the  sugges- 
tions contained  in  those  Reports  had  been 
acted  on,  and  the  present  law  of  the  land 
had  been  founded  on  them.  He  thought 
it  right  to  add,  that  for  the  last  year  these 
gentlemen  had  received  no  species  of  re- 
muneration for  their  services.  In  the  first 
year  a  sum  was  given  to  them  wholly  dis- 
proportioned  to  their  labours ;  but  these 
gentlemen,  from  what  he  must  call  a  most 
mistaken  and  misplaced  delicacy,  had  last 
year  refused  to  receive  any  remuneration. 
Now,  every  hour  which  was  taken  from 
their  professional  business  and  given  to  the 
public  was  actually  so  much  money  lost  to 
them.  He  hoped  that  their  delicacy  would 
not  be  allowea  to  infiict  an  injustice  on 
themselves. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


HOUSE  OF  comm;ons, 

Tuesday,  April,  30,  1833. 

Mtrnma.]  Billi.  Read  ii  woond  tiiM:-^Tite  Dotiet* 
Penooal  E>tat«i  Cotton  Duties. 

Petitloiii  preieiit«d.  By  Mr.  Hvoms  Huoaifl,  ftom  St 
Jamert,  Ozlbid«  agiimt  the  Awwiiil  Twei.->->B]r  Dr. 
LuiHiJfaTON*  Mr.  Aldennan  Wooo»  Mr.  Pbillfotts, 
M^)or  Bbauclbbk,  Mr.  Waeburton,  Mr.  Clat,  Mr.  T. 
AnwooD,  Mr.  Humb*  Mr.  Hartbt,  Sir  O.  Mmlbt, 
Sir  S4ilvti«WaALUT,  and  Mr.  GBAjrriiBY  Bbbkblbt, 
ftom  sevoml  MeCropoUtaii  Fviaha  and  other  fUmM,  to 
Oie 


New  Writ  for  Westminster.]  Sir 
Francis  Burdett  said,  that  in  consequence 
of  the  painful  situation  in  which  his  right 
hon.  colleague  found  himself  placed,  he 
had  felt  it  due,  as  well  to  his  constituents 
Its  to  bimtelf,  to  resign  bis  seat  for  the  city 


of  Westminster.  His  right  hon.  colleague 
having  accepted  office  under  the  present 
Administration,  chiefly  with  a  view  and 
the  hope,  that  he  could  more  efficiently 
promote  the  interests  of  his  constituents 
and  the  country,  found  himself  placed  on 
the  present  occasion  in  such  a  situation, 
by  ttie  discussion  that  was  fixed  for  this 
evening,  that  he  could  not,  consistent  with 
his  official  duty  and  character  as  a  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown,  discharge  his  duty  to  his 
constituents ;  and  he  felt  himself  therefore 
under  the  painful  necessity  of  resigning  his 
seat.  Under  th^se  circumstances,  he  had 
been  requested  to  move,  which  he  now 
begged  leave  to  do,  for  a  new  writ  for  the 
city  of  Westminster,  in  the  room  of  the 
right  hon.  Sir  John  Cam  Hobhouse,  who 
had  accepted  the  Chiltern  Hundreds. 
Ordered. 

House  and  Window  Taxes.]  Sir 
John  Key  said,  that  although  hon.  Mem* 
hers  were  anxiously  awaiting  the  result  of 
the  Motion  which  he  should  have  the 
honour  of  submitting  for  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  he  was  glad  that  a  short 
delay  had  taken  place,  as  Ministers  must 
now  see  from  the  numerous  petitions  pre- 
sented, that  all  parts  of  the  country  were 
impatient  of  these  taxes.  He  should  have 
been  well  pleased  if  some  Member  of 
greater  talent  and  experience  had  under- 
taken a  task,  which,  in  his  hands,  would 
be,  he  feared,  but  feebly  executed.  Repre* 
senting,  however,  one  of  the  largest  dis- 
tricts peculiarly  aggrieved  by  the  cruelty 
and  injustice  of  the  House  and  Window- 
taxes,  he  trusted,  that  in  moving  for  their 
repeal  he  should  not  be  accused  of  vanity 
and  presumption,  and  that  hon.  Members 
would  grant  him  more  than  usual  indul- 
gence while  he  addressed  them  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  not  allow  the  strength  of  the  claims 
of  the  Industrious  classes  for  redress,  to  be 
impaired  by  the  inefficiency  with  which  they 
were  advocated.  The  House*tax  at  present 
in  force  purported  to  be  assessed,  as  hon. 
Members  were  aware,  upon  the  annual 
value  of  all  inhabited  houses  above  lOl. 
per  annum,  upon  the  following  gradu- 
ated scale  : — 10/.  and  under  20/.,  Is.  6d. 
in  the  pound;  20/.  and  under  40/., 
25.  3d. ;  40/.  and  upwards,  2s.  lOd.  It 
was  not  necessary  for  him  to  enter  into  an 
historical  account  of  the  rise  and  progress 
of  this  tax.  It  was  sufficient  to  say,  that 
like  most  other  bad  measures,  it  was,  at 
its  first  introdttction  to  mild  iti  operatioiii 
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and  so  moderate  in  amount,  that  it  excited 
but  little  opposition  when  first  imposed. 
Together  with  the  Window-tax  it  amount- 
ed to  only  2s.,  and  thence  to  Bs.  each 
House ;  and  it  had  gradually  progressed 
to  the  present  period,  when  its  enormous 
amount  exercised  a  most  destructive  in- 
fluence upon  trade,  and  absorbed  a  large 
portion  of  the  disposable  income  of  the 
industrious  classes,  which,  if  taxation  had 
been  fairly  and  equally  imposed,  would 
have  been  employed  in  obtaining  those 
necessaries  and  comforts,  to  which,  as  the 
main  prop  and  support  of  the  State,  they 
were  so  well  entitled.  It  was  true,  these 
taxes  had  not  attained  to  their  present  ex- 
travagant amount  without  the  people  re- 
monstrating against  their  injustice  and  in- 
equality ;  but  the  majorities  of  an  unre^ 
formed  Parliament  had  been  always  ready 
to  support  the  Ministers  in  placmg  bur- 
thens on  the  middle  classes  of  society,  and 
an  apology  was  offered  for  the  increase  of 
the  rate  of  the  tax  iu  the  war  in  which  this 
country  was  then  engaged,  and  the  people 
were  partially  reconciled  to  the  measure 
by  the  assurance  that  it  was  but  tem- 
porary, and  would  expire  with  the  neces- 
sity which  had  called  for  its  imposition. 
The  House-tax,  as  appeared  by  the 
Returns  of  the  House  of  Commons,  pro- 
duced in  the  year  ending  January,  1832, 
the  net  amount  of  1,357,041/.  13^.  Uid., 
of  which  sum  considerably  more  than  half 
was  paid  bv  the  city  of  London  and  the 
suburban  districts  within  the  bills  of  mor- 
tality, and  if  added  to  the  metropolis,  the 
hives  of  industry  in  the  three  manufactur- 
ing and  trading  counties,  Yorkshire,  Lan* 
cashire,  and  Somersetshire,  it  would  be 
found  that  united  they  paid  more  than 
three-fourths  of  the  whole  tax,  for  the 
whole  of  the  fifty-two  counties  of  England 
and  Wales;  thus  clearly  proving  that  it 
was  a  direct  tax  upon  trading  and  manu- 
fiacturtng  industry.  It  was  one  of  the 
peculiarities  of  the  inhabited-House  tax, 
as  at  present  imposed,  that  it  offended 
equally  against  all  the  rules  to  regulate 
taxation  which  had  been  laid  down  by 
the  advocates  of  the  most  opposite  theories. 
With  the  advocates  of  direct  taxation,  it 
was  at  war  in  principle  for  two  reasons — 
first,  because  it  was  almost  as  expensive  in 
collection  as  the  indirect  taxes;  and, 
•econdly,  because  it  was  equally  with 
them  a  tax  upon  consumable  commodities, 
seeing  that  it  fell  principally  upon  trades- 
pieO|  who  sought  to  repay  theii»d?ea  for 


the  cnitlay,  by  charging  the  excess  of  tax- 
ation,  with  their  other  expenses,  upon  the 
commodities  in  which  they  dealt,  and  the 
price  of  such  commodities  was,  therefore, 
necessarily  enhanced  in  their  progress  to 
the  possession  of  the  consumer,  precisely 
the  same  as  if  the  amount  of  the  tax  was 
so  much  money  levied  on  the  commodities 
themselves.  To  those  who  saw  in  indirect 
imposts  the  only  legitimate  source  of 
national  revenue,  this  tax  must,  upon  prin- 
ciple, be  equally  objectionable;  for,  al- 
though the  tax  when  paid  was  drawn  from 
trade,  and,  therefore,  indirectly  refunded 
by  the  consumer  of  the  commodities,  and 
so  diffused  over  a  larger  surface,  yet  the 
tax  itself  was  collected  as  a  money-tax, 
and  thus  created  all  the  discontent  and  dis- 
satisfaction at  the  Government,  which  it 
was  supposed  to  be  the  vicious  tendency 
of  direct  taxation  to  inspire.  He  was 
aware  that  Adam  Smith,  and  other  disci- 
ples of  political  economy,  had  contended, 
that  a  tax  upon  houses  was  a  just  tax  ; 
and  they  endeavoured  to  support  their 
doctrine,  sometimes  by  contending  that  it 
was  in  the  nature  of  a  Property-tax,  and 
therefore,  defensible  upon  the  recognized 
principle,  that  all  property  should  equally 
pay  the  State  for  its  protection  ;  at  other 
times  they  sou6;ht  to  justify  the  tax,  upon 
the  plea  that  tne  annual  value  of  a  man*8 
residence  was  a  fair  criterion  of  the 
amount  of  his  means  of  expenditure,  and 
an  ad  valorem  tax  upon  the  surplus  dis- 
posable income.  He  humbly  contended, 
that  both  propositions  were  equally  falla- 
cious, and  that  the  House- tax  was  not,  in 
principle  or  in  practice,  in  law  or  in  fact, 
either  a  tax  upon  property,  or  a  tax  upon 
disposable  income.  That  it  would  be  idle 
to  consider  this  tax  in  the  light  of  a  Pro* 
perty-tax  was  clear.  If  it  were  so  it 
would  be  calculated  upon  what  Adam 
Smith  denominated  "  the  building  rent  of 
the  house"  that  was  the  interest  upon  the 
cost  of  the  materials  and  labour  employed 
in  its  construction.  If  that  were  the  case 
the  present  order  of  things  would  be  com- 
pletely inverted ;  the  inexpensive  dwelling 
of  the  humble  tradesman  would  be  but 
lightly  taxed ;  whereas  the  noble  peer  and 
wealthy  commoner  would  have  to  pay  to 
the  State  a  sum  equal  to  the  protection 
which  it  afforded  to  their  mansions  and 
castles,  the  splendid  monuments  of  the 
surplus  wealth  of  themselves  and  their 
progenitors.  Adam  Smith  sud,  if  the 
House- ta](    were    imposed    upoo    dut 
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principle,  and  applied  according  to  that 
rule  It  would  ruin  half  the  nobility; 
for  that  it  was  the  savings  of  ^  gene- 
rations which  were  expended  in  the  con- 
struction of  their  palaces  and  mansions. 
Supposing  that  would  be  the  consequence 
of  the  tax,  if.  equally  enforced,  let  the 
House  reflect  how  many  hundreds  of  in- 
dustrious tradesmen  had  actually  been 
ruined  by  the  extreme  severity  which  was 
the  consequence  of  its  unequal  pressure. 
If  noblemen  and  gentlemen  chose  to 
abstract  from  productive  employment  the 
saving  of  generations,  and  to  invest  large 
masses  of  wealth,  as  it  were  in  mortmain, 
society  had  no  right  to  complain,  for  they 
bad  a  right  to  do  what  they  would  with 
their  own;  but  society  had  a  right  to 
claim  as  much  in  taxes  for  the  protection 
it  afforded  to  those  masses  of  property,  as 
it  demanded  for  the  same  quantity  of 
wealth  when  invested  in  houses  employed 
for  the  purposes  of  trade,  or,  by  its  inter- 
changes, contributing  to  increase  the  wel- 
fare of  the  whole  communitv*  But  that  it 
was  not  intended  to  treat  this  tax  as  one 
upon  property,  was  manifest  from  the 
manner  in  which  it  was  levied  throughout 
the  whole  country,  unless,  indeed,  they 
were  to  consider  all  the  assessors  and 
Commissioners  perjured.  For  instance, 
by  the  oaths  of  the  assessors  (  as  appeared 
by  the  returns)  there  were  only  four 
houses  in  the  county  of  Bedford  worth 
more  than  70/,  per  annum;  and  the  aggre- 
gate annual  value  of  those  four  was  sworn 
to  be  under  1,200/.  Bedfordshire,  be  it 
remembered,  contained  Wobum- Abbey, 
Wrest-park,  Oakly-house,  Warden,  Ampt- 
hill-place,  Hannes-house,  Cople-house, 
Bletsoe-park,  Melchburn-park,  and  a 
great  number  of  other  elegant  and  com- 
modious houses,  the  seats  of  nobility  and 
gentry,  each  of  which,  with  its  rateable 
appurtenances,  was  worth  many  thousands 
of  pounds.  If  the  House-tax  were  intended 
to  bear  the  slightest  resemblauce  to  a 
tax  upon  property,  why  did  all  these  noble 
dwelling-houses  escape  with  the  annual 
payment  of  170/.,  while  the  City  of  Lon- 
don  Tavern  alone  actually  paid  for  taxes, 
as  an  inhabited  house,  141/.  13s.  4e/., 
although  there  were  not  in  the  whole 
house  apartments  in  which  the  proprietors 
and  the  family  ever  slept,  the  whole  being 
devoted  to  trade,  in  which,  indeed,  its 
whole  value  consisted?  In  Cheapside, 
the  Poultry,  and  Cornhill,  it  appeared, 
by  the  returns  to  Parliament,  100  houses, 


indiscriminately  taken,  were  assessed  at 
the  sum  of  16,300/.,  or  upwards  of  160/. 
each,  upon  an  average ;  yet,  except  in  the 
metropolitan  and  manufacturing  counties, 
there  was  not,  in  the  remaining  portions 
of  England  and  Wales,  an  equal  number 
of  houses  assessed  to  the  same  amount, 
although,  upon  a  moderate  calculation, 
drawn  from  the  topographical  and  his- 
torical accounts  of  the  counties  of  England 
and  Wales,  and  other  sources  of  inform- 
ation, there  could  not  be  less  than  7,000 
or  8,000  mansions  and  dwelling-houses, 
which  had  cost  from  2,000/.  to  200,000/, 
in  their  erection.  The  average  cost  of  the 
houses  in  Cornhill  and  Cheapside  might 
be  1,500/.  to  2,000/.;  what  then  con- 
stituted the  difference  between  the  cost  of 
the  property  and  the  value  at  which  it  was 
assessed,  but  the  trade  carried  on  in  them? 
And  it  was  manifest  that  a  tax  which 
fastened  with  such  relentless  severity  upon 
the  latter  description  of  houses,  was  not  a 
tax  upon  property,  but  upon  trade  and 
industry.  The  next  position  he  had  to 
combat  was  the  assertion  that  the  amount 
of  house  rents  was  a  criterion  of  the  amount 
of  a  man's  disposable  income,  or  the 
amount  which  he  had  to  expend  in  the 
consumable  commodities.  Dr.  Smith,  in 
one  part  of  his  '*  Inquiry  into  the  Causes 
of  the  Wealth  of  Nations,"  seemed  to 
justify  the  opinion,  but  then  he  was  alluding 
to  cases  where  income  and  rents  were 
drawn  from  other  sources  than  trade,  for 
he  spoke  of  houses  used  for  the  purposes 
of  trade  as  a  sort  of  instrument  of  trade, 
not  to  be  considered  in  the  same  light 
as  mere  dwelling-houses;  but,  under  the 
law,  as  it  now  existed,  the  great  mass  of 
this  species  of  taxation  was  derived  from 
that  oescription  of  house  which  he  truly 
designated  the  instrument  of  trade,  and 
the  source  of  gainful  occupation;  and, 
although,  the  modification  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  afforded  a  trifling  relief  to  one 
class  of  the  persons  aggrieved  ( the  shop- 
keepers), it  did  not  at  all  remove  the 
objectionable  principle  of  the  tax  itself. 
The  fact  was,  the  highly-taxed  houses 
were  the  residences  of  the  producers,  and 
the  low-taxed  houses  the  residences  of  the 
consumers.  It  was  this  which  created 
the  fictitioas  value  of  houses  over  and 
above  the  building-rent.  It  was  the  com- 
petition of  industry,  of  which  trading  towns 
and  cities  were  the  theatre.  The  trades* 
man,  the  mechanic,  the  merckant,  who 
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The  repeal  of  the  House  and  Window-tax 
would  noty  however,  permanently  deprive 
the  revenue  of  anything  like  its  nominal 
amount ;  in  the  first  place,  280,000^.  per 
annum,  the  cost  of  its  collection,  would 
be  saved  to  the  country;  in  the  next 
place,  as  the  greater  part  of  the  amount 
of  these  taxes  was  taken  from  the  small 
means  of  the  middle  classes,  they  would 
have  something  more  to  spend  in  obtain- 
ing for  themselves  the  necessaries  and 
comforts  of  life ;  of  those,  the  larger  por- 
tion were  taxed  commodities,  and  the 
increased  consumption  by  the  portion  of 
income  thus  liberated  would  cause  an 
increase  of  revenue  in  its  other  branches 
— tea,  coffee,  sugar,  tobacco,  beer,  and 
other  articles  of  domestic  use.  The  re- 
peal of  these  taxes  would  also  give  a 
spur  to  industry,  and  lead  to  an  increased 
consumption  oi  bricks,  timber,  and  par- 
ticularly of  glass,  and  other  materials 
used  in  building.  He  thanked  the  House 
for  the  patient  hearing  they  had  granted 
him^  and  concluded  by  again  expressing 
bis  opinion,  in  which  he  trusted  the  House 
wbuld  coincide  with  him,  that  the  taxes 
upon  bouses  and  windows  were  unequal, 
impolitic,  and  unjust.  They  depressed 
trade,  fettered  industry — they  were  subject 
to  everv  objection  which  applied  to  every 
tax,  without  possessing  the  advantages  of 
any,  and  for  that  reason  he  would  move, 
^'  That  such  portion  of  the  Assessed-taxes 
as  related  to  the  House  and  Window-tax 
be  repealed." 

Mr.  Alderman  Wood  rose  to  second 
the  Motion.  He  adverted  to  the  large 
number  of  persons  who  were  interested  in 
the  repeal  of  these  taxes,  and  to  whom 
(the  inopkeepers  especially),  in  conse- 
quence of  the  great  distress  which  pre- 
vailed among  them  it  would  prove  a  most 
seasonable  relief.  At  the  deputation  which 
had  been  before  alluded  to,  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had 
been  told,  Uiat  in  a  very  public  situation, 
one  shopkeeper  out  of  every  three  had 
either  become  bankrupt  or  insolvent,  or 
had  compounded  with  his  creditors.  In- 
deed the  records  of  the  Courts  of  Bank- 
ruptcy and  Insolvency  would  give  but  a 
Tery  inadequate  idea  of  the  distress  which 
existed  amongst  tradesmen ;  for,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  manner  in  which  these  Courts 
were  regulated,  large  numbers  preferred 
compounding  to  applying  there  for  relief.  It 
had  been  said,  that  this  tax  would  be  a 
relief  priifcipally  to  landlords*    That  was. 


in  his  opinion,'  a  strange  doctrine,  for  the 
fact  was,  that  most  shopkeepers,  and 
many  housekeepers,  were  their  own  land- 
lords— at  least  for  a  limited  time-^viz., 
during  the  period  of  their  leases.  The 
measure  respecting  shop-windows  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord  was  most  un- 
satisfactory;  he  had  letters  from  vast 
numbers  of  tradesmen  in  London  and 
Westminster,  stating,  that  they  re- 
garded it  as  illusory,  and  would  rather 
forego  it  for  the  repeal  of  some  other  tax, 
hoping,  from  the  strong  public  expression 
of  feeling  against  the  House  and  Window- 
taxes,  that  the  day  would  shortly  arrive 
when  they  must  be  totally  repealed.  It 
seemed,  however,  that  they  came  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  question  this  evening  under 
peculiar  circumstances.  The  vote  of  the 
Gentlemen  of  the  landed  interest  was  mixed 
up  with  the  Malt-tax  and  the  Property- 
tax;  and  he  had  some  little  alarm  that  some 
persons  might  change  their  minds.  If 
they  did  so,  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
most  extraoidinary  proceeding  on  the  part 
of  the  Representatives  of  the  people. 
How  those  Gentlemen  could  appear  before 
their  constituents  he  could  not  imagine. 
He  knew,  for  his  own  part,  that  his  po- 
sition would  not  be  a  little  singular  if  one 
night  he  voted  for  the  reduction  of  a  tax, 
and  a  few  nights  afterwards  voted  for  its 
continuance.  [An  Hon.  Member:  Bat 
you  are  pledged].  The  hon.  member  for 
Yorkshire,  who  said  he  was  pledged,  was 
certainly  mistaken ;  he  was  pledged  to 
nothing,  but  his  opinion  had  always  been 
decidedly  against  the  House  and  Window- 
taxes.  It  had  been  said,  that  a]^reducUon 
of  these  taxes  would  prevent  the  Ministers 
from  carryingon  the  Govemmentefficieotly 
without  some  substitute  were  provided. 
He  admitted  it ;  but  he  would  press  upon 
the  attention  of  the  Members  of  that 
House,  that  it  was  their  duty,  and  the 
duty  of  all  men  of  property,  to  come 
forward  and  sacrifice  some  portion  of  that 
property  for  the  protection  it  received 
from  Government.  He  saw  no  objection 
to  taking  off  the  duty  on  every  excisable 
article,  except  spirits  and  tobacco,  and  to 
raisiug  every  shilling  required  by  means  of 
a  Property-tax.  Hon.  Members  might, 
perhaps,  ask  him  how  he  would  make  up 
:  30,000,000/.  of  taxes  ?  He  could  do  it 
very  easily.  He  would  take  only  one  per 
cent  on  the  property  of  the  country  [**okS 
oh  /"  and  a  laugh].  This  might,  perhaps, 
!  Btagger  hon.  Getatlemeu,  but  on  fair  cal- 
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mere  tax  upon  income,  and  juUly  excited 
so  much  displeasurey  was  a  heavenly  tax, 
cbmpared  with  this.  If  it  did  tax  a  man's 
income  derived  from  trad^,  it  was  only  in 
common  with  incomes  derived  from  other 
sources,  and  in  the  calculations  of  that 
income  it  made  an  allowance  for  the 
expenses  of  his  trade.  The  House-tax 
not  only  taxed  income  obtained  by  means 
of  trade  in  an  enormously-disproportionate 
degree,  but  it  positively  taxed  the  houses 
~*the  very  instrument,  the  expensive  instru- 
ment, by  which  that  income  was  created, 
and  the  means  from  which  it  was  deiived. 
The  tax-gatherer  made  no  allowance  for 
the  depression  of  trade.  It  was  in  vain 
the  tradesman  spoke  of  his  bad  debts, 
ofhisreduced  rateof  profit,  of  his  diminished 
business;  the  tax-gatherer  replied,  that  he 
lived  in  the  house,  and  whether  he  was 
prosperous  or  unprosperous,  whether  he 
thrived  or  was  ruined,  the  taxes  must 
be  paid.  Beneath  the  reckless  grasp  of 
the  tax-gatherer  first  fell  the  profits  of  the 
tradesman,  then  the  rewards  of  his  labour 
and  industry,  then  his  capital,  then  bis 
credit,  till  bankruptcy  closed  his  career. 
The  goods  of  his  creditors  then  went  to 
meet  the  demands  of  the  tax-gatherer; 
«nd  if  they  were  insufficient,  a  gaol  was 
iiis  portion,  as  a  bankruptcy  which  an- 
swered all  other  claims  was  no  protection 
to  the  demand  of  this  tax.  Of  the 
Window-tax  it  was  not  necessary  for 
bim  to  say  so  much :  it  was  subject 
(though  not  in  the  same  degree)  to  a 
greater  portion  of  the  reasoning  he  had 
taken  the  liberty  of  applying  to  the  tax 
upon  houses ;  and,  in  addition  to  those 
arguments,  its  injurious  effects  upon  the 
health  and  the  comforts  of  the  people 
must  be  manifest  to  any  one  who  con- 
sidered the  question.  The  Window-tax 
was,  and  ever  had  been  an  odious  tax, 
intercepting  in  their  progress  to  man  two  of 
Heaven's  greatest  blessings-— light  and  air ; 
the  free  use  of  which  were  indispensable  to 
the  healthful  and  comfortable  enjoyments 
of  the  other  blessings  of  life.  The  pro- 
gressive increase  of  this  tax  had  prevented 
its  ill  consequences  from  forcibly  intruding 
themselves  on  the  public  notice.  In  many 
.parts  of  the  metropolis,  in  those  old  houses, 
which  had  been  oonverted  into  separate 
tenements  for  the  poor,  the  closing  of 
windows  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  taxes 
had  been  carried  on  to  an  extent  most  in- 
jurious to  the  health  and  cleanliness  of 
the  inmates.    This  tax  had  so  long  con- 


tinued that  it  had  become,  as  it  were, 
a  chronic  evil ;  but  it  demanded  no  less  a 
cure  on  that  account.  The  people  finding 
they  could  not  extend  the  laws  to  meet 
their  comforts,  had  circumscribed  their 
comforts  to  meet  the  law.  Builders  had, 
in  fact,  built  houses  according  to  the 
Window-tax  Act,  and  every  contrivance 
that  ingenuity  could  suggest,  had  been 
resorted  to  in  the  construction  of  the 
houses,  to  curtail  the  use  of  glass,  at  the 
expense  of  the  health  and  convenience  of 
their  inmates.  There  had  been,  he  under- 
stood, two  objections  raised  to  the  repeal 
of  the  House  and  Window-taxes*-first, 
that  the  collection  of  the  remainder  of  the 
Assessed-taxes,  which  were  now  under 
the  management  of  the  Tax  Board,  would 
be  attended  with  a  considerable  increase 
of  proportionate  expense ;  and,  seeondly, 
that,  without  the  sum  these  taxes  pro*- 
duced,  the  necessary  expenditure  of  the 
State  could  not  be  maintained.  His 
answer  to  these  statements  would  be,  that 
the  relative  expense  of  ooUecting.  the 
Assessed-taxes  was  (considered  as  a  dimet 
tax  (most  exorbitant — it  being  6L  It*  74. 
percent ;  while  the  cost  of  collection,  even 
of  the  indirect  taxes,  the  Customs,  and 
Excise,  the  mean  is  only  6L  Qs,  4]l«{.; 
whereas  the  cost  of  collecting  the  Stamp 
revenue  was  but  2L  9s.  lOd.  per  cent. 
If  the  House  would  consent  to  abolish  the 
House  and  Window-tax,  the  Board  of 
Taxes  might  at  once  be  broken  up,  and 
the  whole  army  of  Commissioners,  Assea- 
sors,  surchargers,  collectors,  window- 
peepers,  spies,  and  informers,  might  be 
swept  away.  The  Land-tax,  which  was  a 
tax  imposed  on  districts,  might,  like 
County-rates  and  Police-tax  in  the  metro- 
politan districts,  be  assessed  upon  parishes, 
and  collected  at  a  trifling  expense  along 
with  the  parochial  rates  by  the  proper 
authorities;  and  such  of  the  other  As- 
sessed-taxes  as  it  might  be  necessary  to 
retain,  might  be  easily  transferred  to  the 
Stamp  Department^  and  collected  at  the 
lowest  rate  of  charges.  There  could  be 
no  more  difficulty  or  hardship  in  a  gentle- 
man obtaining  a  license  to  use  a  carriage 
or  other  taxaUe  article  of  luxury,  than  in  a 
tradesman  obtain  ing  a  license,  to  act  as  an 
auctioneer,  or  in  any  other  capacity.  In 
reference  to  the  second  objection,  the 
inability  of  Ministers  to  do  without  the 
tax,  he  could  only  reply,  that  he  scarcely 
ever  knew  a  proposition  to  reduce  taxation 
that  was  not  met  by  the  same  argument. 
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point  of  fact,  to  adopt  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Baronet.  This  must  necessarily  pro- 
duce a  complete  alteration  ipour  financial 
system.  I  do  not  see  how  it  is  possible 
for  any  Gentleman  to  adopt  this  propo- 
sition, without  beinp^  prepared  to  vote  for 
a  Property-tax.  The  worthy  Alderman 
who  spoke  last  expressed  his  readiness  to 
adopt  this  alternative.  Now,  I  think  the 
House  ought  to  have  this  fairly  placed  be- 
fore them.  Members  ought  to  consider 
what  the  alternative  is,  and  whether  it  is 
one  which,  in  their  prudence  and  discre- 
tion, they  think  it  advisable  to  adopt.  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  prudent  to  have 
a  very  small  Property- tax.  If  the  system 
is  to  be  adopted  at  all,  it  ought  to  be 
adopted  as  a  system,  and  on  a  suffi- 
ciently extensive  scale  to  allow  of  ex- 
tinguishing several  minor  taxes.  It  would 
be  desirable,  in  the  situation  in  which  this 
country  is  placed,  never  to  raise  less  than 
10,000,000/.  or  12,000,000/.  by  a  Pro- 
perty-tax, to  be  imposed  as  a  substitute  for 
other  taxes.  This,  it  is  unite  clear,  must 
be  a  Property-»tax  applymg  generally,  as 
stated  in  my  Resolution.  Now,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  argue  this  question  as  to 
whether  it  would  be  politic  or  not  to  im« 
pose  such  a  tax.  At  present,  I  simply  say, 
that  it  would  be  inexpedient.  But  it 
certainly  would  be  impolitic  to  propose 
such  a  tax  unless  it  were  extended  to  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom.  As  I  said 
before,  I  am  not  arguing  on  the  policy  of 
the  measure;  but  I  must  say  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  politic.  Now,  Sir, 
what  is  this  tax  which  at  the  present 
moment  is  so  extremely  popular  ?  There 
are  many  hon.  Members  in  this  House  who 
remember  the  last  Property-tax;  there 
are,  perhaps,  also  many  who  do  not  re- 
collect the  feeling  which  then  existed  in 
the  country  on  this  subject.  Speaking, 
however,  from  my  own  experience,  I  do 
not  remember  any  tax  that  ever  existed  so 
unpopular  as  the  Property-tax  in  1816, 
the  repeal  of  which  was  received  with 
universal  acclamation.  Why,  therefore, 
are  we  to  suppose  that  it  would  be  more 
popular  now  than  it  was  then  ?  Gentle- 
men talk  of  poodifications  and  changes ; 
but  if  it  be  intended  to  raise  by  it  a  large 
sum  of  money  as  a  substitute  for  a  large 
portion  of  taxation,  it  is  impossible  that  it 
should  not  bear  on  every  class  of  the 
community — it  is  impossible  to  lay  it  on 
one  class,  and  exempt  another.  I  say  this 
would  be  the  grossest  injustice.     1  have 


beard  Gentlemea  speak  of  laying  a  Pro« 
perty-tax  only  on  capital  invested — as  rent, 
mterest  of  money,  mortgages,  annuities, 
&c.,  and  leaving  productive  capital,  or 
capital  engaged  in  manufactures,  exempt. 
But  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  to  consider 
what  would  be  the  efiect  of  this  ?  I  ask 
them  to  consider  the  number  of  persons 
there  are  of  small  incomes  of  this  descrip- 
tion. Let  them  figure  to  themselves  a 
small  fundholder  living  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  a  great  manufacturer ;  what  would 
be  his  feelings  at  finding  himself  taxed  by 
a  Property-tax,  and  yet  beholding  his 
wealthy  neighbour  exempt.  It  is  utterly 
impossible  that  this  House,  or  any  Legisla- 
ture, can  seriously  adopt  suoh  a  proposi- 
tion as  this,  or  commit  such  an  act  of  in- 
justice. It  is  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  property  of  all  classes  of  people  in  this 
country  should  be  taxed,  or  none  at  all. 
How  far,  then,  would  this  diflPer  from  tlie 
Property-tax  of  1816,  which  every  Gen* 
tieman  who  reooUeots  it  must  remember 
to  have  been  one  of  the  most  unpopular  taxes 
that  ever  was  Imposed?  If  inquisitorial 
powers  are  spoken  of,  where  will  you  find 
inquisitorial  powersgreaterthaq  those  which 
were  then  exercised  ?  That  tax  was  most 
objectionable  on  account  of  the  injustica 
and  fraud  to  which  it  ga^e  rise,  and  tha 
false  returns  which  were  constantly  mada 
— and  it  was  consequently  detested  by  the 
whole  country.  The  hon.  member  for 
Bridport,  the  other  evening,  stated,  that 
seeing  the  objections  to  a  Property-tax, 
he  was  prepared  to  adopt  an  Income«tax« 
and  he  argued  certainly  very  ingeniously, 
and  admitting  his  premises,  very  conoiu* 
sively,  that  an  Income-tax  might  t>emade 
an  equal  tax— for  supposing  a  man  to  have 
an  annuity  of  100/.  for  ten  years,  he  would, 
if  an  Income-tax  was  imposedt  pi|y  it  only 
for  ten  years,  whilst  the  man,  who  bad  a 
pepetual  annuity  of  100/.  would  pay  it  in 
perpetuity.  But  does  my  hon.  friena  propose 
that  this  tax  should  be  a  perpetual  tax,  or 
does  be  suppose  that  it  would  be  a  per- 
petual one—to  say  nothing  of  putting  on 
a  tax  which  for  many  yean,  at  least, 
would  be  an  unjust  tax,  on  the  ground 
that  length  of  time  would  finally  make  tl 
equal  ?  I  am  convinced  that  such  a  mea- 
sure, as  this  would  be  extremely  unpopular, 
and  I  am  perfectly  satisfied,  that  before 
this  tax  had  been  in  operation  one  or  two 
years,  the  Table  of  the  House  would  be 
loaded  with  petitions  for  its  repeal.  What, 
in  such  a  case  as  that,  woald  be  the  sitOf- 
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atioD  of  thia  country?    You  would  have 
repealed  a  large  amooQt  of  taxatioo,  and 
bave  rested  the  reveDue  of  the  country  on 
a  system  of  taxation  which  you  could  not 
maintains   and  then  I  would  ask  what 
would  be  your  situation?    I  must  say, 
that  to  real  the  financial  resources  of  the 
country*  or  so  large  a  portion  of  them, 
upon  such  a  tax,  would  be  extremely 
dangerous.      I     have    stated    generally 
my  views  of  a  Property  •tax.     I  do  not 
mean  to  deny,  that  there  is  nothing  in 
theory  more  equitable,  or  that  in  practice 
would  be.  more    just,  than    that   every 
man  should   be  taxed  according  to    the 
utmost  of  his  property  for  the  protec- 
tion afforded  him  by  Ooyernment.     If 
any  such  proposition  could    be  brought 
forward — if  any  proposition  that  would 
ensure  such  perfection  could  be  framed-^ 
I  am  ready  to  admit,  that  it  would  be  a 
proposition  worthy  the  attention  of  this 
House.    But,  up  to  the  present  moment, 
no  such  proposition  has  been  submitted 
to  ui,  ana  consequently  I  see  nothing  of 
which  I  ean  approve  as  a  substitute  for  the 
taxes  it  is  proposed  to  repeal  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  certainly  do  feel,  that  I 
should  TU)t  be  justified  in  making  such  a 
pro))os{tion  to  the  House,  or  in  support- 
mg  it  if  made  by  others.    Under  these 
views,  I  have    framed  the  Motion  which 
I  now   submit    to  the  House.     I  wish 
to    state    what    that    Motion    actually 
means.    It  means  this — to  take  the  opinion 
of  the  House  on  the  Question  that  this 
large  reductbn  proposed  in  taxation  can- 
not take  place  without  the  substitution  of 
a  Property-tax  s  it  also  means  to  call  on 
the  House  to  state,  that  at  present  such  a 
substitution  would  be  inexpedient.    I  do 
not  ask  the  House  to  pledge  itself,  or  any 
Member  to  pledge  himself  further  than 
this^that  at  the  present  time  we  are  not 
prepared  to  enter  into  this  question.    At 
tlie  present  time  I  am  prepared  to  state, 
that  his  Majesty's  Oovernment,  as  it  at 
present  exists  and  is  constituted,  whatever, 
may  be  the  opinion  of  some  individuals, 
could  not  and  would  not  come  forward 
with  suoh  a  proposition.    I  know  it  has 
been  held  by  many  Gentlemen,  that  in 
consequence  of  the  Reform  in  Parliament, 
Ministers,  are  to  follow  the  directions  of 
the  House  of  Commons  as  to  the  course  of 
policy  which   they  are  to  pursue,  more 
especially  in  financial  affairs.    Now,  I  am 

Grfectly  ready  to  admit  this  doctrine,  that 
injsters,  taking  them  in  the  abstract,  are 


bound  to  follow  tfie  orders  of  the  House ; 
but  I  do  not  think,  that  as  an  individual 
Minister,  I  am  under  any  such  obligation. 
From  the  manner  in  which  I  have  worded, 
my  Resolution,  I  am  sensible  that  I  have 
united  many  parties  against  me.    I  admit 
that  I  have  united  against  me  all  those 
who  are   in  favour  of  a  Property-tax — 
I  have  united  all  who  are  in  favour  of 
a  repeal  of  the  Malt-tax — and  all  who  afe 
in  favour  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
*— with  some  of  those  who  are  of  opinion, 
that  there  might  be  a  larger  reduction  of 
taxation  without  any  substitution  whatever. 
Perhaps  it  may  be  thought  that  I  have 
acted  improperly  in  pursuing  a  plan  which 
had  united  so  many  parties  against  me; 
but  it  is  clear  that  all  those  who  will  so 
unite  in  voting  against  me  must  disapprove 
of  the  policy  which  I  have  adopted  .with 
respect  to  the  finances  of  the  country ; 
ana  if  it  should  appear  by  the  result  of 
this  evening's  discussion,  that  a  majority 
of  the  House  agreed  in  voting  against  my 
proposition,  that  Majority  will  have  ex- 
pressed its  disapprobation  of  my  financial 
plans ;  and  I  should  certainly  not,  in  such 
a  case,  consider  myself  fit  to  remain  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.     My  case  is 
hardly  susceptible  of  proof,  for  it  is  al- 
most self-evident,  that  it  is  impossible  to 
enable  the  Government  to  adopt  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Baronet  without  some 
substitution.       Now,  no  suggestion  has 
hitherto  been  made  of  any  substitute  for 
the  tax  which  the  Resolution  of  Friday 
night  went  to  repeal,  with  the  exception 
of  a  Property-tax ;  and  I  am  sure  that 
any  one  who  looks  at  the  state  of  pur 
taxation  at  the  present  moment,  must  agree 
that  no  other   plan    could   possibly   be 
adopted.     The  arguments    against    the 
imposition  of  a  Property-tax  are  therefore 
arguments  against  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Baronet.    I  admit  that  these  direct 
taxes  give  occasion  to  great  vexations ;  but 
the  proposition  of  the  non.  Baronet  is  not 
to  do  away  with  a  direct  tax,  and  substi- 
tute an  indirect  tax  for  it,  but  to  substi- 
tute one  direct  tax  for  another.     I  grant 
that  to  have  the  tax-gatherer  come  round 
and  raise  a  sum  in  a  direct  way,  is  by  no 
means  a  popular  mode  of  meeting  the 
exigences  of  the  State,   and  that  such 
taxes  are  calculated  to  produce  great  dis- 
satisfaction ;  but  I  do  not  think,  that  the 
House  and  Window-tax  is  quite  so  bad  as 
has  been  represented  by  the  hon.  Baronet. 
The  hon.  Baronet  says,  that  the  principle 
2C2 


775 


House  and 


{COMMONS} 


Window  Taxes, 


776 


of  taxing  a  house  according  to  the  reiit 
which  it  produces,  and  not  according  to 
the  cost  of  building  it,  is  inconsistent. 
If  you  estimate  a  man's  property  by 
what  he  has  formerly  spent  instead  of 
what  he  at  present  has  it  in  his  power 
to  spend,  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  is  certainly  correct ;  but,  I  can- 
not see  what  proof  it  is  of  the  wealth 
of  any  individual,  that  he  has  already  laid 
out  an  enormous  sum  in  the  building  of  a 
house.  I  admit  the  difficulty  of  ascertain- 
ing precisely  the  yearly  value  of  a  house ; 
but  I  think,  if  it  be  fairly  assessed,  that 
the  yearly  value  affords  a  tolerably  good 
test  of  the  power  of  consumption  of  the 
person  who  occupies  it.  The  hon.  Baronet 
'  has  also  spoken  of  the  great  expense  of 
*  the  collection  of  these  taxes.  Now,  it  so 
' happens,  that  with  the  exception  of  the 
>ntamp  Duties,  the  expense  of  -collecting 
^the  Assessed  Taxes  is  the  lowest  of  all 
'  the  four  great  divisions  into  which  our 
taxation  may  be  divided — the  Customs, 
the  Excise,  Stamps,  and  the  Assessed 
Taxes.  The  expense  of  collecting  the 
last  is  certainly  very  considerable ;  but  it 
is  less  than  that  of  the  Customs  and  the 
Excise,  and  only  greater  than  that  of  the 
Stamp  Duties.  I  may  now  be  allowed  to 
'make  some  observations  (and  indeed  it 
would  be  wrong  if  I  were  not  to  do  so) 
with  regard  to  the  proposition  for  grant- 
ing a  certain  degree  of  relief  to  shop- 
keepers, which  I  brought  forward  on  a  for- 
mer occasion.  Two  objections  have  been 
made  to  this  course  of  proceeding.  The 
first  is,  that  the  relief  will  be  but  trifling ; 
the  second  is,  that  it  will  operate  as  a  re- 
lief only  to  the  larger  shop-keepers,  and 
will  be  of  no  benefit  whatever  to  the 
smaller.  I  have  considered  these  objec- 
tions, and  I  think  that  the  latter  has  con- 
siderable force.  I  think  that  the  objections 
may  be  obviated,- with  respect  to  the 
windows,  by  not  deducting  three  or  any 
particular  number  of  windows  which  the 
shop  may  have ;  but,  by  enacting,  that  in 
all  houses  having  shops  attached  to  them, 
one  half  of  the  duty  on  all  the  windows 
of  the  House  shall  be  taken  off.  That  is 
simpler  than  my  original  plan,  and  will  be 
less  difficult  to  carry  into  effect;  and  it 
-will  relieve  the  large  and  the  small  shop- 
keepers in  equal  proportions,  without  a 
much  greater  sacrifice  of  revenue  than  I 
at  first  estimated.  I  have  now  stated  the 
grounds  on  which  I  make  my  present 
proposition  to  the  House.    I  confess  that 


I  feel  great  regret  in  finding  myself  in  a 
situation  in  which  I  am  compelled  to  ap* 
peal  again  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  on  a  point  respecting  which  they 
have  already  come  to  a  vote,  and  to  pro- 
pose that  it  should  reconsider  the  decision 
which  it  came  to;  but,  as  I  said  before,  it  does 
appear  to  me  that,  under  the  circumstances 
which  accompanied  the  adoption  of  that 
decision,  it  would  not  be  justifiable  in  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  consider  it  as  the 
final  expression  of  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  respecting  the  course  which  ought 
to  be  pursued ;  and  they  did  not  feel 
justified  in  acting  upon  that  decision,  I 
have  felt  it  my  duty,  therefore,  however 
disagreeable  to  me — however  embarrassing 
to  the  House — to  give  them  an  opportunity 
of  reconsidering  their  decision.  I  will 
not  detain  the  House  further,  than  to 
move,  in  place  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  Moni- 
tion*-'* That  th^  deficiency  in  the  Re- 
venue, which  would  be  occasioned  by  a 
reduction  of  the  Tax  on  Malt  to  10s.  the 
quarter,  and  b^  the  repeal  of  the  Tax  on 
Houses  and  Wmdows,  could  only  be  sup- 
plied by  the  substitution  of  a  general  tax 
on  Property  and  Income,  and  an  extensiye 
change  in  our  whole  financial  system, 
which  would  at  present  be  inexpedient." 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that,  differing  as  he 
did  in  opinion  from  the  noble  Lord,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  allow  him  to  de- 
tain them  for  a  very  short  time,  while  he 
endeavoured  to  show  them  that  the  de-^ 
ficiency  which  would  arise  from  the  repeal 
of  the  taxes  in  question  could  be  made 
up,  without  adopting  the  expedient  pointed 
out  by  the  noble  Lord.  No  one  was  more 
anxious  than  he  was,  to  maintain  the 
credit  of  the  country.  He  hoped,  diere- 
fore,  that  it  would  not  be  supposed  that 
anything  which  he  should  propose  was  in- 
tended to  hurt  the  public  creditor;  for 
that  anything  which  could  have  that  effect 
would  inflict  a  great  evil  on  the  coontry. 
The  noble  Lord  considei^d  that  the  de- 
ficiency could  be  made  good  in  no  way 
but  by  a  Property  and  Income-tax.  With 
respect  to  the  Income-tax,  it  had  been 
disagreeable  and  unpopular,  more  amoDg 
the  higher  classes  than  among  the  lower. 
There  was  great  reason  to  believe  that  the 
great  outcry  which  in  that  House  was 
raised  against  (he  tax,  proceeded  princi- 
pally from  the  higher  classes.  Tbeie  was 
no  doubt  that  the  measures  necessary  for 
enforcing  it  were  rather  inquisitorial ;  hat 
in  what  direct  tax  was  the  case 
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and  could  the  tax  on  windows  be  consider- 
ed less  inquisitorial?  The  duty  of  the 
House  .was  to  decide  which  of  the  taxes 
was  least  vexatious  in  its  operation.  The 
great  fault  which  had  hitherto  been  commit- 
ted in  the  system  of  taxation  in  this  country, 
was,  that  it  had  been  applied  to  the  capital 
which  was  employed  in  manufactures,  in 
occupying  the  labouring  population,  while 
the  landed  property  had  been  in  a  great 
measure  exempted  from  those  burthens 
which  fell  almost  exclusively  on  the  middle 
classes.  If  that  were  the  case,  which  he 
thought  he  could  prove,  the  question  now 
was,  how  to  equalize  the  burthens  of  all 
classes-^how  to  brmg  about  an  equitable 
and  fair  system  for  the  community  at 
large?  The  noble  Lord  said,  the  amount 
of  money  which  would  be  required  to 
make  up  for  the  reduction,  was  too  great 
to  admit  of  the  repeal  of  the  taxes  pro- 
posed. The  taxes  now  before  the  House 
amounted  to  2,500,000/. ;  those  on  malt 
were  2,400,000/.  Thus  the  whole  yearly 
value  was  4,900,000/.  to  be  repealed. 
But,  in  his  opinion,  the  repeal  would  not 
produce  nearly  so  great  a  deficiency  as 
that ;  and,  in  the  case  of  malt,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  increased  consumption 
would  diminish  the  de6ciency  by  at  least 
1 ,000,000/.,  leaving  them  only  a  deficiency 
of  3,900,000/.  If  any  doubt  were  enter- 
tained upon  the  subject,  he  thought  he 
could  satisfy  the  House  by  referring  to 
several  instances  in  which  the  diminution 
of  a  duty  had  bad  the  effect  of  increasing 
the  revenue.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
statement,  collected  from  papers  which 
had .  been .  laid  before  the  House,  which 
showed,  that  whenever  an  attempt  had  been 
made  to  reduce  taxation,  to  alter  the 
duties  on  any  article  of  general  consump- 
tion, the  result  had  invariably  been  such 
an  increase  of  that  consumption,  that  the 
revenue  had  in  many  cases  been  augment- 
ed. They  had  had  the  advantage  of  many 
years'  experience  on  this  point,  and 
almost  every  reduction  of  taxation  had 
confirmed  the  doctrines  he  had  just  stated. 
This  had  been  the  case  with  respect  to  tea 
— ^with*  respect  to  spirits — with  respect  to 
malt  itself.  In  almost  every  article  it 
would  be  fotmdy  that  the  amount  of  the 
whole  duty  collected  wsfs  increased  when 
the  tax  was  diminished.  With  respect  to 
wine,  it  appeared,  from  the  accounts  laid 
before  the  House,  tliat  from  the  time  the 
increased  duty  was  laid  on  that  article, 
both  ia  this  country  and  in  Irelaudi  the 
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consumption  and  the  revenue  derived 
from  it  had  diminished,  till  it  was  only 
one-fourth  of  the  amount  which  the  duty 
produced ;  therefore  a  great  portion  of  the 
people  were  deprived  of  that  luxury.  In 
proportion  as  the  tax  was  increased,  in 
the  same  propdrttoft  -had  the  consumption 
decreased.  He  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  also  to  another  point  in  the 
paper  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  and  that 
was,  the  effect  of  the  diminution  of  the 
duty  upon  spirits.  It  appeared  that  the 
duty  on  spirits  had  been  altered  at  two 
different  periods.  .  In  England,  during 
the  year  1827,  the  duty  was  altered  from 
125.  to  75.  per  gallon.  What  was  the  re- 
sult? The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  not  right  in  the  observations 
which  he  had  made,  deduced  from  facts 
relative  to  one  particular  year,  which  he 
contended  was  unfairly  chosen,  being  in- 
ferior in  consumption  to  the  twenty  years 
preceding.  He  would  not  follow  the 
example  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
would  compare  the  three  years  previous 
to  the  diminution  of  the  duty  with  the 
three  years  following  it.  In  1 824,  1 825, 
and  1826 — the  three  years  preceding  the 
diminution  of  the  duty — the  amount  of 
the  revenue  derived  from  that  tax  aver* 
aged  2,890,000/. ;  in  the  three  years  fol- 
lowing the  diminution  of  the  duty,  it 
amounted  to  3,760,000/. ;  thus  exhibiting 
an  increase  of  revenue  of  870,000/.  with 
the  diminished  duty.  With  respect  to 
Ireland,  in  the  three  years  after  the  dimi- 
nution of  the  tax,  the  amount  of  the  re- 
venue had  exactly  doubled.  In  the  case 
of  Scotland,  the  facts  were  still  more  re- 
markable, because  the  reduction  was  on  a 
still  larger  scale.  Instead  of  being  reduced 
from  12s.  to  75.,  it  was  a  reduction  from 
65.  2d.  to  2s.  Ad.  It  was  true,  that  the 
duty  was  subsequently  raised  to  25.  10c/. 
Still  that  was  a  reduction  of  more  than 
half,  it  having  been  reduced  at  first  neariy 
two  thirds.  The  consequence  was,  that 
the  number  of  gallons  distilled  in- 
creased from  2,739,000,  in  1821,  1822, 
1823;  to  7,595,000/.,  in  1825,  1826, 
and  1827;  the  duty  amounted  to  above 
1,000,000/.  steriing.  The  duty  in  the 
three  yeats  preceding  the  decrease  of  the 
tax,  produced  a  revenue  of  913,600/.  In 
the  next  three  years,  it  was  1,294,000/., 
being  an  increase  of  nearly  fifty  per  cent. 
Smuggling  had  been  almost  entirely  de- 
troy  ed.  Might  they  not  consider  this  as 
a  fair  example  of  what  was  likely  to  take 
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place  in  the  case  of  the  reduction  of  the 
duly  on  malt  ?     In  the  three  years  before 
1785,  as  many  bushels  of  malt  paid  duty 
as  for  the  last  ten  years ;  and  the  con- 
sequence was,  that,  while  the  tax  had  been 
ihcreased  sixty-five  per  cent.,  the  t^faole 
uraount  of  the  revenue  obtained  frotn  it 
had  only  increased  fifteen  per  cent. ;  thus 
leaving  a  decrease  of  fiHy  per  cent.,  in 
consequence  of  the  increase  of  the  duly; 
and  it  must  be  borne  in  mind,  that  20$.  ^d, 
was  not  the  whole  aradunt  of  the  duty 
during  all  the  period  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred.   It  had  at  one  time  been  31$.; 
but  the  result  had  always  proved  the  ac- 
curacy of  his  reasoning,  oecause  an  in- 
crease of   taxation  had  constantly  pro- 
duced a  decrease  of  consumption,   and 
decrease  of  taxation  had  led  Invariably  to 
an  increase  of  consumption.     One  great 
evil  arising  ftom  the  continuation  of  the 
Malt-duties  was,  that  the  population  of 
the  country  were  drawn  to  the  use  of 
ardent  spirits,  which  could  not  but  be 
considered  exceedingly  injurious.  He  said, 
then,  that  it  might  be  expected  that  instead 
of  a  loss  of  2,400,000/.  from  the  reduc- 
tion of  the   Malt-duty;  there  would  be 
only  1,200,000/.,  or  rather,  if  the  prece- 
dents to  which  he  had  referred  might  be 
relied  upon,  there  would  be  only  900,000/. 
to  maice  up.    The  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  fcited  the  example  of 
the  increased  consumption  of  sugar  from 
1814  to  the  present  time;  but  the  change 
in  the  price  of  that  article  had  been  such 
that  it  was  scarcely  fair  to  make  the  com- 
parison.     With    regard    to  tobacco   he 
would  state  only  one  example.  In  Ireland, 
when  the  duty  was  5^d,,  there  were  more 
pounds  of  tobacco  entered  forty-five  years 
ago  than  there  were  now.     It  was  not 
that  there  was  less  smoking  now,  but  there 
was  more  smuggling.    Tlius,  in  addition 
to  the  loss  of  the  revenue,  high  duties 
drove  people  into  violations  of  the  law. 
The  right  hoq.  Gentleman  had  stated  the 
consumption  of   tobacco  in  the  United 
Kingdom     as     having    increased    fVom 
15,000,000  inlheyear  1814,  to  30,000,000 
in  1832.     But  the  risht  hon.  Gentleman 
would  excuse  him  if  lie  said,  that  a  more 
unfair  comparison  was  never  made;  be- 
cause in  the  ten  years  before  and  the  ten 
years  after  1814,  no  one  year  exhibited  so 
small  a  consumption  by  4,000,000  as  that 
year.     He  thought  this  was  misleading 
the  House ;  and  if  the  proper  papers  were 
In  the  bands  of  Members,  a$  he  hoped 


they  would  soon  be,  no  such  attempt 
this  could  again  be  made  to  impose  upon 
the  Rouse.  Bat  he  would  tiow  come  to 
the  article  of  sugar.  It  l^otsld  be  found, 
that  as  the  amount  of  duty  was  diminished 
(provided  of  course  that  there  wag  an  open 
markets,  the  consumption  of  sugar  in* 
creasea.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
stated,  that  the  consumption  had  incf eased 
from  6,000,000  to  22,000,000}  btit  h« 
ought  to  have  told  the  Rouse,  that  the 
6,000,000  had  paid  a  duty  of  U.,  Hrhlle 
the  22,000,000  paid  only  6d.  He  eoold 
cite  pepper  and  other  articles,  as  instances 
in  wnich  simitar  results  were  to  be  found. 
He  felt,  therefbre,  that  he  was  warranted 
in  calculating  that  the  increase  of  the 
consumption  of  malt  would  give  1 ,000,000/. 
This  would  bring  down  the  defldency  to 
3,900,000/.,  from  which  he  was  t6  deduct 
half  a  million,  or  600,040/.  now  on  hand, 
leaving  a  balance  of  8,300,000/.  to  be 
provided,  for  *  and  if  a  tax  were  wanted  Ibr 
that,  he  would  place  real  property  upon 
the  iiame  footing  as  personal  property, 
rather  than  impose  an  income  tax,  wbich 
Was  of  so  inquisitorial  a  nature.  As  per« 
sonal  property  paid  upon  its  descent  k  tax 
of  1,000,000/.,  or  1,600,000/.,  he  would 
put  a  tax  of  2,000,000/.,  if  It  were  neces- 
sary, upon  the  descent  of  real  property, 
and  that  would  leave  only  1,300,000/.  to 
be  provided  for.  But  then  it  should  be 
considered  what  could  be  done  in  the  way 
of  reduction  of  expenditure.  We  raised 
taxes  to  the  amount  of  50,000,000/.  annu*- 
ally;  we  paid  28,000,000/.  for  the  intersat 
of  the  National  Debt,  and  then  there  were 
22,000,000/.  to  carry  on  the  Goverameet 
of  the  country.  Now  he  thought  there 
could  be  little  difficulty  in  savini^ 
1,300,000/.  or  twice  that  sum,  out  of 
those  22,000,000/.,  if  proper  efforts  were 
made.  He  would  permit  the  Civil  List  to 
remain,  but  he  said,  that  the  pensions  wfaicfa 
were  charged  either  upon  it  or  npon  the 
consolidate  fund  were  fairly  open  to  re« 
vision  and  examination.  The  list  of  pen- 
sions and  superannuations  would  admit  of 
very  great  curtailment.  He  was  aattsAed 
it  could  be  proved,  that  many  persons  were 
receiving  pensions  for  two  or  three,  and 
soma  for  four  situations,  and  sorely,  in  the 
present  difficulties  of  the  country,  these 
extravagant  grants  ought  to  be  reduced. 
He  did  not  consider  that,  because  any 
Ministers  had  chosen  to  give  to  partienlar 
fkvdurites  500/.  or  1,000/.  a-year,  or  to 
make  compromises   without  coaiukaif 
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and  could  the  tax  on  windows  be  consider- 
ed less  inquisitorial?  The  duty  of  the 
House  was  to  decide  which  of  the  taxes 
was  least  vexatious  in  its  operation.  The 
great  fault  which  had  hitherto  been  commit- 
ted in  the  system  of  taxation  in  this  country, 
was,  that  it  had  been  applied  to  the  capital 
which  was  employed  in  manufactures,  in 
occupying  the  labouring  population,  while 
the  landed  property  had  been  in  a  great 
measure  exempted  from  those  burthens 
which  fell  almost  exclusively  on  the  middle 
classes.  If  that  were  the  case,  which  he 
thought  he  could  prove,  the  question  now 
was,  how  to  equalize  the  burthens  of  all 
classes-^how  to  brmg  about  an  equitable 
and  fair  system  for  the  community  at 
large  ?  The  noble  Lord  said,  the  amount 
of  money  which  would  be  required  to 
make  up  for  the  reduction,  was  too  great 
to  admit  of  the  repeal  of  the  taxes  pro- 
posed. The  taxes  now  before  the  House 
amounted  to  2,500,000/. ;  those  on  malt 
were  2,400,000/.  Thus  the  whole  yearly 
value  was  4,900,000/.  to  be  repealed. 
But,  in  his  opinion,  the  repeal  would  not 
produce  nearly  so  great  a  deficiency  as 
that ;  and,  in  the  case  of  malt,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  increased  consumption 
would  diminish  the  de6ciency  by  at  least 
1 ,000,000/.,  leaving  them  only  a  deficiency 
of  3,900,000/.  If  any  doubt  were  enter- 
tained upon  the  subject,  he  thought  he 
could  satisfy  the  House  by  referring  to 
several  instances  in  which  the  diminution 
of  a  duty  had  had  the  effect  of  increasing 
the  revenue.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
statement,  collected  from  papers  which 
had  vbeen .  laid  before  the  House,  which 
showed,  that  whenever  an  attempt  had  been 
made  to  reduce  taxation,  to  alter  the 
duties  on  any  article  of  general  consump- 
tion, the  result  had  invariably  been  such 
an  increase  of  that  consumption,  that  the 
revenue  had  in  many  cases  been  augment- 
ed. They  had  had  the  advantage  of  many 
years'  experience  on  this  point,  and 
almost  every  reduction  of  taxation  had 
confirmed  the  doctrines  he  had  just  stated. 
This  had  been  the  case  with  respect  to  tea 
— ^with' respect  to  spirits — with  respect  to 
malt  itself.  In  almost  every  article  it 
would  be  fotmd,  that  the  amount  of  the 
whole  duty  collected  wsfs  increased  when 
the  tax  was  diminished.  With  respect  to 
wine,  it  appeared,  from  the  accounts  laid 
before  the  House,  that  from  the  time  the 
increased  duty  was  laid  on  that  article, 
both  in  this  country  and  ia  Irelaudy  the 


consumption  and  the  revenue  derived 
from  it  had  diminished,  till  it  was  only 
one-fourth  of  the  amount  which  the  duty 
produced ;  therefore  a  great  portion  of  the 
people  were  deprived  of  that  luxury.  In 
proportion  as  the  tax  was  increased,  in 
the  same  ptopbrthMi  ^ad  the  consumption 
decreased.  *He  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  also  to  another  point  in  the 
paper  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  and  that 
was,  the  effect  of  the  diminution  of  the 
duty  upon  spirits.  It  appeared  that  the 
duty  on  spirits  had  been  altered  at  two 
different  periods.  .  In  England,  during 
the  year  1827,  the  duty  was  altered  from 
125.  to  7s.  per  gallon.  What  was  the  re- 
sult? The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  not  right  in  the  observations 
which  he  had  made,  deduced  from  facts 
relative  to  one  particular  year,  which  he 
contended  was  unfairly  chosen,  being  in- 
ferior in  consumption  to  the  twenty  years 
preceding.  He  would  not  follow  the 
exaimple  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
would  compare  the  three  years  previous 
to  the  diminution  of  the  duty  with  the 
three  years  following  it.  In  1 824,  1 825, 
and  1826 — the  three  years  preceding  the 
diminution  of  the  duty — the  amount  of 
the  revenue  derived  from  that  tax  aver* 
aged  2,890,000/. ;  in  the  three  years  fol- 
lowing the  diminution  of  the  duty,  it 
amounted  to  3,760,000/.;  thus  exhibiting 
an  increase  of  revenue  of  870,000/.  with 
the  diminished  duty.  With  respect  to 
Ireland,  in  the  three  years  after  the  dimi- 
nution of  the  tax,  the  amount  of  the  re- 
venue had  exactly  doubled.  In  the  case 
of  Scotland,  the  facts  were  still  more  re- 
markable, because  the  reduction  was  on  a 
still  larger  scale.  Instead  of  being  reduced 
from  \2s,  to  75.,  it  was  a  reduction  from 
6s.  2d.  to  2s.  4</.  It  was  true,  that  the 
duty  was  subsequently  raised  to  2s.  lOd. 
Still  that  was  a  reduction  of  more  than 
half,  it  having  been  reduced  at  first  nearly 
two  thirds.  The  consequence  was,  that 
the  number  of  gallons  distilled  in- 
creased from  2,739,000,  in  1821,  1822, 
1823;  to  7,595,000/.,  in  1825,  1826, 
and  1827;  the  duty  amounted  to  above 
1,000,000/.  steriing.  The  duty  in  the 
three  yeats  preceding  the  decrease  of  the 
tax,  produced  a  revenue  of  913,600/.  In 
the  next  three  years,  it  was  1,294,000/., 
being  an  increase  of  nearly  fifty* per  cent. 
Smuggling  had  been  almost,  entirely  de- 
troyed.  Might  they  not  consider  this  as 
a  fair  example  of  what  was  likely  to  take 
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At  present  he  had  no  other  light  to  guide 
him  on  the  subject  than  the  wishes  for- 
merly expressed  of  the  great  agricultural 
community  which  he  represented ;  and  by 
no  part  of  the  country  was  a  more  decided 
opposition  offered  to  a  Property-tax  when 
it  was  a  subject  of  discussion  fifteen  years 
ago.  Considering  that  this  must  be  a  tax 
not  only  upon  property,  but  also  upon  in- 
come— considering  it  must  affect  not  only 
the  highest  classes,  but  also  the  whole  of 
the  middle  classes — and  considering,  also, 
that  it  might  be  a  tax  upon  property  where 
there  was  little  or  no  property  to  tax,  be- 
cause^ in  order  to  maintain  their  credit, 
people  would  be  very  likely  to  make  false 
returns  ;  on  these  various  grounds  he  did 
not  think  that  it  would  be  a  desirable  ex- 
pedient. He  did  not  enter  into  the  ge- 
neral question  of  a  Property-tax ;  that  he 
left  for  Gentlemen  who  were  better  qua- 
lified to  discuss  it  than  he  was.  His  only 
object  was,  to  consider  this  tax  with  re- 
ference to  the  great  agricultural  county 
which  he  represented,  and  to  take  a  fair 
view  of  its  operation  upon  those  who  would 
be  affected  by  it.  With  regard  to  the 
Malt-tax,  there  were  two  classes  who  would 
be  greatly  benefited  by  its  repeal.  The 
first  consisted  of  the  country  gentlemen 
and  the  middling  classes  who  inhabited 
the  country  districts.  He  had  given  this 
subject  much  consideration,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  the  labourers  were  likely  to 
brew  very  extensively.  Although  he 
should  vote  against  any  thing  which  would 
pledge  him  to  a  Property-tax  at  this  time, 
yet  if  it  could  be  shown  that  the  Malt- 
duty  might  be  repealed,  and  something 
which  would  be  effectual  substituted  in  its 
stead,  it  would  surely  be  very  desirable 
that  it  should  be  repealed.  But  the  peo- 
ple ought  to  consider  at  what  price  this 
advantage  was  to  be  gained ;  and  if  a 
Property-tax  were  put  on,  how  they  would 
be  situated.  If  their  bill  for  malt  should 
be  a  little  less,  but  if  they  had  to  meet 
the  tax-gatherer  when  he  came  to  demand 
ten  or  fifteen  per  cent  upon  their  property, 
their  income,  or  their  profits  in  trade,  he 
apprehended  they  would  find  that  they 
had  purchased  the  repeal  of  the  Malt-duty 
a  great  deal  loo  dear.  With  regard  to 
the  other  parties  who  would  be  benefited 
by  the  reduction  of  the  duty,  they  were 
the  owners  and  frequenters  of  beer-shops 
and  public-houses,  and  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  member  for  Lincolnshire,  had  so  clearly 
shown  that  no  great  favour  or  advantage 


ought  to  be  given  to  them,  that  it  was 'un- 
necessary for  him  to  add  a  word  on  that 
subject.  The  next  subject  to  which  be 
should  address  himself  was  that  of  the 
Assessed-taxes,  and  upon  that  question 
he  should  give  his  decided  opposition  to 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for 
the  city  of  London.  A  great  proportion 
of  the  farmhouses  in  the  country  (106,000) 
were  exempt  from  the  Window-duty,  and 
he  saw  no  reason  why  the  agricultural  in* 
terest  should  be  desirous  to  put  on  a  tax 
which  would  fall  more  heavily  upon  tfaem. 
A  paper  which  he  held  in  his  hand  would 
show  the  effect  of  these  taxes  in  the  county 
which  he  represented.  The  amount  of 
the  House  and  Window-tax,  as  assessed  at 
the  last  assessment  for  the  county  of  Lin- 
coln, was  25,000/.  Deducting  the  amount 
paid  by  towns  and  boroughs,  this  left  but 
17,000/. ;  and  if  the  amount  paid  by  the 
higher  classes  were  deducted,  the  balance 
paid  by  the  humbler  agricultural  classes 
was  very  small  indeed.  He  would  take 
the  parish  in  which  he  lived,  and  compare 
the  amount  of  taxes  paid  now  to  that 
which  would  be  paid  by  the  Property.tax. 
The  whole  annual  income  he  reckoned  at 
2,000/.,  and  the  Assessed-taxes  paid  by  the 
squire,  the  clergyman,  and  the  other  in« 
habitants,  amounted  to  120/.  Of  that 
sum  he,  the  squire,  paid  85/.,  the  clergy- 
man 25/.,  and  the  remaining  10/.  was  the 
whole  that  was  paid  by  the  rest  of  the 
parish.  Now,  when  he  considered  that 
the  sum  of  120/.,  was  all  that  was  raised 
in  such  a  parish,  whether arisingfrom  land, 
trade,  manufactures,  &c.,  and  compared 
that  sum  with  the  amount  that  would  be 
raised  by  a  property  tax  of  10/.  per  cent., 
how  could  he  be  justified  in  agreeing  to 
such  a  mode  of  taxation?  The  great 
grievances  felt  by  the  country  arose  not 
from  King's  taxes,  but  from  the  local  and 
parochial  rates.  These  were  twenty  times 
the  amount  of  the  Government  taxes,  and 
consequently  were  felt  more  severely  by 
the  people.  But  if^  in  the  long  run,  it 
should  be  found  necessary  to  resort  to  a 
Property-tax,  he  trusted,  it  would  not  be 
confined  to  Great  Britain,  but  would  be 
equally  extended  to  the  whole  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  that  every  suk^ect 
of  his  Majesty  would  pay  a  fair  propor- 
tion. The  question  before  the  House  was 
to  be  decided  only  by  a  choice  of  two  evils, 
by  continuing  the  Malt.tax,  or  imposing  a 
tax  on  income  and  property.  He  wished 
to  take  off  the  MalUtaX|  but  be  woaldi 
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Pftrlranieiit,  the  Hoilse  of  Commons  oughfc 
to  sanction  thosQ  giflM  at  the  public  ex« 
pente«  Tha  time  was  now  come  when  it 
was  their  doty  to  weigh  each  oase  upon  its 
own  meritsi  and  if  any  individuBiS  had 
improperly  received  the  public  money,  it 
was  not  too  late  to  put  a  stop  to  it.  There 
were  nearly  4|000,000/.  laid  out  in  col** 
leoting  the  revenuet  although  the  whole 
eost  up  to  1797^  and  that  under  a  very  bad 
systemi  did  not  exceed  1 ,100,0002.  It 
was  strange^  that  with  all  the  experience 
we  had  acquired^  we  oould  not  make  the 
collection  for  less  than  three  millions  and 
a  halft  or  4i000«00024  It  appeared  to  him 
that  it  would  be  very  easy,  out  of  the 
22j000,000/*y  to  save  twelve  per  cent,  so 
that  almost  the  whole  of  the  expected 
defioieney  might  be  made  good  by  reduc* 
tion  of  expenditure,  without  any  tax  upon 
real  property^  But  the  reductiorts  must 
be  made  upon  a  different  principle  from 
that  opOD  which  the  virions  Qovernments 
of  the  country  had  hitherto  proceeded. 
The  saving  could  not  be  effected  while  we 
had  colonies  to  drain  us  of  thousands  and 
tens  of  tboitsands  every  year,  or  while  we 
went  on  building  forts,  which  were  not 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  those  oo^- 
lonies.  It 'was  most  ridiculous  to  force 
upon  Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  and  Nova 
Scotia^  against  the  inclination  of  the  inha* 
bitanta,  a  larger  nilitary  establishment 
than  was  kept  up  In  the  whole  of  the 
United  States,  where  there  were  14,000|000 
of  people  to  be  protected.  Let  the  House 
appoint  a  Committee  to  go  item  by  item 
through  Uie  publio  accounts,  and  be  would 
pledge  himself  that  they  would  point  out 
the  means  of  saving  the  whole  deficiency 
of  1,300^000/.  It  was  not  to  be  done  by 
such  a  plan  as  that  of  the  hon«  member 
for  Birmingham,  who  had  proposed  send- 
ing 2,000  artillerymen  to  Constantinople, 
ami,  of  course,  some  30,000  infantry  to 
protect  them*  This  country  ought  to  avoid 
iotttrferenoe  with  the  Continent  altogether  $ 
and  in  this  way  he  thought  the  reduction 
oouid  be  supplied ;  but  if  not,  let  them 
pat  persomd  and  teal  property  on  the  same 
footing.  They  ought  to  take  off  the  dutv 
on  every  species  of  raw  material ;  on  all 
means  of  conveyance^  on  railways,  roads, 
and  every  meaas  of  communication  ;  for 
roads  bad  been  aptly  compared  to  the  ar- 
teriea  of  the  human  body.  These  points, 
however,  would  be  subjects  for  future 
eoAttderation.  If  the  noble  Lord  should 
be  M9 10  oairy  the  House  along  with  hiUi 


alid  if  the  House  should  unfortunately  af* 
firm  the  noble  Lord's  proposition,  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  should  be  disposed  to  take  the 
setise  of  the  House  again  respecting  it, 
when  it  should  be  put  as  the  main  ques- 
tion. He  hoped  the  House  would  set 
upon  the  same  principle  as  Ministers  hsd 
acted  at  the  India  House,  when  the  Di- 
rectors said  they  could  not  carry  on  the 
government  of  India  without  money.  Ah  1 
(said  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Con- 
trol), we  will  cut  off  the  money,  and  you 
will,  then  be  forced  to  be  economical.  He 
sincerely  hoped  the  House  would  not  think 
of  denying  the  vote  which  had  been  agreed 
to  on  Friday  night.  For  his  own  part,  he 
did  not  regret  the  conclusions  he  had  ar- 
rived at,  or  the  course  he  had  pursued. 
That  course,  under  similar  circumstances, 
he  should  in  no  wise  depart  from.  He 
felt  satisfied  of  the  necessity  of  a  little 
gentle  pressure  on  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
on  these  subjects.  How  was  it,  that  what 
was  good  with  them  when  on  his  side  of 
the  House  was  bad  with  them  on  the 
Ministerial  side?  He  trusted,  however, 
the  House  would  consider  it  was  not  the 
fault  of  Ministers  alone,  but  that  they  had 
to  contend  against  a  system,  the  whole 
machinery  of  which  was  of  the  most 
complex  and  pernicious  character.  They, 
however,  must  determine  to  cut  off  every 
useless  branch  of  the  national  expendi- 
ture. This,  he  well  knew,  could  be  done 
to  the  extent  of  5,000,000Z.,  by  strict 
e<^onomy  and  good  management,  without 
in  the  slightest  degree  impairing  the  effi- 
ciency of  our  necessary  national  establish- 
ments* Under  the  circumstances,  he 
should  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  member  for  London,  and  at  the 
proper  time,  if  the  Amendment  of  the  no- 
ble Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  lost,  he  should  propose  a  Resolution 
to  the  effect,  "  that  any  deficiency  in  the 
revenue  caused  by  the  repeal  of  10«.  of 
the  Duty  on  Malt,  and  the  repeal  of  the 
Assessed  Taxes,  ought,  if  possible,  to  he 
made  good  by  a  corresponding  reduction 
in  the  expenditure  of  the  country;  and  if 
this  could  not  be  effected,  by  the  imposi** 
tion  of  new  taxes  on  the  property  of  the 
country." 

Mr.  Oilhirt  Heatheote  said,  he  wished 
that  on  a  question  of  such  importance  the 
suggestion  of  his  hon.  friend  the  member 
for  Essex  had  been  adopted,  and  time 
given  to  the  Members  of  the  House  to 
consult  the  wishes  of  their  constituentSt 
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thftt  country;  the  revenue  arising  from 
this  department  was  somewhat  better  than 
2»000»000/.  Schedule  C  regulated  the  tax 
on  dividends,  which  produced  2,649|000/,; 
Schedule  D  the  tax  on  profits  of  trade, 
which  amounted  to  2,776,000/. ;  and 
schedule  £  the  tax  on  public  offices  and 
salaries,  which  produced  about  1,600,000/. 
That  last  tax  was  the  only  one  fairly 
regulated,  and  almost  the  only  one  in 
which  the  returns  were  honestly  made. 
Suppose,  then,  the  House  were  to  pass 
such  a  tax  now,  he  would  ask  could  any 
thing  like  14,000,000/.  be  raised  ?  They 
would  never  think  of  imposing  a  taxof  ls« 
6i/«  on  the  tenant ;  the  injustice  of  such  a 
tax  was  admitted  by  all,  because  it  made 
the  tenant)  who  paid  the  highest  rent,  and 
who,  of  coarse,  had  the  least  profit,  pay 
most  to  the  Government.  Schedule  B 
must  therefore  be  struck  out  of  the  list, 
and  there  would  consequently  be  a  dimi* 
nutioo  of  more  than  2,000,000/.  There 
must  also  be  a  considerable  reduction 
calculated  on  the  amount  of  revenue  to  be 
raised  from  the  dividends;  for  he  was 
convinced  the  House  would  not  tax  per- 
sons who  had  incomes  under  200/.  a^year, 
and  when  it  was  recollected  what  a  vast 
number  of  fondholders  there  was  under 
the  amount,  they  would  see  what  a  falling 
off  there  would  be  on  that  head.  ^  Ac- 
cording to  a  Return  moved  for  by  the 
bon.  member  for  Essex,  it  appeared  that 
the  total  number  of  persons  who  received 
dividends  from  the  Three  per  Gent  Con- 
solidated Annuities  amounted  to  95^65^ 
and  then  there  were  84,184  persons  who 
received  half  yearly  dividends  under  1 00/. 
The  same  proportion  held  good  in  nearly 
ail  the  other  stocks,  and  consequently  the 
House  would  see  that  great  reductions 
must  be  made  in  the  revenue  .arising  from 
dividends.  The  same  must  be  said  of  the 
profits  from  trade.  Every  one  knew,  that 
the  profits  from  trade  were  very  different 
now  from  what  they  were  during  the  war; 
and  be  would  venture  to  say,  that  if  the 
tax  were  to  apply  to  thie  schedule  at  all 
it  would  not  only  be  very  unproductive, 
but  would  cause  great  distress,  and  great 
irritation  if  resisted.  The  last  schedule 
included  all  public  officers,  o£Bcers  of  the 
army  and  navy,  clerks  of  the  customs  and 
excise,  in  short  every  person  in  the  pay  of 
Government,  and  what  with  the  reduction 
of  the  army  and  navy,  the  oonsolidation  of 
boards  and  other  circumstances,  it  was  quite 
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a  considerable  decrease.  Ijeoking  at  the 
deduction,  therefore,  altogether,  it  waa 
quite  clear,  that  even  if  tenants  were  atill 
to  pay  li.  6d.,  and  all  fundhdlders  t»  pa  j 
as  formerly,  not  more  than  10,000,0001. 
could  be  anticipated  from  the  tax ;  and 
supposing  that  the  whole  tax  was  to  be 
taken  off  schedule  B  and  a  part  of  ache- 
dule  C,  and  taking  into  account  also  the 
fall  of  rents,  the  decrease  might  be  safely 
put  down  at4,000,000/.,which,  taken  from 
1 0,000,000/.,  would  letve  only  6,000,0001. 
of  clear  revenue*  That  was  the  utmoet 
of  the  amount  that  could  be  raised  in 
England  and  Scotland.  With  regard  to 
Ireland  he  could  hardly  venture  to  give  an 
opinion  further  than  this,  that  be  believed 
few  persons  on  the  Stock  Exchange 
would  be  found  to  furnish  money  on  tba 
securitT  of  a  Property-tax  to  be  raised  te 
Ireland.  Believing,  therefore,  that  a  tax 
on  property  would  lead  to  great  discontent, 
and  that  the  evils  arising  from  the  Halt- 
tax  were  greatly  inferior,  be  should  sup- 
port the  Resolution  of  the  noUe  Loid. 
He  might  also  add,  that  when  theProper« 
ty-tax  was  first  raised — it  might  be  celled 
rather  a  benevolence  (the  term  need  when 
voluntary  grants  were  made  to  our  Kiogs) 
than  a  tax.  The  army  of  Bonaparte  was 
then  on  the  opposite  coast,  threatenii^  an 
invasion,  ana  the  people  paid  willingly 
for  the  defence  of  the  country.  Sach 
would  not  be  the  feelings  of  the  people  in 
peace.  He  would  conclude  by  saying, 
not  that  the  country,  under  all  circnm* 
stances,  should  reject  a  Property-tax,  but 
that  its  adoption  now  would  be  inex- 
pedient. 

Mr.  Robimcn  must  say,  thathethoagkt 
the  speech  of  the  Hon.  Baronet  was  ex- 
tremely inconsistent,  and  was  rather 
calculated  to  support  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for  London,  than 
to  oppose  it.  He  did  not  blame  the  noUe 
Lord  for  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
treated  this  question.  Indeed  thetioble 
Lord  had  put  the  questkm  on  a  fiur, 
candid,  and  manly  footing,  when  hecriled 
on  tbe  House  to  consider  all  the  cooae* 
quences  of  the  vote  of  the  other  night. 
But  then  there  were  so  many  things  mixed 
up  with  that  matter*  •  First  of  all,  tlie 
House  were  called  on  to  oonskler  tbe  ex* 
pediency  of  rescinding  the  vote  of  tira 
other  night  come  to  in  a  full  Hoeso— et 
least  in  a  House  of  not  less  than  300 
Members,  which  was  a  greater  nembcr 
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under  present  circumstances,  ratber  sub- 
mit to  tbat  evil  tban  consent  .to  a  Pro- 
perty-tax. 

Sir  John  Wrottesleysaxdf  be  had  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  and  he  could 
not  at  all  gather  from  his  arguments  how 
the  deficiency  was  to  be  made  up  in  any 
other  way  than  by  a  Property.tax.  Re- 
collecting well  the  period  when  the  first 
Property-tax  was  laid  on,  and  the  various 
debates  which  took  place  in  Parliament 
and  out  of  it,  he  would  take  the  liberty  of 
shortly  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  situation  of  the  country,  the  Mi- 
nister, and  the  effects  of  the  tax,  at  the 
time.  The  hon.  member  for  Middlesex 
had  argued  that  taxes  might  be  diminished 
without  any  injury  to  the  revenue,  and 
had  adduced,  as  a  proof  of  his  statement, 
that  when  the  duty  on  wine  was  dimi- 
nished the  revenue  increased.  But  the 
hon.  Member  ought  to  bear  in  mind  that 
it  was  quite  a  different  thing  to  make  a 
reduction  such  as  that  which  had  been 
made  on  the  wine  duties,  and  substitute 
an  uncertain  tax  for  two  most  important 
and  certain  taxes.  The  hon.  Member 
proposed  a  tax  of  one  per  cent,  on  real 
property  when  descending  from  one  person 
to  another.  Now  he  thought  it  must  be 
obvious  the  amount  which  could  be  raised 
by  such  means  would  fati  far  short  of  the 
necessities  of  the  -State.  A  great  part  of 
the  property  of  the  country  was  entailed, 
and,  in  many  instances,  property  was  in 
the  hands  of  trustees,  so  that  the  propri- 
etor might  die  while  the  property  would 
still  remain  in  the  same  hands.  Such  a 
tax  he  considered  as  one  surrounded  by 
great  difficulties,  and  not  at  all  likely  to 
come  up  to  the  expectations  of  the  hon. 
Member.  Looking  at  the  state  of  the 
Revenue^at  the  reduction  of  a  million 
and  a-half  this  year,  in  addition  to  the 
reduction  of  former  years,  he  was  quite 
convinced  that  if  further  reduction  were 
to  be  made  without  some  equivalent,  the 
fundholder  would  become  rather  anxious 
about  the  payment  of  his  dividends. 
It  ought  also  to  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  Resolution  of  the  noble  Lord  was  not 
directed  against  a  Property-tax  under  every 
circumstance,  but  applied  merely  to  its  in- 
expediency' at  the  present  time.  And 
could  any  one  say  that  there  were  not 
several  important  questions  before  the 
House  which  must  be  disposed  of  this 
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East  India  Charter,  and  several  others, 
which  they  could  hardly  dispose  of  before 
they  parted,  and  the  necessity  of  attending 
to  which  ought  to  preclude  them  from  then 
thinking  of  changing  the  whole  financial 
system  of  the  country.  The  Property-tax 
owed  its  origin  to  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  the  country  during  Mr.  Pitt's 
administration.  It  owed  its  origin  to  the 
low  state  of  credit,  and  the  impossibility 
of  raising  sufficient  money  within  the  year 
to  meet  the  expenditure.  Mr.  Pitt  iirst 
tried  to  raise  money  by  imposing  heavy 
duties,  by  tripling  and  quadrupling  taxes 
on  various  articles,  but  that  did  not  suc- 
ceed. He  next  tried  an  Income-tax ;  but 
that  was  so  much  disliked  that  neither  the 
House  nor  the  country  would  bear  it,  and 
he  was  sure  they  would  not  bear  it  now. 
Mr.  Pitt  first  had  a  Property-tax  of  five 
per  cent — then  raised  it  to  six  and  a  half, 
and  in.  1806  it  was  finally  raised  to  ten 
per  cent.  Now  he  would  just  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  (which  probably 
was  not  aware  of  the  fact)  to  the  number 
of  clauses  in  that  Bill  in  order  .to  show 
what  time  it  would  require  to  pass  such  a 
Bill.  It  contained  no  less  than  229  clauses, 
and  were  a  Bill  of  the  kind  to  be  intro- 
duced now  he  did  not  see  that  it  could  be 
made  more  brief  or  would  occupy  less  of 
the  time  of  the  House  than  it  did  during 
Mr.  Pitt's  administration.  With  the  other 
great  questions  in  their  hands,  therefore, 
what  prospect  would  there  be  of  such  a 
Bill  getting  through  both  '  Houses  this 
Session  ?  He  would  now  state  the  amount 
of  the  Property-tax  at  ten  per  cent,  com- 
paring, as  he  went  along,  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country  during  the  war  to 
what  they  are  now,  in  order  to  show  that 
those  who  expected  any  thing  like  the 
same  amount  In  the  present  state  of  the 
country  would  be  greatly  disappointed  on 
making  the  trial.  In  April  1813,  the 
total  amount  of  the  Property-tax  was 
14,208,000/.,  and  the  expense  of  the  col- 
lection was  706,000/.,  leaving  a  clear  re- 
venue of  13,502,000/.  That  sum  was 
levied  on  five  different  species  of  property 
under  schedules  A,  B,  C,  D,  E.  Schedule 
A  comprehended  the  assessment  of  pro- 
perty at  the  rate  of  ten  per  cent,  that 
produced  5,600,000/.  Schedule  B  re- 
gulated the  tax  on  tenants,  there  being  Is. 
6d.  in  the  pound  paid  by  tenants  in  Eng- 
land, and  Is.  in  Scotland,  that  difference 
was  made  because  rents  were  much  higher 
in  Scotland,  there  being  no  Poor-rates  in 
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property  inquired  into,  was  to  h&pxi  into 
competition  with  the  mass  of  SufTering 
existing  throughout  the  country.  He  did 
not  speak  on  this  question  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  any  particular  interest,  for  he 
considered  it  to  be  a  great  national  ques- 
tion, in  which  the  interests  of  all  were 
alike  involved.  In  his  opinion,  the  time 
had  arrived  when  they  were  bound  to 
relieve  the  country  from  the  present  bur- 
then of  taxation.  He  believed  that  Mi- 
nisters had  done  as  much  as  they  could 
-—it  was  for  the  House  to  dp  that  which 
would  reallv  afford  relief.  As  to  those 
who  voted  for  the  repeal  of  the  malt  tax 
on  Friday  night,  he  did  not  see  how 
it  was  possible  for  them  now  to  support 
the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  That  con- 
sideration, however,  he  should  leave  to 
the  hon.  Members  themselves.  He  did 
hope,  however,  that  Gentlemen  would 
discharge  from  their  minds  an  idea  which 
seemed  somewhat  too  prevalent — namely, 
that  they  were  to  represent  particular  clas- 
ses. Let  not  the  House  evaoe  the  question. 
Let  them  consider  in  what  situation  they 
would  be  placed  if  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  affirmed,  and  that  of  the 
hon.  member  for  the  City  of  London 
rejected.  The  House,  he  contended, 
would  be  placed  in  a  very  different  situa* 
tion  from  that  in  which  it  stood  before 
the  vote  of  Friday  ni^t  He  did  not 
think  the  noble  Lord's  Motion  put  the 
question  fairlv  before  the  House,  and  in 
his  opinion  the  Government  would  have 
acted  more  wisely,  if  they  had  acquiesced 
in  the  vote  of  Friday  night,  rather  than 
endeavour  to  get  rid  of  it  by  any  subter- 
fuge. He  did  not  think  that  any  want 
of  confidence  as  to  the  resources  of  the 
country  was  felt  out  of  doors.  Indeed  the 
very  trifling  fluctuation  of  one  per  cent  in 
the  funds  indicated  no  such  thing,  and 
was  hardly  more  than  was  sure  to  take 
place  on  a  distant  prospect  of  a  change  of 
Ministry.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
vote  of  the  other  night  had  reduced  them 
to  the  position  which  the  noble  Lord 
seemed  to  consider  them  placed  in,  nor 
had  it  rendered  necessary  that  course  of 
proceeding  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
adopted,  and  against  which  he  (Mr.  Ro- 
binson) should  certainly  give  his  vote. 

Mr.  Beneit  said,  that  he  always  felt  he 
owed  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  present 
Administration  for  the  noble  manner  in 
which   they  had   conducted  themselves 


upon  the  subject  of  the  Reform  Bill,  and 
it  was  therefore  his  earnest  wish  never  to 
be  called  on  to  oppose  them;  but  he 
tnust  nevertheless  act  in  such  a  manner  as 
not  to  lay  himself  open  to  the  accusation 
of  his  constituents,  or  of  'his  own  con- 
science. He  considered  that  the  vote  of 
Friday  night  was  a  triumph  of  the  popular 
cause;  it  was  the  first  working  of  the 
Reform  Bill ;  it  was  a  proof  of  the  excel- 
lence of  that  change  which  the  Ministers 
themselves  had  introduced  into  that  House, 
that  the  House  were  enabled  to  vote 
against  an  administration  the  most  popu- 
lar that  had  ever  existed.  He  thought 
that  by  that  vote  of  the  other  night  they 
had  done  themselves  great  honour,  but 
they  had  done  greater  honour  to  those 
Ministers  who  had  carried  that  Reform 
Bill  which  had  rendered  them  the  Repre^ 
sentatives  of  the  country,  and  given  to 
that  House  the  control  of  that  Govern- 
ment which  had  been  accustomed  to  con- 
trol the  House.  He  regretted  the  proposi* 
tion  now  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  his 
utter  inability  to  vote  with  the  Ministers. 
He  thought  that  the  retirement  of  the 
Ministry  would  be  a  great  evil  to  the 
country-^  perhaps,  he  might  say,  the 
greatest  that  could  now  befal  the  coun- 
try; but  still,  let  the  consequence  be 
what  it  might,  he  could  not  vote'  with 
them  on  the  present  occasion.  It  was, 
perhaps,  trile,  that  the  time  had  not  yet 
come  for  them  to  have  a  Property  tax, 
though  in  his  opinion,  it  was  the  best  that 
could  be  adopted  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  the  productive  industry  of  the 
country.  He  knew,  however,  that  the 
whole  oommunity  was  not  of  that  opinion, 
and  that  consequently  the  time  for  having 
such  a  tax  had  not  yet  come;  but  he 
also  knew  well,  that  the  time  was  not  far 
distant  when  a  Property-tax  must  be 
adopted  for  the  purpose  of  preserving  the 
public  faith.  He  regretted  the  manner 
in  which  the  noble  Lord  had  now  placed 
the  question.  The  consequence  of  it  wss, 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  drive  him 
either  to  stultify  his  own  vote,  or  else  to 
carry  with  it  the  reduction  of  a  tax  which 
would  go  to  relieve  a  class  of  rich  citizens, 
rather  than  the  people  at  large.  In  all 
the  reductions  of  taxation  which,  as  a 
humble  Member  of  that  House,  he  had 
recommended,  he  had  endeavoured  in  the 
first  instance,  to  get  those  reduced  which 
chiefly  affected  the  necessaries  of  life,  and 
the  comforts  of  the  lower  orders  of  tho 
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Theo  the  House  were  called  on  to  affirm 
or  reject  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Baronet.  Thirdly,  the  Members  were 
called  on  to  do  this  with  all  the  horrors  of 
a  Property-taain  full  prospect ;  and  fourth** 
l?i  tha  noble  Lord  had  mixed  up  with  all 
these  other  matters  an  intimation— he 
woold  not  call  it  a  threat^--of  resignation. 
Now,  he  must  say,  that  he  did  not  like 
this  last  part  of  the  proceeding ;  for  the 
noble  Lord  knew  very  well  that,  in  making 
such  an  intimation,  he  made  an  appeal  to 
the  Members  likely  to  inflttence  the  jodg* 
ment  of  many  of  them.  Stili,  however, 
he  could  not  blame  the  noble  Lord  for 
doing  it;  all  he  regretted  was,  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  have  thought  it  neces'- 
sary.  For  himself,  that  he  was  ready  to 
support  a  Property-tax  was  well  known. 
He  did  not  desire  it,  because  he  thought 
it  in  itself  the  best  tax  that  could  be 
devised,  but  because  he  thought  its  adop* 
tioo  a  less  evil  than  that  of  the  continuance 
of  some  of  the  present  taxes.  What  was 
the  situation  in  which  the  country  was 
now  placed,  when  the  people  at  large 
were  unable  to  pay  the  present  taxes,  and 
men  of  property  were  unwilling  to  have 
the  burthen  cast  directly  upon  them.  He 
thought  that  the  vote  of  the  other  night 
might  be  extended  from  the  partial  re* 
duotioa  to  the  total  abolition  of  the  Malt*^ 
duty,  and  that  the  Hop«duty  might  go 
with  it,  and  yet  that  means  might  be  found 
to  meet  the  aemands  of  the  public  service, 
and  to  maintain  public  credit.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  vote  of  the  other  night 
was  good  in  itself,  so  much  as  he  thought 
it  good  in  forcing  upon  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  whole  taxation  of  the  country. 
He  should  not  now  go  into  the  question  of 
the  distressof  the  country ;  but  he  was  not 
sorry  that  the  necessity  of  considering  it, 
and  the  best  means  of  meeting  it,  had 
been  forced  upon  the  House.  During  the 
eighteen  years  of  peace,  various  devkes 
had  been  adopted  with  a  view  to  relieve, 
first  one  class  of  the  people,  and  then 
another ;  and  he  wished  to  know  whether,  at 
theexpiratioti  of  this  period,the  peoplewere 
still  to  be  dragged  through  other  years  of 
difficulty  and  experiment,  before  a  Pro- 
perty-tax. was  imposed ;  for  it  seemed  that 
to  that  tax  we  must  come  at  last,  since 
the  very  words  of  the  noble  Lord's  Amend- 
ment only  went  to  say,  that  it  could  not 
be  adopted  at  present.  He  did  not  wish 
to  force  the  Qovemment  or  the  country 

into  the  adoption  of  such  a  tax^  except  so , 


far  as  it  seemed  to  him  most  likely  to 
relieve  the  burthens  of  the  peo(^e«  As 
soon  as  there  was  any  reasonable  expect- 
ation of  the  amelmration  of  the  conditk>n 
of  the  people^  be  should  be  willing  to 
forego  the  proposition ;  but,  till  that  was 
the  case,  he  should  certainly  support  it ; 
and  he  believed  that  the  causes  which 
affected  the  prosperity  and  comfort  of  the 
people,  were  likely  rather  to*  continue  than 
to  abate.  Under  these  circumstances  it 
became  the  duty  of  the  House  to  take  off 
the  taxes  upon  Malt  and  upon  Houses  and 
Windows,  and  to  substitute  for  them  a 
tax  upon  Property*  He  believed  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in  raising 
the  money  to  meet  the  deficiency;  al- 
though he  must  admit,  that  he  did  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex, who,  in  his  peculiar  way,  proposed  to 
take  several  millions  out  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  to  trust  to  savings  to  make  up  the 
deficiency*  He  wish^  now  to  observe 
that,  if  It  was  necessary,  he  could  show 
high  authority  for  the  opinions  ha  held 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Property-tax.  He 
referred  to  a  speech  of  Mr.  Huskisson, 
delivered  in  1830,  in  favour  of  a  commo- 
tion of  taxes.  In  that  speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  expressed  a  '^  doubt  whether 
the  country  would  ever  right  itself  without 
receiving  some  greater  relief  than  could 
possibly  be  administered  by  a  direct  repeal 
of  taxation*  The  method  of  levying  the 
revenue  was  a  subject  fraught  with  in* 
terest  to  all  who  desired  to  see  economy 
practised  in  the  management  of  the  State, 
and  he  could  see  nothing  irregular  in  pro- 
posing such  an  inquiry,  more  especially 
at  a  time  when  a  general  impression  was 
entertained  throughout  every  part  of  the 
kingdom,  that  the  agricultural  and  manu- 
facturing interests  could  not  exist  under 
the  pressure  of  the  existing  direct  taxa- 
tion upon  industry."*  He  was  contented 
lo  rest  his  views,  then,  on  Mr.  Huskisson's 
words,  and  political  opponents^  as  well  as 
admirers,  admitted  the  vigour  of  Mr. 
Huskisson's  intellect.  He  believed,  that  it 
was  now  universally  agreed  that  any  tax 
on  a  raw  material  was  a  material  check 
upon  industry,  by  pressing  upon  pro- 
ductiveness in  its  first  operations.  He 
knew  that  on  the  other  hand,  the  Pro- 
perty«tax  was  objected  to  as  inquisitorial ; 
but  he  wished  to  know  whether  the  taste 
or  delicacy  of  individuals,  in  having  their 
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property  inquired  into,  was  to  b»)iot  into 
competition  with  the  mass  of  -buffering 
existing  throughout  the  country.  He  did 
not  speak  on  this  question  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  any  particular  interest,  for  he 
considered  it  to  be  a  great  national  ques- 
tion, in  which  the  interests  of  all  were 
alike  involved.  In  his  opinion,  the  time 
had  arrived  when  they  were  bound  to 
relieve  the  country  from  the  present  bur- 
then of  taxation.  He  believed  that  Mi- 
nisters had  done  as  much  as  they  could 
—it  was  for  the  House  to  do  that  which 
would  realiv  afford  relief.  As  to  those 
who  voted  for  the  repeal  of  the  malt  tax 
on  Friday  night,  he  did  not  see  how 
it  was  possible  for  them  now  to  support 
the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  That  con- 
sideration, however,  he  should  leave  to 
the  hon.  Members  themselves.  He  did 
hope,  however,  that  Gentlemen  would 
discharge  from  their  minds  an  idea  which 
seemed  somewhat  too  prevalent — namely, 
that  they  were  to  represent  particular  clas- 
ses. Let  not  the  House  evade  the  question. 
Let  them  consider  in  what  situation  they 
would  be  placed  if  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  affirmed,  and  that  of  the 
hon.  member  for  the  City  of  London 
rejected.  The  House,  he  contended, 
would  be  placed  in  a  very  different  situa- 
tion from  that  in  which  it  stood  before 
the  vote  of  Friday  night  He  did  not 
think  the  noble  Lord's  Motion  put  the 
question  fairlv  before  the  House,  and  in 
his  opinion  the  Government  would  have 
acted  more  wisely,  if  they  had  acquiesced 
in  the  vote  of  Friday  night,  rather  than 
endeavour  to  get  rid  of  it  by  any  subter- 
fuge. He  did  not  think  that  any  want 
of  confidence  as  to  the  resources  of  the 
country  was  felt  out  of  doors.  Indeed  the 
very  trifling  fluctuation  of  one  per  cent  in 
the  funds  indicated  no  such  thing,  and 
was  hardly  more  than  was  sure  to  take 
place  on  a  distant  prospect  of  a  change  of 
Ministry.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
vote  of  the  other  night  had  reduced  them 
to  the  position  which  the  noble  Lord 
seemed  to  consider  them  placed  in,  nor 
had  it  rendered  necessary  that  course  of 
proceeding  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
adopted,  and  against  which  he  (Mr.  Ro- 
binson) should  certainly  give  his  vote. 

Mr.  Beneit  said,  that  he  always  felt  he 
owed  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  present 
Administration  for  the  noble  manner  in 
which   they  had   conducted  themaerves 
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upon  the  sabject  of  the  Refonn  Bill,  and 
it  was  therefore  his  earnest  wish  never  to 
be  called  on  to  oppose  them;    but  he 
must  nevertheless  act  in  such  a  manner  as 
not  to  lay  himself  open  to  the  accusation 
of  his  constituents,  or  of  his  own  con- 
science.    He  considered  that  the  Tote  of 
Friday  night  was  a  triumph  of  the  popular 
cause;   it  was  the  first  working   of  the 
Refonn  Bill ;  it  was  a  proof  of  the  excel* 
lence  of  that  change  which  the  Ministers 
themselves  had  introduced  into  that  House, 
that  the  House  were   enabled    to    vote 
against  an  administration  the  mo6t  popu- 
lar that  had  ever  existed.    He  thought 
that  by  that  vote  of  the  other  night  they 
had  done  themselves  great  honour,  but 
they  had  done  greater  honour   to   those 
Ministers  who  had  carried  that  Reform 
Bill  which  had  rendered  them  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  country,  and  given  to 
that  House  the  control  of  that  Govern- 
ment which  had  been  accustomed  to  con- 
trol the  House.     He  regretted  the  proposi- 
tion now  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  bis 
utter  inability  to  vote  with  the  Ministers. 
He  thought  that  the  retirement   of  the 
Ministry  would  be  a  great  evil    to  the 
country — perhaps,    he    might   say,    the 
greatest  that  could  now  befal  the  coun- 
try;   but  still,   let  the  consequence  be 
what  it  might,  ho  could  not  vote  with 
them  on  the  pfesent  occasion.     It  was, 
perhaps,  true,  that  the  time  had  not  yet 
come  for  them  to  have  a  Property  tax, 
though  in  his  opinion,  it  was  the  best  that 
could    be   adopted   for  the    purpose  of 
assisting  the  productive  industry  of  the 
country.     He  knew,  hovrever,  that  the 
whole  oomrounity  was  not  of  that  opinion, 
and  that  consequently  the  time  for  having 
such  a  tax  had  not  yet  come;   but  he 
also  knew  well,  that  the  time  vras  not  far 
distant  when   a  Property-tax    must    be 
adopted  for  the  pnrpoae  of  preserving  the 
public  faith.    He  regretted  the  manner 
in  which  the  noble  Lord  had  now  {riaced 
the  question.    The  consequence  of  it  was, 
that    the  noble    Lord  would  drive  him 
either  to  stultify  his  own  vote,  or  else  to 
carry  with  it  the  reduction  of  a  tax  which 
would  go  to  relieve  a  class  of  rich  citizens, 
rather  than  the  people  at  large.     In  ail 
the  reductions  of  taxation  which,  as  a 
humble  Member  of  that  House,  he  had 
recommended,  he  had  endeavoured  in  the 
first  instance,  to  get  those  reduced  which 
chiefly  affected  the  necessaries  of  life,  and 
the  comforts  of  the  lower  orden  of  tho 
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.people.  '  In  his  opiniooy  the  tax  on  malt 
was  one  of  this  kind.  The  persons  who 
paid  the  House  and.  Window  tax  were 
in  general  persons  who  were  well  able  to 
bear  it.  That  tax  was,  in  point  of  fact, 
paid  by  the  landlords,  not  by  the  tenants, 
and  it  chiefly  fe^I  upon  the  rich  citizens 
and  shopkeepers  of  London.  But  it  was 
the  labourer  who  paid  the  malt  tax;  it 
was  he  who  suffered  either  by  being 
totally  deprived  of  the  use  of  a  wholesome 
beverage,  or  by  being  compelled  to  drink 
beer  of  a  very  inferior  kind.  He  remem- 
bered the  time  when  the  labourer  went 
forth  to  the  field  with  a  gallon  of  good 
l^er  given  him  by  the  farmer,  but  that 
excellent  custom  had  been  totally  put  an 
end  to  by  the  effect  of  a  heavy  malt  tax. 
To  remove  that  tax  would  be  to  relieve 
the  labouring  classes  of  the  country. 
He  wished,  therefore,  most  earnestly  to 
see  that  tax  removed,  and  he  was  soriv 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  mixed  it  up  witn 
another  tax  of  a  different  description,  and 
resting  on  different  grounds.  He  re- 
gretted the  result  of  the  Motion  made 
the  other  night  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Whitehaven,  for  if  it  had  been  adopted, 
he  did  not  think  that  the  consequences 
would  have  been  what  the  noble  Lord  an- 
ticipated, for  he  was  by  no  means,  con- 
vinced that,  the  standard  of  value  must 
necessarily  have  been  lowered,  or  that 
public  faith  must  have  been  broken.  In 
his  opinion  a  Property  tax,  such  as  that 
recommended  by  Mr.  Ricardo,  might  be 
adopted,  and  indeed  ought  to  be  adopted ; 
and  that  the  levying  of  such  a  tax  would 
fully  enable  the  Ministers  to  meet  the 
difficulties  arising  from  the  abolition  of 
the  malt  duty,  at  the  same  time  that  it 
would  press  with  less  oppressive  weight 
on  the  lower  i^Iasses  of  the  people.  Some 
of  the  taxes,  too,  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord  in  opening  the  Budget  to  be  re- 
pealed, might  be  continued  without  so 
serious  an  injury  to  the  comforts  of  the 
lower  orders  as  the  continuance  of  the 
malt  duty.  The  duty  on  cotton,  that 
upon  tiles,  and  that  upon  shop  windows, 
the  repeal  of  the  last  of  which  had  pro- 
duced very  little  satisfaction,  migiit  all  be 
altered  so  as  to  meet  the  deficiency  occa- 
sioned by  the  repeal  of  the  malt  tax.  But 
if  none  of  these  would  do,  if  those  taxes 
proposed  to  be  repealed  must  be  repealed, 
then  there  was  another  mode  of  meeting 
the  deficiency,  which  was  by  a  tax  upon 
beer  —  a  tax  which  he  did  not  believe 


would  raifte  the  price  of  beer  one  farthing ; 
for  the  reduction  effected  by  the  abolition 
of  the  malt  tax  would  be  more  than  suffi- 
cient to  meet  the  increase  that  would 
be  occasioned  by  the  imposition  of  a  tax 
upon  beer.  He  thought  that  there  were 
so  many  ways  of  meeting  the  deficiency 
to  be  occasioned  by  the  reduction  of  the 
malt  tax,  that  he  saw  no  reason  for 
giving  up  the  inatter  in  the  way  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord,  and  he  should  there- 
for vote  against  the  noble  Lord's  Amend* 
ment. 

Mr.  Cobhett :  I  am  sony  to  interpose 
between  the  House  and  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member;  [Mr.  Serjeant 
Spank ie  who  had  risen  at  the  same  time 
with  Mr.  CobbettJ  but  I  hope  he  will 
hereafter  find  a  time  for  making  it.  It 
seems  to  me  as  if  every  Gentleman  who 
ha3  addressed  the  Chair  to-night  sedu- 
lously kept  out  of  view  the  only  important 
point  to  be  decided,  viz.  the  character  of 
this  House.  My  opinion  is,  that  if  the 
House  rescinds  the  resolution  of  Friday 
last,  the  consequences  to  the  country  may 
be  most  fatal.  Be  it  observed,  too,  that 
the  noble  Lord  says  not  a  word  about 
resigning  his  Amendment:  that  he  has 
sedulously  kept  out  of  view  also;  but  I  shall 
make  a  few  further  remarks  upon  that  be- 
fore I  conclude.  ,  Various  observations 
have  fallen  from  hon.  Members  which  it  is 
necessary  for  me  to  touch ;  and  I  believe 
I  must  go  backwards  with  them,  as  my 
memory  will  serve  me  better  that  way 
than  any  other.  First,  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Wilts,  said  a  great  deal  about  a 
Property  tax,  but  nothing  distinct  as  re- 
gards a  plan  —  nothing  •  that  could  be 
very  clearly  understood  and  defined. 
However,  he  quoted  an  authority;  and 
men  should  be  very  careful  when  they 
qoote  authorities  that  they  are  good  for 
something.  What  they  tender  us  as  the 
results  of  their  own  judgment,  thai  we  are 
bound  to  respect — and,  generally  speak- 
ing, it  is  worthy  of  it ;  but  he  told  us,  that 
he  had  Mr.  Ricardo's  authority  in  favour 
of  a  Property-tax.  Do  not  let  us  forget, 
however,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  had  Mr.  Ricardo's  authority 
that  his  Bill  of  1819  only  reduced  prices 
three  and  a  half  per  cent,  while  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Wilts  himself  must 
know  that  it  reduced  them  a  vast  deal 
more.  Therefore  he  should  pause  a  little 
before  he  relied  upon  such  an  authority  as 
the  said  Mr.  Ricardo.    It  is  always  dan- 
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leave  any  part  of  them.  I  do  not  ascribe 
that  vexation  to  the  wishes  or  intentions 
of  Government ;  because  I  do  not  ascribe 
to  them  a  desire  to  create  ill-wili,  and  to 
make  enemies  for  nothing ;  but  the  mode 
of  collection  is  such,  that  you  must  employ 
persons  who  ought  not  to  be  employed  by 
anybody.  The  oppression  under  the  head 
of  surcharges  is  beyond  all  description. 
The  noble  Lord  will  hardly  believe  what  I 
am  now  going  to  say.  I  have  been  charged 
with  the  tax  for  a  shopman  for  two  years: 
now,  I  have  no  shopman,  but  I  keep  a 
shopwoman.  When  the  collector  has 
applied  for  the  tax^  she  has  answered  that 
there  is  no  shopman  ;  and  the  retort  was, 
**  Well,  then,  Mr.  Cobbett  may  appeal." 
I  did  appeal ;  but  it  was  of  no  use.  When 
I  was  at  Barn-Elms,  I  was  charged  with 
the  tax  for  a  bailiff.  That,  said  I,  I  will 
not  pay,  and  God  knows  how  many  letters 
I  received  from  a  Mr.  Bates,  I  think  was 
his  name.  A  Motion  has  been  made  for 
the  Repeal  of  the  House  and  Window- 
tax  :  I  am  showing  the  evils  and  annoy* 
ances  that  arise  from  the  collection  of  it ; 
and  if  I  am  not  speaking  to  the  question, 
I  am  no  judge  of  what  the  question  is. 
Gentlemen  may  be  well  assured,  that  if 
they  have  a  mind  to  come  to  the  end  of 
my  speech  quickly,  the  best  thing  for  them 
to  do  is  not  to  interrupt  me.  To  return : 
I  never  did,  and  never  would  pay  that 
bailiff-tax.  What  I  relate  of  myself  is 
only  an  illustration ;  it  is  notorious  all 
over  the  kingdom  that  people  in  the  middle 
ranks  of  life  are  grievously  suffering  in  the 
same  way.  I  had  a  petition  to  present 
to-niaht,  which  I  did  not  present  because 
it  did  not  exactly  belong  to  this  debate  ; 
it  is  from  nine  farmers,  and  it  contains 
many  very  authentic  details.  They  were 
cited  to  appear  before  Commissioners 
fourteen  miles  from  home,  on  a  market- 
day,  too,  and  at  a  distance  from  the  market 
town,  for  sporting  without  a  license: 
when  they  arrived,  not  a  particle  of 
evidence  was  adduced  against  them,  and 
they  applied  to  the  Commissioners  to  know 
who  was  to  pay  them  for  their  loss  of 
time  and  travelling  expenses.  I  need  not 
add  that  they  obtained  nothing ;  and  this 
is  one  of  the  evils  that  ought  not  to  be 
permitted  to  exist.  If  taxes  are  not  re- 
pealed, something  ought  to  be  done  to 
remedy  this  species  of  annoyance.  A 
noble  Lord  has  talked  of  a  mouvement 
party,  adopting  the  French  term,  as  if 
there  was  a  mayvement  party  here  wishing 


to  level  all  distinctions  of  rank,  and  to  de- 
stroy all  rights  of  property.  He  asked 
what  was  the  first  cause  of  this  party  in 
France,  and  hinted,  that  something  of  the 
kind  was  aimed  at  in  England.  But 
those  who  talk  in  this  way  never  go  back 
to  the  real  origin  of  the  French  Kevolu- 
tion :  they  only  begin  with  Danton  and 
Robespierre.  If  they  look  into  Arthur 
Young,  they  will  see  that  the  great  first 
cause  of  the  French  Revolution  was  the 
unequal  assessment  of  the  taxes ;  not  the 
weight  of  taxation,  but  the  unequal  assess* 
ment;  laying  more  upon  the  poor  than 
upon  the  rich :  as  classes  became  lower, 
the  assessment  was  heavier,  particularly 
upon  the  sub-delegues^  which  1  believe 
answered  to  our  surcharges.  What  was 
the  answer  to  us,  when  we  adopted  the 
Resolution  we  are  now  called  upon  to  re- 
scind? What  was  the  sole  answer?  We 
proved  the  cost  of  the  malt,  and  the  inju- 
rious consequences  of  the  tax ;  that  Go- 
vernment only  got  1 5s.,  while  the  cost  to 
the  people  was  enhanced  40$.,  and  what 
was  the  answer?.  ''  We  cannot  spare  the 
money — we  miist  have  the  money — we 
cannot  do  without  it"  Now,  the  thing  is 
to  show,  that  Government  can  do  without 
it,  and*  for  this  purpose,  what  have  we 
more  to  do,  without  going  into  particulars, 
than  to  prove  that  our  establishments  now 
cost  within  a  trifle  of  fourteen  millions 
a-year,  while,  at  the  end  of  (he  last  peace 
they  cost  no  more  than  about  4,200,000/. 
Why  should  they  cost  more  now  thaa 
then  ?  Is  there  any  reason  for  it  ?  Is  the 
late  successful  war  a  good  reason  for  it? 
Is  your  abundant  harvest  of  glory  a  good 
reason  for  it  ?  Is  your  having  Colonies  a 
good  reason  for  it  ?  Were  your  Colonies 
a  gain  or  were  they  not?  •*  Yes — a  gain, 
to  be  sure,"  the  noble  Lord  will  say, 
"  we  gained  dominion."  Dominion!  did 
we  gain  wealth  as  well  as  dominion? 
Strange,  that  we  should  grow  poor  by  hav- 
ing gained  wealth ;  but  this  fact  let  me 
state,  for  the  information  of  the  House, 
that  we  expend  more  upon  Canada,  in 
English  money,  every  year,  than  the  total 
amount  of  goods  exported  to  that  colony. 
Thus,  such  colonies  are  no  gain.  If  we 
have  won  anything,  we  have  won  a  loss. 
But,  besides  our  establishments,  what  have 
we  ?  Our  Civil  List  is  double  the  amount 
in  1792 — salaries  are  double  what  they 
were  in  1792.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  James  Graham)  knows,  that 
113  Privy  Councillors  cost  the  comUy  no 
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less  a  sum  than  650,000/. — that  peDsions 
are  far  greater  than  in  1792,  and  that 
many  of  them  have  been  bestowed  in 
defiance  of  the  letter  of  the  law.  We 
pay  51,000/.  to  the  retired, clerks  of  the 
War-office  alone.  Last  year  4 1 ,000/.  was 
expended  for  Secret  Service-money;  after 
eighteen  years  of  peace,  that  sum  was  paid 
for  spies  and  informers.  We  have  an  army, 
a  militia,  a  yeomanry  cavalry,  a  police  for 
the  great  towns;  yet  still  41,000/.  was 
wanted  for  spies  and  informers.-  This 
money  was  so  secretly  expended,  that  no 
account  is  to  be  rendered,  and  the  man 
who  pays  it  is  not  permitted  to  name  the 
items  to  his  colleague.  We  call  ourselves 
the  guardians  of  the  public  purse,  and  we 
prove  ourselves  pretty  guardians  truly, 
if  we  allow  people  to  dip  their  hands 
into  it  whenever  they  like,  and  to 
take  out  whatever  they  like.  If  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Wilts  be  sincere  in 
his  wish  that  the  poor  man  should  have 
his  pint  of  wholesome  beer,  and  not  be 
compelled  to  drink  water,  why  does  he  not 
vote  for  saving  this  41,000/.?  After  all, 
the  point  for  us  to  decide  upon  is,  whether 
the  money  cannot  be  saved  ?  ''Oh,  no,'' 
say  some  hon.  Gentlemen,  ''we  cannot 
save  it  without  a  breach  of.  ^he  national 
faith."  I  have  often  wondered  when  I  have 
heard  country  gentlemen — ay,  and  officers 
of  state — talk  in  this  way  of  the  necessity 
of  preserving  national  faith,  that  they  did 
not  think  of  it  before.  Do  they  re- 
member, that  there  was  a  certain  measure 
in  the  year  1819,  which  doubled  the 
amount  of  the  debt  ?  Yet  then  we  were 
under  the  guidance  of  first-rate  oracle 
Ricardo,  and  second-rate  oracle  Hus- 
kisson  —  the  Orpheus  and  Amphion  of 
the  day,  who,  as  an  hon.  Member  said, 
charmed  the  House  by  the  music  of  their 
speech.  They  felt  no  scruple  in  breaking 
faith  with  all  the  rest  of  the  nation.  At 
last  it  was  discovered,  that  it  was  impossi- 
ble to  do  justice^  in  this  respect ;  and  here 
is  what  land-owners  ought  to  attend  to. 
Justice  ought  to  be  done  between  them 
and  the  people ;  but  you  never  will  pre- 
vail upon  those  who  live  by  the  taxes  to  do 
justice  to  those  who  do  not  live  by  the 
taxes.  Those  who  live  by  the  taxes 
govern  the  affairs  of  the  nation  :  they 
fatten  upon  the  taxes,  and  therefore  they 
ruin  all  those  who  receive  nothing  out  of 
the  taxes,  and  first  or  last  ruin  themselves 
too.  There  is  not  at  this  moment  a  gentle- 
man in  England  of  moderate  fortune, 
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and  who  has  a  considerable  family,  who 
does  not  look  round  with  sorrow  at  the 
number  of  children  for  whom  he  has  to 
provide,  in  order  that  they  may  live  in  the 
same  style  as  that  to  which  he  has  himself 
been  accustomed.  Therefore  it  is,  thai  we 
go  on  and  on,  and  in  every  direction  are 
eaten  up  with  usury,  and  this,  too,  in 
consequence  of  a  degree  of  infatuation  such 
as  never  before  afflicted  mortal  man.  But, 
in  conclusion,  let  me  observe,  that  it  is 
upon  the  character  of  the  House  that  we 
are  now  to  decide.  We  may  amuse  our- 
selves with  the  idea  that  what  we  do  may 
be  undone ;  we  may  fancy  that  we  are 
unseen  ;  but  the  truth  is,  that  the  eyes  of 
the  whole  nation  are  upon  us.  Last 
Saturday  night  the  bells  in  Berkshire  and 
Surrey  were  set  ringing  for  joy  at  the 
repeal  of  the  Malt-tax.  Judge  how  the 
feelings  of  the  people  will  be  disappointed 
and  depressed  when  they  find  that  they 
have  been  deceived.  This  too,  by  whom? 
By  a  Reformed  House  of  Commons,  after 
having  sat  for  three  months  without  making 
the  slightest  effort  to  relieve  -them.  The 
Minister  having  produced  his  Budget, 
which  not  only  gave  no  relief,  but  showed 
that  no  relief  would  be  given,  on  Friday 
last  the  House  of  Commons — the  Re- 
formed House  of  Commons — took  off  half 
the  Malt-tax,  and  that  determination  the 
people  hailed  with  joy.  Are  you  prepared 
to  say,  that  to-morrow  shall  carry  to  your 
constituents  the  news  that  on  Tuesday 
you  rescinded  the  resolution  which  on 
Friday  you  had  without  qualification 
adopted  ?  Talk  of  nominee  Parliaments, 
what  nominee  Parliament  ever  did  any- 
thing half  so  bad  ?  What  could  a 
nominee  Parliament  do  more  than  be  the 
lacqueys  of  the  Ministers?  A  Reformed 
Parliament  takes  on  Friday  the  first  step 
towards  a  removal  of  the  burdens  of  the 
people,  and  on  Tuesday  the  Members  of 
that  Reformed  Parliament  are  whipped  in 
to  do  the  behests  of  a  Ministry  which 
proved  itself  opposed  to  all  reductions. 
Since  your  election  you  have  been  breath- 
ing an  atmosphere  in  which  men  were 
accustomed  to  eat  their  words,  and  the 
successors  of  the  old  nominee  Parliament 
evince  as  strong  an  appetite  for  tliat 
species  of  food  as  any  of  its  predecessors. 
What  confidence  can  the  people  have  in 
men  who  so  depart  from  every  pledge 
given  to  a  body  of  constituents?  Yes, 
the  people  will,  if  you  rescind  the  best  vote 
you  ever  gave,  withdraw  from  you  all  con- 
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fideacG ;  and  uoless  Parliament  possesies 
the  confidence  of  the  people,  I  cannot  an- 
ticipate any  but  the  most  fatal  reftuhs.  A 
Noble  Lord,  on  the  other  side»  has  told 
the  House,  that  unless  they  agreed  to  the 
proposition  that  he  this  night  moved,  he 
would  resign;  at  which  the  House  falls 
into  a  fit  of  the  utmost  consternation. 
Like  naughty  children  whom  a  mother 
might  lock  up  in  a  dark  room,  they  cried 
out,  **  Oh  !  Do  not  leave  us  mammy# — 
mammy,  do  not  leave  us."  A  senator  of 
old  quitted  the  senate  house,  saying  that 
the  same  fire  which  destroyed  him  would 
likewise  consume  those  whom  ha  left 
behind.  I  do  not  say,  that  the  noble  Lord 
aays  any  thing  of  the  sort — no,  no ;  God 
forbid  that  I  should  ever  insinuate  any- 
thing of  that  kind ;  but,  to  repeat  the 
question  that  I  put  before — how  can  you 
ever  again  look  your  constituents  in  the 
face  after  rescinding  the  vote  of  Friday 
night — not  that  much  importance  lies  in 
the  vote  itself,  but  in  the  degree  in  whieh 
it  may  affect  the  character  of  the  House 
itself,  and  the  degree  in  which  it  will 
diminish  the  confidence  of  the  people  in 
their  Representatives.  The  annihilation 
of  that  confidence  will  be  nothing  less  than 
the  destruction  of  that  Constitution  which 
has  long  been  the  object  of  our  own 
pride,  and  the  admiration  of  the  world. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  admitted,  that  if  that 
House  were  to  forfeit  its  character  and 
dignity,  it  would  greatly  injure  the  Con- 
stitution ;  but  the  question  was,  would  they 
do  so  by  the  course  now  proposed  by  his 
noble  friend  ?  He  had  heard  many  fine 
phrases  and  illustrations  borrowed  from 
Roman  and  English  history,  but  they 
were  intended  to  draw  them  away  from 
the  real  question  before  the  House,  and 
had  no  reference  whatever  to  its  character 
and  dignity.  What  was  it  they  were  now 
called  upon  to  do  by  the  resolution  of  his 
noble  friend — to  repeal  any  law  ? — No ; 
though  there  had  been  instances  of  the 
Parliament  repealing  a  law  passed  in  the 
same  session ; — to  throw  out  a  Bill  which 
had  been  brought  in,  or  to  rescind  a 
motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  ? — No- 
thing of  the  kind.  What,  then,  was  the 
fact?  Why,  that  a  notice  of  motion, 
which  stood  after  two  others  that  were 
expected  to  take  a  long  time,  but  which 
had  been  given  up,  was  brought  forward, 
contrary  to  the  general  expectation,  and 
had  been  carried  by  a  very  small  majority, 
and   this  resolution^  carried  under  such 


circumstaneea,  was  to  be  considered  as 
irrevocable  as  the  laws  of  the  Medea  and 
Persians.  But  woald  not  hon.  Memben 
see,  that  the  dignity  and  character  of  the 
House  were  already  pledged  to  other 
Motions?  Had  not  resolutions  beeo 
passed,  and  hills  brought  in  foonded  opoo 
them,  to  relieve  the  country  from  taia- 
tion ;  and  were  these  all  to  give  way  to  a 
simple  resolution,  carried  under  the  cir- 
ourastances  to  which  be  bad  alluded? 
What  would  those  parties  say,  to  whom 
relief  was  intended  to  be  given  1  What 
would  the  soap-manufacUtrers  add  the 
cotton-msnufaoturers,  and  those  who  were 
to  be  partially  relieved  from  the  Hooie  and 
Window-tax,  say  of  the  character  and 
dignity  of  Parliament,  if  the  reaolntioe  of 
Friday  were  to  be  allowed  to  nullify  the 
measures  intended  for  their  relief?  What 
would  become  of  the  dignity  of  that 
House  if  they  ware  to  reacind  the  vote  to 
which  the  House  came  on  the  26th  of 
March  ?  On  that  occasion  a  motion  wu 
made  for  an  enquiry  into  the  operation  of 
the  Assessed-taxea,  fartienlarly  the  Hoaae 
and  Window«taxes»  with  a  view  ta  the 
Aubstittttton  of  an  equitable  tax  on  pro* 
party.  Why,  it  was  abaurd  to  aay,  that 
they  were  not  as  much  bound  to  maintain 
the  one  as  the  other.  If  they  were  bound 
to  adhere  to  the  resolution  of  Friday,  were 
they  not  equally  bound  to  maintain  the 
decision  of  the  26th  of  March  7  But  why, 
he  would  ask,  on  principle,  should  they 
repeal  the  whole  of  the  Malt«tax  for  the 
benefit  of  the  landed  interest,  and  refuse 
to  the  population  of  the  towns  the  repeal 
of  the  House  and  Window-Ux  ?  Was  it 
possible  to  take  off  both,  which  amounted 
to  about  6,000,0002.?  [Some  Memben 
here  observed  that  it  was  only  5,000,000/. 
others  that  it  was  not  more  than 
4»900,000/.]  Be  the  amount  5,000^000/, 
or  6,000,000/.,  what  was  the  aubatitute 
for  it  but  a  PropertyUx?  And  the 
resolution  in  the  hands  of  the  Chair  said 
no  more  than  that  it  was  inexpedient  to 
propose  such  a  tax  in  the  midst  of  a 
session.  It  was  an  easy  thing  to  talk  of  a 
Property-tax,  but  the  imposition  of  that 
tax  so  that  it  should  operate  equally,  and 
the  machinery  for  carrying  it  into  bene* 
ficial  effect  were  matters  of  the  utosost 
difficulty,  even  supposing  it  was  open  to 
no  objection  whatever  of  any  other  kind. 
He  confessed  it  did  excite  in  his  mind  ihe 
utmost  surprise  to  find  two  hon*  Mem- 
bers   representing  the    city   of   London 


808 


House  tt9id 


{Apail  30} 


Windanf  TiUtit. 


806 


tdvocfttiiig  the  imposition  of  aProperty-tax, 
for  their  conduct  amounted  to  nothing  less. 
In  the  year  1816,  a  Petition  was  presented 
from  a  very  worshipful  body  in  that  city, 
in  which  the  petitioners  set  forth  the 
abhorrence  with  which  they  regarded  a 
Property-tax,  as  well  with  respect  to  its 
principles  as  to  the  mode  of  its  operation, 
as  being  yexatious  and  oppressive,  and  as 
tending  to  maintain  an  odious,  arbitrary, 
and  most  detestable  inquisition  into  the 
most  private  circumstances  of  individuals 
-—hostile  to  every  sense  of  freedom  which 
the  people  of  this  country  entertained, 
and  repugnant  to  the  principles  of  the 
British  Constitution.  So  abhorrent  to  the 
sentiments  of  the  citizens  of  London  was 
that  tax,  that  they  would  not  hear  of  a 
reduction  of  it  even  to  the  extent  of  five 
per  cent.  He  had  no  doubt  the  citizens 
of  London  were  now  as  averse  from  taxa- 
tion ,as  they  had  ever  been.  Let  those 
who  so  strenuously  opposed  the  Malt-duty 
and  the  Assessed-taxes  beware  lest  they 
brought  upon  themselves  something  worse. 
Had  they  lost  all  recollection  of  the  fable 
of  King  Stork  ^nd  King  Log  ?  Let  them 
beware  how  they  inflicted  hastily,  incon- 
siderately, and  without  deliberation,  any- 
thing so  formidable  as  a  Property-tax. 
Those  who  were  so  anxious  for  the 
character  and  dignity  of  the  House,  would 
do  well  to  look  carefully  lest  they  might 
compromise  infinitely  more  by  legislation 
without  inquiry  than  by  adopting  the  plan 
of  the  Government — a  Government  which, 
he  might  be  permitted  to  say,  had  repealed 
not  less  than  three  millions  of  taxes  in 
two  years.  They  proposed  now  to  pro- 
ceed at  the  same  rate,  and  for  his  part  he 
had  no  difiScnlty  in  expressing  a  full  con- 
viction that  no  plan  of  a  practicable  kind 
could  be  proposed  for  absolutely  getting 
rid  of  taxes — all  that  could  be  done  in  the 
way  of  further  change  must  be  in  the 
nature  of  commutation.  It  was,  as  he 
thought,  perfectly  vain  to  talk  of  taking 
off  taxes,  until  they  first  showed  how  the 
necessary  reductions  were  to  be  efiected — 
let  them  economise  first,  and  point  out  the 
extent  of  reduced  taxation  afterwards,  but 
not  before.  On  the  subject  of  the 
Window-tax,  he  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  a  matter  of  some 
importance,  having  reference  to  a  mis- 
apprehension which  had  gone  abroad  of 
what  had  fallen  from  his  noble  friend,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  What  his 
noble  friend  proposed  was,   that   shop- 


keepers claiming  exemptions  as  such  from 
the  Window-tax,  according  to  the  scale 
that  he  laid  down,  should,  in  consequence 
thereof  be  relieved  from  one-half  of  their 
House-tax.  Now,  that  he  conceived  to  be 
a  great  boon  to  them,  and  he  was  the 
more  anxious  to  advert  to  the  subject  from 
the  circumstance  of  his  noble  friend's 
statement  on  the  subject  having  been 
misunderstood.  There  was  another  topic 
to  which  he  desired  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  before  he  proceeded  further, 
he  alluded  to  the  great  outcry  which  had 
been  raised  respecting  the  operation  of  the 
Window-tax,  in  its  effects  on  the  poor  as 
compared  with  the  rich.  He  would  read 
to  the  House  a  document  which  he  had 
compiled  on  this  subject,  which  would  set 
it  in  a  clearer  light.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  accordingly  read  the  following 
statement  :— 

Number  of  Inhabited  Houtes  in  Great  Britain 

1831. 


England 

Wales 

Scotland 


... 


..• 


...    2,323,141 
...       153,698 
369,340 


••• 


2,846,179 
Number  charged   to  the  Inhabited 

Housctax  (or  little  more  than  1-7).  430,617 

Free  from  Hoose-tax        ...            ...  2,415,562 

Number  charged  to  Windoir-taK  (little 

more  than  1-7)           ...             •••  377,471 

Number  exempt  from  Window-tax  •••  2,468,708 

*  Inhabited  Bouse  Duty. 

Total  number  charged  to  Inhabited  House-duty 
in  Great  Britain. 
£       £  Rate.  No. 

From  10  to  20  ...  la.  6<f.  ...  215,233 
20  to  40  ...  2«.  3tf.  ...  131,676 
40  upwards  ...    2tA0d.    ...        83,708 

430,617 
Number  not  charged  to  House  duty  •••  2,415,562 

Number  of  Houses  charged  to  fFindow  Ta9 
in  Great  Britain. 

Total,  including  3,685  chambers  at  Inna 
of  court  and  colleges        ...  ...     377>471 

3,685 


Houses  and  number  of  windows     ...     373,786 
From     8  to   49    ...      36,918 

50  to   99         4,891 

100  to  149       687 

150  and  upwards 290 


Add  chambers 


5,868 


••• 


3,685 


Total  houses  charged  to  Window-tax ...     377|47 1 
Number  of  houses  not  charged  ...  2,468,708 

Total  number  of  houses        2,846,179 

Looking  at  the  number  of  houses  exempt 
fipom  the  Window-tax^  he  saw  it  was  most 
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untrue  to  affirm,  that  that  tax  pressed  with 
undue  severity  upon  the  poor.     When  it 
was  seen  that  there  were,  in  Great  Britain, 
430,000  assessed,  and  there  were  as  many 
as  2,41 5,000  not  charged,  how  could  it  he 
said,  that  that  tax  pressed  on  the  poor? 
He  would  holdly  deny,  that  its  removal 
would  he  a  relief  to  them.     It  would  he 
no  such  thing,  hut  the  direct  reverse.     It 
was  contrary  to  every  principle  of  justice, 
that  houses  should  he  rated  according  to 
what  they  cost,  and  not  according  to  what 
they  were  worth.     Should  one  man  be 
made  to  pay  for  the  vanity  and  folly  of 
another,  who,  perhaps,  by  that  vanity  and 
folly,  deprived  him  of  the  means  of  defray- 
ing such  unfair  tax?     No,  the  obviously 
equitable  mode  of  proceeding  was,  to  charge 
upon  the  actual  value  in  the  market.    It 
had  been  broadly  asserted,  that  the  most 
gross  inequality  prevailed  with  regard  to 
the  chai^  made  upon  some  of  the  houses 
of  those  who  were  called  the  "  Aristocracy" 
—a  term  which  he  altogether  disclaimed. 
He  would  tell  them  an  anecdote  which  i 
might  be  considered   to  bear  upon  that 
point.    •  There    was    Knowle-park,  with 
which  most  of  them  were  acquainted — ^that 
was  rated  at  100/.  a-year ;  it  was  thought 
unjust  that  the  Duke  of  Dorset  should  pay 
so  little  for  such  a  dwelling,  and  so  thought 
the  taxing  officer,  but  he  proceeded  cau- 
tiously—those officers  were  cautious  in 
their  generation.     He  raised  the  valuation 
to  120/.,  and  that  valuation  was  appealed 
against,  when  it  was  instantly  reduced  to 
its  origind  amount  of  100/.,  for  it  was  con- 
sidered that  the  expense  of  keeping  such  a 
place  in  repair,. and  maintaining  it  in  such 
a  condition  as  any  person  residing  there 
must  maintain,  would  so  reduce  its  value, 
that  it  could  not  be  worth  more  than  the 
sum  at  which  it  was  originally  valued ;  and 
it  was  considered,  too,  that  if  brought  into 
the  market,  it  would  fetch  no  more — it  was 
even  doubtful  if  it  would  fetch  so  much. 
That  which  was  true  of  Knowle  was  equally 
true  of  other  places.     Those  who  spoke  in 
these  strains  respecting  the  country-houses 
of   the  wealthier  classes    overlooked  the 
valuation  of   town    houses.      He   would 
trouble  the  House  with  a  short  list. 


I  Then,  as  a  proof  that  the  Windowltax  did 
not  operate  for  the  exduave  benefit  of  the 
rich,  and  to  the  manifest  disadvantage  of 
the  poor,  he  would  just  show,  from  another 
return,  the  exact  state  of  the  case.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the  following 
document : — 


Amount  assessed  to  the  fPtndow  Duty  on  the 
undermentioned  Houses,  for  the  year  1828, 
ending  1829. 


No.  of 

Windows. 


Harewood-house  • 
Lowther-castle.... 

Stowe    

ChatSMTorth  

Petworth  

Eaton-hall    

Longleat 

Went  worth-house . . . 

Woburn-abbey 

Blenheim 


Totol 


168 
180 
261 
280 
350 
365 
453 
460 
511 
722 


Doty  paid 

at 

preient 

Scale. 


42  17  9 
46  n  3 
52  12  9 
1  3 


3,820 


54 
59 
60 
67 
69 
71 


63 
8  9 

0  9 

1  3 
79 


Doty  whidi 

woirid  be 

p^aUe  at 

the  Kate 

dinrgeable 

oaio 
Windowm. 


17  10  p 
15 
3 


90  19  3 


614  7  0 


18 

27 
29 
36 
38 

47 
50 
53 
81 


3 
9 
0 
3 
0 
4 
8 


0 
9 

4 
2 
5 
9 
0 
9 
4 
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Wiadowi. 

8 
10 
20 
30 
40 
50 
100 
150 


••• 


Present  Scale. 

Per  Window. 
s,    d. 
2    0( 
2    9ji 

^    I* 

6  eii 

7  H 

6  10} 
5  10} 
5    5  1-50 


••• 


••• 


••• 


••• 


•*. 


••• 


ToCaL 

•£*. 

0  16 

1  8 
5  12 
9  16 

14  18 
17  5 
29  8 
40  12 


6 
0 
3 
3 
9 
0 
6 
9 


If  the  scale  chargeahle  on  eight  windows 
were  applied  to  the  higher  classes  of  houses, 
the  results  would  be  as  follows : — 


Windows.         .Under  Scale  of 


40 

50 

100 

150 


2 
2 
2 
2 


d. 

1 

1 

I 

1 


••• 


••* 


••• 


Exona  paid 
preiral  Scric 

£  #.  d. 

4  3  4 

5  4  2 
10  8  4 
15  12  6 


•  a. 


•  .* 


... 


Devonshire  Mouse 

Northumberland  do. 

Stafford 

Hertford  ••• 

Chesterfield 

Lansdown 

Apsley 

The  House  of  the  hon.  member  for  Essex . . . 

l«7orfolk  House 
Burlington 


•t* 


..• 


.*• 


••• 


•  •V 


...  of2,500 

...      1,500 

...     3,900 

...      1,500 

...     2,000 

...      1,650 

1,850 

1,320 

1.000 

1,300 


For  Window-tax,  therefore,  Haiewood- 
house  paid  42^  17*.  9d>,  whereas,  if  it 
were  charged  at  the  same  rate  as  the  10/. 
houses  in  its  neighhourliood,  it  would  pay 
but  17/.  10*.  Again,  Lowther-castle  paid 
46/.  1  Is.  3d.,  while,  if  rated  as  small  places, 
the  sum  would  be  only  18/.  15*.  Wobum- 
abbeyhad  .511  windows,  and  paid  7li7*-  9<(-f 
according  to  the  present  scale;  but,  if  it 
was  rat^  according  to  the  10/.  houses,  it 
would  not  pay  more  than  5SL  4*.  9^. 
[Question].  He  considered  he  was  strictly 
speaking  to  the  question,  because  those  cal* 
culatioDS  went  to  show  that,  with  rapeci 
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to  the  Window.tax^  the  poor  were  not, 
treated  unjustly^  and  the  wealthy  were  not 
favoured.  He  denied  the  statements  of 
hon.  Members  who  maintained  a  contrary 
opinion.  He  had  one  word  to  say  upon 
the  reduction  of  the  Malt-duty>  which  was 
pressed  upon  them.  He  would  admits  that 
every  tax  was  an  evil ;  but  it  was  an  evil^ 
like  physic^  which  was  sometimes  necessary 
to  restore  health — as  taxes  were  necessary 
for  the  stability  of  a  nation.  With  respect 
to  taxes^  all  that  could  be  done  would  be 
to  choose  between  two  evils.  When  the 
Government  was  pressed  for  the  reduction 
of  the  Malt-dutyy  those  who  pressed  for  it 
did  not  show  much  discernment  as  to  the 
choice  of  evils.  He  would  show,  that 
within  a  very  few  years  that  tax  had  been 
considerably  reduced.  In  1804,  the  tax 
on  malt  was  34^.  8(2. ;  in  1820,  it  was  28^. ; 
in  1822,  it  was  20^.  Sd. ;  which,  together 
with  a  tax  upon  beer,  amounted  to  52^.  7d> 
Now,  as  the  tax  on  malt  was  at  present 
but  20^.  Sd.,  and  the  Beer-tax  was  taken 
off,  there  had  been  consequently  a  reduction 
with  respect  to  this  tax  of  31s»  lid.  It 
was  not,  therefore,  very  wise  to  pitch  upon 
that  tax  as  one  that  should  be  further  re- 
duced. Hon.  Grentlemen  had  asked,  in  a 
menacing  manner,  how  the  country  would 
feel  if  the  House  rescinded  the  vote  of 
Friday  night  last.  He  had  confidence  in 
the  good  sense  of  the  country,  and  he  was 
sure,  that  if  the  House  fearlessly  and  honestly 
did  its  duty,  it  would  be  applauded  by  the 
country.  The  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
spoken  amused  them  with  allusions  to  nur- 
sery tales,  and  to  ringing  of  bells  in  Berk- 
shire, when  the  announcement  of  taking 
off  the  Malt-duty  was  learned.  That  sign 
of  rejoicing  might  have  been  made ;  but 
was  there  no  ringing  of  bells  at  Manchester 
and  Oldham  when  it  was  announced  that 
the  Cotton-duty  was  taken  off?  The  same 
hon.  Gentleman  sneered  at,  and  seemed  to 
undervalue,  everything  like  national  honour 
and  national  faith,  for  if  he  loved  national 
faith,  he  would  have  taken  a  proper  course 
to  relieve  the  nation  of  its  burthens  with- 
out making  it  violate  its  faith.  Now,  he 
would  suppose,  that  the  Resolution  of  the 
other  night  was  adopted,  and  that  both  the 
Malt-tax  and  Assessed  Taxes  were  all  re- 
pealed ;  was  there  any  hon.  Member  of  that 
House  who  could  put  his  hand  on  his  bosom 
and  sincerely  declare,  that  it  was  his  opinion 
that  a  Property-tax — the  necessary  alterna- 
tive— would  be  carried  [Hear  I]  ?  He 
asked,  was  it  likely  that  hon.  Members 

\yould  be  pleased  with  seeing  tea  per  cent 


levied  by  way  of  tax  on  property  ^  If  that 
House  wished  to  see  public  engagements 
performed,  let  them  fiAt  propose  a  Pro^ 
perty-tax  to  meet  those  engagements,  and 
then  repeal  the  taxes  in  question ;  but,  be- 
fore they  had  laid  on  the  former,  they  could 
not  honourably  do  away  with  the  latter. 
Public  engagements  should  be  kept  as  well 
as  private  ones,  and  there  was  no  honest 
man  who  had  a  debt  to  pay,  and  held  in 
hand  a  sum  wherewith  to  discharge  it, 
would  part  with  that  sum,  and  depend  on 
contingencies.  Every  honest  man  would 
understand  M^hat  he  was  now  saying. 
Again,  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham  said, 
that  the  present  was  a  Reformed  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  it  ought  not  to  be  swayed 
by  the  dictates  of  a  Minister.  If  ever  there 
was  a  Minister  not  likely  to  dictate  to  a 
Parliament,  his  noble  friend  was  the  per- 
son. Of  all  the  Ministers  he  ever  knew, 
his  noble  friend  was  the  most  likely  to  make 
a  mighty  bad  dictator.  But  was  it  dictat- 
ing to  a  Parliament — ^was  it  in  any  way 
swaying  or  controlling  it,  to  call  upon  it  to 
exercise  calmly  its  judgment?  The  per- 
sons who  were  represented  in  that  House 
did  not  expect  that  a  Reformed  Parliament 
would  submit  to  the  dictation  of  Ministers ; 
and  it  would  be  highly  presumptuous  in 
any  Ministers  to  attempt  dictating  to  it ; 
but  those  persons  expected  that  the  Mem- 
bers of  a  Reformed  Parliament  would  listen 
to  sound  argument  and  exercise  their  judg- 
ment, and  not  adopt  the  delusive  plans 
pointed  out  by  those  who  ought  to  know 
better  than  to  propose  them.  It  was  foi 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  contrast  the  arguments 
and  objections  of  all  parlies — to  weigh  them 
well — and  not  vote  inconsiderately,  lest  they 
might  be  very  properly  accused  of  making 
a  scramble  for  that  sort  of  taxation  which 
would  least  affect,  or  more  benefit,  them- 
selves. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded, by  calling  upon  hon.  Members  to 
consider  the  best  method  of  honestly  reliev- 
ing the  country  from  its  burthens,  and  not 
whilst  they  were,  on  one  hand,  scrambling 
for  a  tax  beneficial  to  themselves,  scramble 
also  for  an  out-of-door  popularity,  and  the 
favour  of  constituents.  Let  them  act  as 
became  them,  and  they  would  meet  with 
their  reward. 

An  Hon.  Member  said,  he  was  anxious 
to  explain,  as  early  as  possible,  his  vote  of 
the  other  night,  and  to  declare  now  that, 
notwithstandmg  that  vote,  he  was  inclined 
to  support  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord.  He  would  tell  iion.  Members^  that 
he  considered  he  was  doing  his  duty,  as  a 
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Member  of  a  deliberative  aflsembly,  when 
he  said,  that  his  vote  on  Friday  night  last, 
for  a  reduction  of  the  Malt-duty,  was  be^ 
cause  he  thou^t  that  reduction  would  do 
good  to  the  country,  and  that  the  vote  he 
intended  to  give  that  nisht  for  the  noble 
Lord's  Amendment  was  because  he  consi- 
dered, that  if  the  reduction  of  that  dutv 
was  pressed,  it  would  force  Ministers  to 
adopt  what  they  thought  they  ought  not 
to  adopt,  or  to  resign,  and,  consequently, 
injure  the  true  interests  of  tlie  country. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  he  would  trespass  on 
the  attention  of  the  House  but  for  a  very 
few  moments.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Oldham,  that  it  was  very  im- 
politic to  argue  one  great  question  against 
another;  and,  at  the  same  time,  he  ad- 
mitted, that,  as  some  hon.  Members  were 
sent  to  that  House  to  represent  particular 
interests,  they  could  not  well  declme  repre- 
senting them.  When  he  was  asked  to  vote 
for  a  Property-tax,  he  distinctly  understood 
that  he  was  asked  to  vote  for  an  Income- 
tax  \Cr%e9  of  "No,  nol"^'  Some  hon. 
Members  near  him  might  exdium  no,  no ; 
but  he  defied  them  to  prove,  that  a  Pro- 
perty-tax would  not  be  an  Income-tax. 
To  such  a  tax  he  had  a  great  objection, 
which  he  would  state  to  the  House.  That 
olnection  was,  that  an  Income-tax  would 
subject  every  man's  private  transactions  to 
the  investigation  of  Commissioners;  that 
the  honest  man's  dealings  would  be  unne- 
cessarily exposed,  whilst  the  dishonest  man 
would  be  enabled  to  evade  the  tax,  and 
lead  the  Commissioners  astray.  Witli  re- 
spect to  the  Malt-tax,  he  would  not  hesitate 
to  say,  that  it  was  too  high,  and  that  he 
was  ready  to  take  off  a  moiety  of  it,  and 
supply  that  mmety  by  a  tax  on  beer.  The 
revival  of  the  tax  of  5^ .  per  barrd  on  beer 
would  make  up  ^at  moiety,  and  he  would  f 
advise  the  Beer-tax  to  be  revived  before 
they  reduced  the  tax  on  malt.  He  only 
said  what  he  really  believed  would  be  satis- 
factory  to  the  people,  and  benefidal  to  tibe 
country,  when  he  advised  the  revival  of  the 
fieer-tax,  and  a  reduction  of  one-half  die 
Malt4uty«  The  revival  of  the  former  tax, 
and  the  reduction  of  the  latter,  would  not 
raise  th^  price  of  beer  retailed  by  the  idiop- 
keeper,  but  would  make  inalt  Reaper,  and 
enable  the  poor  man  to  brew  his  own  beer. 
Farmers  would  be  benefitted  by  what  he 
proposed,  since  they  would  be  able  to  brew, 
at  a  mudi  lower  rate,  the  large  quantities 
of  beer  they  used  in  harvest  time,  and  there 
would  be  also  another  benefit  resulting  from 
the  propo0itkm^>i-iiaaidy,  (bat  it  would  go 


a  great  way  in  preventing  the  poor  from 
frequenting  beer-shops. 

Mr.  Serjeant  Spankie  was  understood  to 
say,  that  the  vote  of  Friday  niffht  last  had 
placei  the  Members  of  that  House  in  a 
situation  of  great  difficulty,  and  he  wished 
to  God  that  Ministers  hsd  had,  on  thai 
occasion,  the  assistance  of  the  eloquent 
speech  that  had  been  just  delivefed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  die  Treasury 
Bench.  If  Government  had  been  strength- 
ened on  that  night  by  the  aid  of  thoae  who 
ought  to  assist  them,  they  would  not  have 
met  with  so  signal  and  so  melancholy  a 
defeat.  He  never  recollected  to  have  lis- 
tened to  so  languid  a  debate  as  die  one  of 
that  night ;  it  seemed  to  be  a  match  be- 
tween the  Treasury  and  the  Country  Gen- 
tlemen, of  which  the  other  Members  of  the 
House  were  but  passive  spectators.  Though 
there  might  be  many  hon.  Members  for  a 
repeal  of  the  Malt^iuly,  there  were  many 
who  had  a  horror  of  a  Property  or  Income- 
tax,  and  he  confessed  himself  one  cf  the 
latter.  He  knew  not  what  to  say  of  the 
noble  Lord's  dexterity  in  proposing  the 
Amendment  before  the  House,  more  dian 
that  it  threatened  the  country  with  a  corse, 
and  was,  as  it  were,  giving  them  up  to  the 
wolf  when  they  were  menaced  widi  a  Pn>- 
perty-tax.  Now,  with  respect  to  that  tai^ 
however  ^dausible  it  seemcn,  whatever  ap- 
pearance of  equality  it  seemed  to  carry  %rith 
it,  it  was  like  all  projects  of  equality,  con- 
taining within  itself  die  same  germs  of  the 
disorder  of  society.  Thon^  he  was  well 
aware  of  the  evSs  of  an  Income-tax,  still 
he  would  acknowledge,  diat  some  refief 
ought  to  be  given  to  the  burthens  of  taxa- 
tion ;  and,  though  he  was  prepared  to  vote 
for  a  repeal  of  die  House  aad  Mladow 
taxes,  he  thought  noditng  short  of  insanity 
could  advise,  as  a  substitute  for  them,  an 
Income-tax.  The  nunds  of  die  people 
were  fixed  upon  the  House  and  Window 
taxes,  and  diey  were  led  to  believe,  that 
thdr  repeal  would  be  one  of  the  first  acts 
of  a  Reformed  Pariiament*  There  were 
several  heavy  taaces  which  pressed  upon  the 
metropolis,  and  were  the  came  of  maliBg 
trade  retrograde.  Those  taxes  did  not  pres 
on  the  10/.  householders  alone,  hot  on  per* 
sons  who  rented  large  houses,  and  were 
very  often  extremely  ^stressed  to  pay  diem* 
He  contended  that,  if  the  present  Govent* 
ment  was  to  be  accused  of  anything,  it  was 
of  its  weakness — general  weakness  pexvaded 
its  acts ;  even  the  Attorney  General  did  not 
seem  to  possess  sufficient  vigour  to  carry  on 
the  requasite  admixttstratkm  of  diehVi  and 
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in  hct  it  was  a  gcoenl  eomplaint,  thai 
everyiking  was  in  a  utalc  of  puuing  down. 
Ha  called  upon  Government  ta  act  with 
vif0Mr»  aad  npiaaa  that  agitation  which 
was  dincted  aff^ntt  it.  On  the  matter  of 
tho  Hauaa  und  Window^taic  muoh  excite* 
nent  prevailed  thnmi^out  the  metropolis. 
He  hdd  in  bis  h^nd  two  Petitions  on  that 
iuhjeet  from  the  inhabitants  of  the  populous 
bonNigh  he  had  the  bonoar  of  laprasenting. 
These  Petitioos  were  got  up  under  a  state 
of  great  excitemeot^  and  he  bad  done,  and 
would  still  continue  to  do,  all  he  could  to 
discouxage  that  excitement.  In  the  mean 
time  he  would  advise  Government  to  be 
prepared  to  meet  with  vigpour  the  dis« 
couragement  that  prevailed. 

Sir  /oAff  Tyrell  would  not  give  a  silent 
vote  on  the  present  ooca£ion>  and  would 
state  why  he  voted  for  the  reduction  of 
the  duty  on  malt  He  was  sorry,  however, 
that  he  could  not  learn,  from  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon*  and  learned  Serjeant, 
what  was  the  substitute  he  proposed  for  the 
Assessed  Taxes.  Why  he  nad  voted  for  a 
reduction  of  the  Malt-^x  was,  because  he 
considered  Ministers  had  not  given  a  due 
consideration  to  the  agricultural  interest, 
and  that  the  petitions  of  the  landholders 
had  not  met  at  their  hands  the  attention 
they  had  a  right  to  expect.  As  that  mea- 
sure, favourable  to  the  landed  interests, 
came  on  before  anything  was  projected  in 
their  favour,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  vote 
for  it  However,  In  saying  this,  he  would 
also  say,  that  he  went  the  whole  length 
with  those  who  thought  that  a  Property- 
tax  and  an  Income-tax  yreft  one  and  the 
same  thing,  and  would  be  measures  of  con- 
fiscation. Since  his  vote  for  the  reduction 
of  the  Malt-tax,  he  had  seen  his  consti- 
tuents, and  their  great  delight  at  that  re- 
duction could  not  be  mistaken.  Those 
constituents  were  not  Radicals  nor  Tories 
•—they  were  ignorant  of  any  party,  but 
they  received  with  pleasure  thle  vote  of 
Friday  night,  as  they  considered  it  bene- 
ficial to  the  country.  For  himself,  he  dia- 
claimed  tibe  imputation  of  msping  at,  or 
icramUing  for,  a  system  of  taxation  that 
would  be  of  aervioe  to  him.  He  was  ae- 
tuated  by  one  motive,  end  only  consulted 
the  good  of  the  agricultural  interests.  It 
was  Us  intention  to  vote  a^painst  the  pro- 
position of  the  boo.  Baronet  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Assessed  Taxes,  though,  at  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  like  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord. 

Sir  Bobrri  Peel  raae  to  state  shortly 

ihe  gtouadf  oa  which  he  ebouid  givo  htf 


vote.    Akhough  the  subject  opened  up  a 
discusaion  on  the  agncuiturat,  commercial, 
and  financial  policy  of  the  country,  he  should 
direct  his    attention  chiefly  to  fioancial 
considerations.    When  he  looked  at  the 
present  sta^e  of  our  finances,  and  at  the 
necessity  of  maintaining  public  credit — 
and  when  he  found,  after  reductions  in 
the  expenditure,  and  after  providing  for 
the  public  service,  there  only  remained  an 
available  sarplua  to  meet  every  possible 
conCingeocy  which  might  arise  of  500,000/; 
when  he  found  that  500,000/.  was  cal- 
culated on  a  small  increase  of  the  revenue 
of  last  year,  and  that  the  establishments 
of  the  present  year  were  but  little  lower 
than  those  of  the  last  year,  the  question 
he  had  to  consider  was,  how  could  further 
reductions  of  revenue  be  made  consist- 
eotly  with  keeping  faith  with  the  public 
creditor  ?     He  could  not  think  it  either 
expedient  or   just,    under  such  circum- 
stances,   to    repeal  5,000,000/.    of  ad- 
ditional   taxes.      It  was   true,  that  the 
repeal  of  the  House  and  Window-taxes 
was  not  necessarily  connected  with  the 
repeal  of  the  half  of  the  Malt-duty ;  but 
there  was  no  Gentleman  who  heard  hini 
who  would  not  admit,  that,  under  the  pre- 
sent circumstances,  there  was  practically 
such  a  connection,  and  that  if  they  repealed 
one  half  of  the  Malt-duty,  the  pressure  for 
the  repeal  of  the  House  and  Window- tax 
would  be  so  great  that  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  resist  it.  But  many  Gentlemen 
thought  the  repeal  of  the  half  only  of  tlie 
Malt-duty  would  be  unavailing.      They 
argued,  that  the  relief  would  be  partial 
and  incomplete ;  that  an  expensive  estab- 
lishment   for    collecting    the    remaining 
half  must  be  kept  up ;  that  the  inquisi- 
tion into   the  manufacturers'  processes, 
which  at  present  was  so  vexatious,  must 
be    preserved,    and,    therefore,    it    was 
said  it  would  be  better   to    repeal  the 
whole.    If  there  were  any  force  in  that 
argument,  the  whole  amount  of  the  taxes 
"to  be  repealed  was  not  6,800,000/.,  as  had 
been    stated  by  the    hon.    member  for 
Woit^ster,  bat    7,300,000/.    The    toUl 
amount  of  the  Malt-tax  last    year  was 
4,800,000/.;  the  amount  of  the  House 
and  Window-duty  was  2,500,000/. ;  and 
if  Uiey  repealed    both,  therefore,    that 
would  entail  areduction  of  the  revenue  of 
not  less  than  7,300,000/.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  make    reductions  in  every 
branch  of  the  public  lervicei  and  by  tbeeo 
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untrae  to  affirm,  that  that  tax  pressed  with 
undue  severity  upon  the  poor.  When  it 
was  seen  that  there  were,  in  Great  Britain^ 
430,000  assessed,  and  there  were  as  many 
as  2,415,000  not  charged,  how  could  it  he 
said,  that  that  tax  pressed  on  the  poor? 
He  would  holdly  deny,  that  its  removal 
would  he  a  relief  to  them.  It  would  he 
no  such  thing,  hut  the  direct  reverse.  It 
was  contrary  to  every  principle  of  justice, 
that  houses  should  be  rated  according  to 
what  they  cost,  and  not  according  to  what 
they  were  worth.  Should  one  man  be 
made  to  pay  for  the  vanity  and  folly  of 
another,  who,  perhaps,  by  that  vanity  and 
folly,  deprived  him  of  the  means  of  defray- 
ing such  unfair  tax?  No,  the  obviously 
equitable  mode  of  proceeding  was,  to  charge 
upon  the  actual  value  in  the  market.  It 
had  been  broadly  asserted,  that  the  most 
gross  inequality  prevailed  with  regard  to 
the  charge  made  upon  some  of  the  houses 
of  those  who  were  called  the  **  Aristocracy" 
— a  term  which  he  altogether  disclaimed. 
He  would  tell  them  an  anecdote  which 
might  be  considered  to  bear  upon  that 
point.  •  There  was  Knowle-park,  with 
which  most  of  them  were  acquainted-— that 
was  rated  at  100/.  a-year ;  it  was  thought 
unjust  that  the  Duke  of  Dorset  should  pay 
so  little  for  such  a  dwelling,  and  so  thought 
the  taxing  officer^  but  he  proceeded  cau- 
tiously—- those  officers  were  cautious  in 
their  generation.  He  raised  the  valuation 
to  120/.^. and  that  valuation  was  appealed 
against,  when  it  was  instantly  reduced  to 
its  original  amount  of  100/.,  for  it  was  con- 
sidered that  the  expense  of  keeping  such  a 
place  in  repair,. and  maintaining  it  in  such 
a  condition  as  any  person  reading  there 
must  maintain,  would  so  reduce  its  value, 
that  it  could  not  be  worth  more  than  the 
sum  at  which  it  was  originally  valued ;  and 
it  was  considered,  too,  that  if  brought  into 
the  market,  it  would  fetch  no  more — ^it  was 
even  doubtful  if  it  would  fetch  so  much. 
That  which  was  true  of  Knowle  was  equally 
true  of  other  places.  Those  who  spoke  in 
these  strains  respecting  the  country-houses 
of  the  wealthier  classes  overlooked  the 
valuation  of  town  houses.  He  would 
trouble  the  House  with  a  short  list. 

Devonshire  House 
Northumberland  do. 
Staflbrd  •■•  ••• 

Hertford  ...  ... 

Chesterfield        ...         •••         

Lansdowa  «.• 

Apsley  .«•        •••  ...  «.. 

The  HouRC  of  the  hon.  member  for  Essex. .. 

Norfolk  House 

BurlingUm 


.«• 


••• 


...  ^,500 

a*.  J  )WUV 

...       tSiSfUi/ 

...  I,fi00 
...  2»0()0 
...  ]»G50 
I.S;50 
K320 
1.000 
1,300 


'Then,  as  a  pR)of  that  the  WmdawJkas,  aid 
not  operate  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of  tiie 
rich,  and  to  the  manifest  disadTantage  of 
the  poor,  he  would  just  diow,  from  another 
return,  the  exact  state  of  the  caae.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the 
document: — 

Amount  (useaed  to  the  Window  Duty  om  the 
undermentwned  HouseSy  for  the  yemr  1828, 

ending  1829. 


— 

Ko.or 

Windows. 

Dn^inid 

at 

Scale. 

DatywUcfc 

WMidbc 

pqrmUeat 

flacKaie 

mio 

Harewood-house  ••• 

Lowther-castie 

Stowe    

ChatsHTorth  

168 
180 
261 
280 
350 
365 
453 
480 
511 
722 

£  s.  rf. 
42  17  9 

46  n  3 
52  12  9 
54    1  3 

59  6  3 

60  8  9 
67  0  9 
69  1  3 
71  7  9 
90  19  3 

17  10  0 

18  15  Q 

27  39 
29  34 
36  9S 
38     0  5 

Petworth  

Eaton-hall    

Longleat  .••. 

47  3  9 
50  0  0 
53     49 

81     8  4 

Wentworth-hottse. . . 

Wobam-abbey 

Blenheim 

Total 

3,820 

614    7  0 

398  18  6 

Present  Scale. 

MOWB. 

Per  Wiadow. 

ToiaL 

1 

g.    d. 

•£*. 

d. 

8 

•.• 

2    0( 

••• 

0  16 

6 

10 

••• 

2    94 

.■• 

1     8 

0 

20 

... 

5   7i 

••■ 

5  13 

3 

30 

... 

6    6| 

••• 

9  16 

3 

40 

... 

7    H 

.»• 

14  18 

9 

50 

..• 

6  lOf 

.  *• 

17    6 

0 

100 

•  •• 

5  lOf 

• 

29    8 

6 

150 

•.. 

5    5  1-50 

... 

40  12 

9 

If  the  scale  chargeahle  on  eight  windows 
were  applied  to  the  higher  classes  of  houses, 
the  results  would  he  as  follows : — 


Excenpaud  andcr 

Wiadom. 

Under  Scak  of 

prewnt  Scale. 

#.    d. 

£  #.    d. 

40 

■.«        2     I         ••■ 

4    3    4 

50 

.*.            2        1               »•• 

5    4    2 

100 

•..        2     1          ..• 

10    8    4 

150 

•••        2     1         ••• 

15  12    6 

For  Window-tax,  therefore,  Harcwood- 
house  paid  42/.  17*.  9d^  whereas,  if  it 
were  charged  at  the  same  rate  as  the  10/. 
houses  in  its  neighbourhood,  it  would  pay 
but  17/.  10^.  Again,  Lowther-castle  paid 
46/.  lis.  Sd.,  while,  if  rated  as  small  places, 
the  sum  would  be  only  18/.  15t.  Wobum- 
abbey  had  511  windows,  and  paidTl/.  7*.  9^, 
according  to  the  present  scale;  but,  if  it 
was  rated  according  to  the  10/.  houses,  it 
would  not  pay  more  than  53i.  4*.  flrf, 
[Question],  He  considered  he  was  strictly 
speaking  to  the  question,  because  those  cal* 
culatious  went  to  show  that,  with  respect 


800 


House  and 


{April  30} 


Window  Ta^es. 


«L0 


to  the  Window-tax^  the  poor  were  not. 
treated  unjustly,  and  the  wealthy  were  not 
favoured.  He  denied  the  statements  of 
hon.  Memhers  who  maintained  a  contrary 
opinion.  He  had  one  word  to  say  upon 
the  reduction  of  the  Malt^uty>  which  was 
pressed  upon  them.  He  would  admits  that 
every  tax  was  an  evil ;  hut  it  was  an  evil, 
like  phydc,  which  was  sometimes  necessary 
to  restore  health-— as  taxes  were  necessary 
for  the  stahility  of  a  nation.  With  respect 
to  taxes,  all  that  could  he  done  would  he 
to  choose  hetween  two  evils.  When  the 
Government  was  pressed  for  the  reduction 
of  the  Maltiluty,  those  who  pressed  for  it 
did  not  show  much  discernment  as  to  the 
choice  of  evils.  He  would  show,  that 
within  a  very  few  years  that  tax  had  heen 
considerahly  reduced.  In  1804^  the  tax 
on  malt  was  34^.  8d^ ;  in  1820,  it  was  28 j.  ; 
in  1822,  it  was  20^.  Sd.;  which,  together 
with  a  tax  upon  heer,  amounted  to  5Zs.  7d, 
Now,  as  the  tax  on  malt  was  at  present 
hut  20f.  Bd.,  and  the  Beer-tax  was  taken 
cff,  there  had  heen  consequently  a  reduction 
with  respect  to  this  tax  of  31^.  lid.  It 
was  not,  therefore,  very  wise  to  pitch  upon 
that  tax  as  one  that  should  be  further  re- 
duced. Hon.  Gentlemen  had  asked,  in  a 
menacing  manner,  how  the  country  would 
feel  if  the  House  rescinded  the  vote  of 
Friday  night  last.  He  had  confidence  in 
the  good  sense  of  the  country,  and  he  was 
sure,  that  if  the  House  fearlessly  and  honestly 
did  its  duty,  it  would  be  applauded  by  the 
country.  The  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
spoken  amused  them  with  allusions  to  nur- 
sery tales,  and  to  ringing  of  bells  in  Berk- 
shire, when  the  announcement  of  taking 
off  the  Malt-duty  was  learned.  That  sign 
of  rejoicing  might  have  been  made ;  but 
was  there  no  ringing  of  bells  at  Manchester 
and  Oldham  when  it  was  announced  that 
the  Cotton^uty  was  taken  off?  The  same 
hon.  Gentleman  sneered  at,  and  seemed  to 
undervalue,  everything  like  national  honour 
and  national  faith,  for  if  he  loved  national 
faith,  he  would  have  taken  a  proper  course 
to  relieve  the  nation  of  its  burthens  with- 
out making  it  violate  its  faith.  Now,  he 
would  suppose,  that  the  Resolution  of  the 
other  night  was  adopted,  and  that  both  the 
Malt-tax  and  Assessed  Taxes  were  all  re- 
pealed; was  there  any  hon.  Member  of  that 
House  who  could  put  his  hand  on  his  bosom 
and  sincerely  declare,  that  it  was  his  opinion 
that  a  Property-tax — the  necessary  alterna- 
tive— would  be  carried  [Hear!]>  He 
asked,  was  it  likely  that  hon.  Members 
\yould  be  (leased  with  seeing  tea  per  cent 


levied  by  way  of  tax  on  property  ^  If  that 
House  wished  to  sec  public  engagements 
performed,  let  them  fir^t  propose  a  Pro-^ 
perty-tax  to  meet  those  engagements,  and 
then  repeal  the  taxes  in  question ;  but,  be- 
fore they  had  laid  on  the  former,  they  could 
not  honourably  do  away  with  the  latter. 
Public  engagements  should  be  kept  as  well 
as  private  ones,  and  there  was  no  honest 
man  who  had  a  debt  to  pay,  and  held  in 
hand  a  sum  wherewith  to  discharge  it, 
would  part  with  that  sum,  and  depend  on 
contingencies.  Every  honest  man  would 
understand  what  he  was  now  saying. 
Again,  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham  said, 
that  the  present  was  a  Reformed  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  it  ought  not  to  be  swayed 
by  the  dictates  of  a  Minister.  If  ever  there 
was  a  Minister  not  likely  to  dictate  to  a 
Parliament,  his  noble  friend  was  the  per- 
son. Of  all  the  Ministers  he  ever  knew, 
his  noble  friend  was  the  most  likely  to  make 
a  mighty  bad  dictator.  But  was  it  dictat- 
ing to  a  Parliament — ^was  it  in  any  way 
swaying  or  controlling  it,  to  call  upon  it  to 
exercise  calmly  its  judgment?  The  per- 
sons who  were  represented  in  that  House 
did  not  expect  that  a  Reformed  Parliament 
would  submit  to  the  dictation  of  Ministers ; 
and  it  would  be  highly  presumptuous  in 
any  Ministers  to  attempt  dictating  to  it  j 
but  those  persons  expected  that  the  Mem- 
bers of  a  Reformed  Parliament  would  listen 
to  sound  argument  and  exercise  their  judg- 
ment, and  not  adopt  the  delusive  plans 
pointed  out  by  those  who  ought  to  know 
better  than  to  propose  them.  It  was  foi 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  contrast  the  arguments 
and  objections  of  all  parties — to  weigh  them 
well — and  not  vote  inconsiderately,  lest  they 
might  be  very  properly  accused  of  making 
a  scramble  for  that  sort  of  taxation  which 
would  least  affect,  or  more  benefit,  them- 
selves. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded, by  calling  upon  hon.  Members  to 
consider  the  best  method  of  honestly  reliev- 
ing the  country  from  its  burthens,  and  not 
whilst  they  were,  on  one  hand,  scrambling 
for  a  tax  beneficial  to  themselves,  scramble 
also  for  an  out-of-door  popularity,  and  the 
favour  of  constituents.  Let  them  act  as 
became  them,  and  they  would  meet  with 
their  reward. 

An  Hon,  Member  said,  he  was  anxious 
to  explain,  as  early  as  possible,  his  vote  of 
the  other  night,  and  to  declare  now  that, 
notwithstanding  that  vote,  he  was  inclined 
to  support  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord.  He  would  tell  4ion.  Members,  that 
he  considered  he  wa9  doing  his  duty,  as  a 
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He  wiskfid  to  see  an  Income*tax  io  Ire- 
laody  but  they  would  never  be  eo  uojutt 
as  Io  lelitve  Kngland  of  2,000,000i.  and 
impose  n  part  of  that  on  Ireland.  He 
implored  the  House  to  look  at  the  effect 
their  vote  was  likely  to  have  on  the  people, 
and  to  give  them  tnis  boon.  If  they  voted 
against  the  Repeal  of  the  House  and 
Wtndow-taK,  if  they  told  the  people  they 
were  to  have  no  diminution  of  their  bur- 
thens, they  would  shut  the  door  against 
hope,  and  bk!  them  be  content  wiUi  the 
present  miserable  budget. 

Sir  Samuel  Whalley  moved  theadjoam- 
ment  of  the  debate. 

Lord  Althorp  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  whether  it  would  be  fair  or  just 
to  press  his  Amendment,  considering  the 
situatKHi  in  which  bis  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  be  idaced,  if  the  House  did  not 
come  to  a  decision  on  this  point.  He  was 
well  aware  that  he  had  given  but  very 
short  notice  of  this  proposition  ;  but  the 
reason  was,  the  absolute  necessity  which 
presented  itself,  after  the  majority  of 
Friday  night,  that  a  final  decision  should 
be  come  to  as  soon  as  possible.  He, 
tlierefote,  trusted  that  the  hon.  Member 
would  suffer  the  House  to  go  to  a  division. 

Sir  Samuel  WhalUy  had  no  desire  to 
embarrass  Ministers ;  but  still  he  mast  say 
that  this  vital  qttestion**-*a  question  inti- 
mately involving  the  immediate  interests 
oi  a  million  and  a  half  of  people  in  one 
metropolis,  ought  to  have  the  most  mature 
consiaeration,  and  as  yet  he  bad  by  no 
means  heard  sufficient  discussion  on  the 
subject  [Uproar'^**  Oo  on,"]  He  would 
proc^,  then,  to  speak  to  the  question, 
since  that  appeared  to  be  the  wish  of  the 
House,  and  in  so  doing  he  would  not 
detain  the  House  long.  He  had  risen  for 
this  purpose  at  least  twenty  times;  and 
he  saw  many  Gentlemen  round  him  who 
were  equally  anxious  to  declare  their  sen- 
timents on  this  all-important  subject,  and 
this  had  been  his  sole  reason  for  wishing 
mora  tune  to  be  allowed  for  discussion. 
He  believed  that  if  he  had  been  preseut 
on  Friday  evening  he  should  have  given 
his  support  to  Ministers,  because  the 
Mait-tax  not  being,  in  his  opinion,  one  of 
those  taxes  which  pressed  most  heavily 
upon  the  people  io  general,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  it  would  be  more  eligible  to  do 
away  with  some  other  tax,  which  did  more 
immediately  press  upon  the  nation  at 
large.    The  real  question  at  issue  was, 

wMticr  tbe  Mein^oUs  wM  or  was  DO(to 


bear  the  very  large  portion  of  an 
ment,  from  which  most  other  places  weep, 
in  a  great  measure,  exempt*    In  putting 
the  question  thus,  he  was  Cur  from  eater- 
taintng  any  desire  thatthe'conntry  gsotle- 
men  should  be  catted  upon  to  bear  an 
unequal  share  of  the    pvblie  bvitheos. 
What  he  desired  to  see  was,  equality  of 
taxation  throughout  all  interests.    Several 
hon.  Members  had  asserted  that  die  Me- 
tropolis was  not  moreburthened  with  faoiise 
and  window  assessments  than  olhet  parts 
of   the   country.    These  hon.  Membevs 
must  have  been  labouring  under  a  very 
strange  misconception,  and  would  acknow- 
ledge it  when  he  informed  them,  on  the 
strength  of  indisputable  parliamentary  and 
other  documents,  that  the  Metropolis  alone 
paid  a  greater  amount  of  these  taxts  tkan 
twenty-four  counties  pot  together,  altfaoagh 
the  population  was  only  one-third  that  of 
those  twenty-four  counties.      The  boo. 
member  for  Lincolnshire  took  the  lead  in 
insulting  the  great  constituencies  by  tlias 
supporting  this  odious  tax,  merely  because 
it  was  only  triflingly  felt  by  his  own  con- 
stituency.  The  House  and  Window-taxes 
were,  in  the  worst  sense  of  the  woid,  Pro- 
perty and  Income-taxes ;  for  where  a  nan 
had  100/.  a- year  they  took  away  51,  of  it. 
The  sameobjecttoo  did  not  appeartoprevail 
in  regard  to  the  Window  as  to  the  Houae- 
tax ;  and  if  the  noble  Lord  had  eooM  down 
prepared  to  Repeal  the  latter,  the  dia- 
content  wouki  not  have  been  so  great  as 
it  was,  though  the  people  would  by  no 
means  have    been    altogether   satisfied. 
Some  of  the  hon.  Members  had  seemed 
to  argue,  that  though  the  metropolis  might 
be  called  upon  to  bear  the  higher  portion 
of  assessment  it  could  well  afford  it,  and 
talked  of  the  rich  merchants  and  wealthy 
people  of  all  ranks  and  sorts  who  lived  ia 
It :  these  hon.  Members  spoke  as  if  all  the 
inhabitants  of  London  were  rich  loids  and 
gentlemen;  let  them  make  an  impaitial 
circuit  through  London  and  the  eavinHiB» 
and  they  would  find  whole  stteets«lieK 
the  people  were  even  starving,  deetitnte  of 
food  or  raiment;  and  they  would  find,  too, 
that  the  middle   classes    were    in  that 
extreme    state  of   depreasioa    geneially 
mtiich  rendered  it  not  posnble  for  them  to 
pay  their  toxes.  He  himself  had  presented 
several  petitions  from  various  bodies  of 
his  Gonstitoento,  which  all  were  to  the 
effect  that  the  people  would  not, 
they  could  not,  any  longer  pay  their 
He  was  not  prepared  to  vote  for  aa  IiM 
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in  hd  it  was  a  gcoenil  eomplaint^  that 
everything  was  in  a  itatc  of  pulling  down* 
He  eaUed  upon  Government  te  act  with 
vi(Bour»  aad  lepneas  that  agitaiacm  whieh 
was  diiectei  against  it.  On  the  natter  of 
the  Heuae  and  Window-taic  much  excite- 
nent  pevailed  thnw^out  the  metropolis. 
He  hJii  in  bis  h^ind  two  Petitions  on  that 
subject  from  the  inhabitants  of  the  populous 
borough  he  had  tba  honour  of  vapnaaenting. 
These  Petitioos  were  got  up  under  a  state 
of  great  exciteme]U>  and  he  had  done,  and 
would  still  continue  to  do,  all  he  could  to 
discourage  that  excitement.  In  the  mean 
time  he  would  advise  Government  to  be 
)n:epared  to  meet  with  vijpur  the  dis- 
couragement that  prevailed. 

Sir  John  Tyrdl  would  not  give  a  silent 
vote  on  the  present  occasion,  and  would 
state  why  he  voted  for  the  reduction  of 
the  duty  on  malt  He  was  sorry,  however, 
that  he  could  not  learn,  from  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon»  and  learned  Serjeant, 
what  was  the  substitute  he  proposed  for  the 
Assessed  Taxes.  Why  he  nad  voted  for  a 
reduction  of  the  Malt-tax  was,  because  be 
considered  Ministers  bad  not  given  a  due 
consideration  to  the  agricultural  interest, 
and  that  the  petitions  of  the  landholders 
had  not  met  at  their  hands  the  attention 
they  had  a  right  to  expect.  As  that  mea^ 
sure,  favourable  to  the  landed  interests, 
came  on  before  anything  was  prelected  in 
their  favour,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  vote 
for  it  Howeyer,  In  saying  this,  he  would 
also  say,  that  he  went  the  whole  length 
with  those  who  thought  that  a  Property- 
tax  and  an  Income-tax  wei^  one  and  the 
same  thing,  and  would  be  measures  of  con- 
fiscation. Since  his  vote  for  the  reduction 
of  the  Mait.tax,  he  had  seen  his  consti- 
tuents, and  their  great  delight  at  that  re- 
duction could  not  be  mistaken.  Those 
constituents  were  not  Radicals  nor  Tories 
•—they  were  ignorant  of  any  party,  but 
they  received  with  pleasure  the  vote  of 
Friday  night,  as  Uiey  conndered  it  bene- 
fiflial  to  the  country.  For  himself,  he  dis- 
claimed tibe  imputation  of  ffrasping  at,  or 
icramMing  £ar,  a  system  of  taxation  that 
would  be  of  aervioe  to  him.  He  was  ac- 
tuated by  one  motive,  and  only  consulted 
the  good  of  the  agricultural  interests.  It 
was  Us  intention  to  vote  a^painst  the  pro- 
position  of  the  hon.  Baronet  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Assessed  Taxes,  though,  at  the  siune 
time,  he  did  not  like  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord. 

Shr  Bobiri  Fed  tobb  to  state  shortly 

iho  gmuub  oa  which  he  should  giro 


vote.  Although  the  subject  opened  up  a 
discusaion  on  the  agnculturat,  commercial, 
and  financial  policy  ofthe  country,  he  should 
direct  his  attention  chiefly  to  financial 
considerations.  When  he  looked  at  the 
present  ata^  of  our  finances,  and  at  the 
necessity  of  maintaining  public  credit — 
and  when  he  found,  after  reductions  in 
the  expenditure,  and  after  providing  for 
the  public  service,  there  only  remained  an 
available  surplus  to  meet  every  possible 
contingency  which  might  arise  of  500,000/; 
when  he  found  that  500,000/.  was  cal- 
culated on  a  small  increase  of  the  revenue 
of  last  year,  and  that  the  establishments 
of  the  present  year  were  but  little  lower 
than  those  of  the  last  year,  the  question 
he  had  to  consider  was,  bow  could  further 
reducttooe  of  revenue  be  made  consist- 
ently with  keeping  faith  with  the  public 
creditor  ?  He  could  not  think  it  either 
expedient  or  just,  under  such  circum- 
stances, to  repeal  5,000,000/.  of  ad- 
ditional taxes.  It  was  true,  that  the 
repeal  of  the  House  and  Window-taxes 
was  not  necessarily  connected  with  the 
repeal  of  the  half  of  the  Malt-duty ;  but 
there  was  no  Gentleman  who  heard  him 
who  would  not  admit,  that,  under  the  pre- 
sent circumstances,  there  was  practically 
such  a  connection,  and  that  if  they  repealed 
one  half  of  the  Malt-duty,  the  pressure  for 
the  repeal  of  the  House  and  Window-^tax 
would  be  so  great  that  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  resist  it.  But  many  Gentlemea 
thought  the  repeal  of  the  half  only  of  tlie 
Malt-duty  would  be  unavailing.  They 
argued,  that  the  relief  would  be  partial 
and  incomplete ;  that  an  expensive  estab- 
lishment for  collecting  the  remaining 
half  must  be  kept  up ;  tliat  the  inquisi- 
tion into  the  manufacturers'  processes, 
which  at  present  was  so  vexatious,  must 
be  preserved,  and,  therefore,  it  was 
said  it  would  be  better  to  repeal  the 
whole.  If  there  were  any  force  in  that 
argument,  the  whole  amount  of  the  taxes 
to  be  repealed  was  not  6,800,000/.,  as  had 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Worcester,  but  7,300,000/.  The  total 
amount  of  the  Malt-tax  last  year  was 
4,800,000/. ;  the  amount  of  the  House 
and  Window-duty  was  2,500,000/. ;  and 
if  they  repealed  both,  therefore,  that 
would  entail  a- reduction  of  the  revenue  of 
not  less  than  7,300,000/.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  make  redactions  in  every 
iMrioch  of  the  public  lervicei  and  bf  tbaae 
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means,  reduce  the  expenditure  and  prevent 
a  deficiency.  But  let  it  be  remembered, 
that  they  h^d  already  voted  the  Army 
Estimates — they  had  voted  the  amount  of 
the  Naval  force — they  liad  voted  part  of 
theOrdnance  Estimates,  and  he  considered 
it  impossible,  since  the  House  had  agreed 
to  those  votes,  to  look  for  any  reduction  in 
expenditure  equal  to  supply  the  deficiency. 
The  hon.  Member  said,  make  reductions; 
yes,  make  reductions  in  the  expenditure 
first,  and  then  reduce  taxation.  Would 
the  hopes  and  security  of  the  public 
creditor,  when  he  saw  a  large  deficit,  be 
satisfied  by  a  vague  assurance  that  the 
House  might  ultimately  reduce  three 
millions  of  the  expenditure  ?  If  they 
repealed  the  taxes  proposed,  they  would 
injure  public  credit  irreparably.  With 
respect  to  rescinding  the  vote  of  the 
other  evening,  he  thought  it  far  better  to 
rescind  that  vote  than  to  adhere  to  it  if 
it  were  unwise.  He  saw  no  dignity  in  per- 
severing in  error.  The  question  was, 
whether  the  vote  were  consistent  with  the 
good  of  the  country,  and  if  it  were  not, 
how  could  it  be  contended,  that  they 
were  precluded  from  rescinding  it  ?  The 
argument  against  rescinding  this  vote 
would  apply  to  the  rejection  of  a  bill  on  a 
third  reading  which  had  been  read  a  second 
time.  It  was  said,  that  if  they  rescinded 
this  vote  they  would  have  many  other  ques- 
tions, upon  which  the  opinion  of  the  House 
had  been  once  expressed,  re -agitated  ; 
but  the  only  reason  why  those  questions 
were  not  agitated  now,  was,  not  from 
respect  for  previous  decisions,  but  from 
apprehensions  of  a  second,  and,  perhaps, 
more  signal  failure.  He  repeated,  that  the 
repeal  of  the  half  of  the  Malt-duty  carried 
with  it  the  repeal  of  the  whole;  and  if 
the  whole  duty  were  repealed,  and  the 
House  and  Window-tax  were  repealed, 
they  would  not  be  able  to  satisfy  the 
public  creditor ;  for  it  was  a  perfect  de- 
lusion to  suppose  that  the  deficiency  could 
be  made  up  by  increased  consumption  and 
by  a  reduction  of  expenditure.  The  only 
alternative,  then,  was  a  Property-tax,  to 
which  he  was  decidedly  opposed.  He 
would  not  pledge  himself,  beyond  the 
present  occasion ;  but  he  would  say,  that 
in  the  present  circumstances  of  the  coun- 
try, and  at  the  present  penod  of  the  Ses- 
sion, either  a  Property  or  an  Income  tax 
would  be  a  great  calamity.  He  knew 
that  some  persons  contended  for  a  tax  on 
property  who  would  not  tolerate  a  tax  on 


income.  He  could  not  recognize  tlie 
justice  of  such  a  distinction.  He  con- 
sidered that  it  would  be  establishing 
a  principle  of  spoliation  to  tax  property, 
and  exempt  income  from  the  tax.  He 
would  take  the  case  of  a  man,  who, 
by  frugality  and  industry,  had  amassed 
a  fortune  of  10,000/.,  which  he  had 
vested  in  the  funds ;  he  would  suppose 
that  the  man  had  two  sons,  on  whose 
education  he  had  bestowed  much  care 
and  great  expense;  and  that  these  tvo 
sons,  in  consequence  of  that  education 
and  paternal  care,  were  making  large 
professional  incomes,  were  the  two  sons 
to  escape  a  contribution  to  which  the 
father  was  to  be  subject?  The  father 
had,  perhaps,  by  self-denial,  by  the  ap- 
plication of  all  that  he  could  spare  from 
a  limited  pecuniary  income,  enabled  the 
sons  to  acquire  an  income  ten-fold  g^reater 
than  his  own.  Why  should  the  father 
alone  be  called  upon  to  contribute  to  the 
exigences  of  the  State  ?  If  a  Property- 
tax  were  imposed,  there  must  also  be  an 
Income-tax.  If  either  were  imposed,  there 
must  be  a  rigorous  inquisition  into  every 
man's  property,  as  a  necessary  concomitant. 
He  would  not  say ,  that  circumstances  might 
not  arise,  in  war,  or  even  in  peace,  to 
justify  such  a  tax;  but,  in  the  present  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country,  he  could  not 
think  it  politic  to  levy  an  Income-tax;  the 
effect  of  which  must  be,  if  it  were  justly 
levied,  to  expose  every  man's  business  to  a 
rigorous  inquisition.  It  was  a  tax  which, 
unaccompanied  by  severe  and  unsparing 
scrutiny  into  private  affairs,  would  en- 
courage fraud  and  perjury.  Setting  aside 
the  circumstance  that,  generally  speaking, 
it  was  better  to  submit  to  taxes  already 
established  than  have  recourse  to  others, 
he  must  say,  that  a  Property-tax  would 
be  most  injurious.  The  tax  upon  Houses 
and  Windows  was  not,  in  his  opinion,  a 
bad  tax.  If  unjustly  apportioned,  let  that 
injustice  be  redressed.  In  principle  it  was 
not  bad ;  and  the  inequality  complatfied 
of  was  not  necessarily  incident  to  it.  The 
amount  of  income  might  be  concealed; 
but  men  could  not  conceal  the  value  of  t 
house,  or  the  number  of  windows.  In 
principle,  he  did  not  know  a  tax  more  free 
from  objection.  If  any  county  or  district 
were  unfairly  taxed,  let  the  other  counties 
bear  their  fair  proportion.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Heathcote),  had 
made  a  very  patriotic  speech  to-night ;  for 
he  had  proved,  that  the  farmers  of  Lia« 
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colnshire  escaped  almost  entirely  the 
House  and  Window-tax.  Let  us  profit 
then  by  this  avowal  of  the  member  for 
Lincolnshire  y  and  take  care  that  his 
constituents  escape  the  tax  no  longer. 
The  learned  Serjeant  (Serjeant  Spankie) 
had  spoken  in  favour  of  indirect  taxa- 
tion»  which  certainly  was  a  good  species 
of  taxation^  because  persons  incurred 
it  voluntarily,  and  could  apportion  their 
expenses  to  the  tax  ;  but.  it  might 
be  carried  too  far.  It  had  limits,  be- 
yond which  it  gave  rise  to  smuggling, 
and  defeated  the  object  in  view.  If  he 
had  in  his  possession  the  produce  of  a 
Property-tax  amounting  to  7,300,000/., 
he  was  by  no  means  sure,  that  he  would 
select  as  the  first  taxes  for  reduction  the 
Malt-duty,  and  the  House  and  Window 
duties.  There  were  other  duties,  the  re- 
moval of  which  might  confer  greater 
benefits  on  the  country,  and  spread  those 
benefits  more  equally  over  the  agricultural 
and  commercial  interests  of  the  country, 
and  over  the  different  classes  of  agri- 
cultural interests,  over  the  growers  of  oats 
and  the  graziers,  as  well  as  over  the  growers 
of  barley.  But  his  main  objection,  he  re- 
peated, to  the  repeal  of  these  taxes  was, 
that  it  could  not  be  done  and  preserve 
faith  with  the  public  creditor,  unless  an 
Income-tax  were  imposed.  He  knew  that 
it  was  a  popular  notion  with  many  persons, 
not  only  that  a  tax  might  be  laid  on 
Property,  but  from  which  income  might 
escape ;  that  the  tax  on  Property  might 
be  a  graduated  tax,  and  made  very  pro- 
ductive. Let  them  be  assured,  however, 
if  they  applied  a  graduated  Property-tax, 
that  the  principle  would  admit  of  no 
limitation;  that  they  would  discourage  in- 
dustry, and  induce  capitalists  to  transfer 
their  capital  to  other  countries.  The 
hope  of  dishonest  gains  would  defeat  itself. 
A  graduated  Property-tax  would  lessen  the 
stimulus  to  honest  exertion  in  fiiture,  and 
force  men  to  seek  other  countries  for  the 
depwtoftheirhard-earned  accumulations. 
For  these  reasons  he  should  oppose  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  vote  for 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  thought  only  of  one  class  of 
public  creditors — those  who  had  money  in 
the  funds— but  he  forgot  that  more 
numerous  class  of  public  creditors  to  whom 
the  House  owed  freed  institutions.  The 
House  owed  it  to  the  people  to  relieve 

them  from  some  of  their  burtbens— to 


remit  a  large  part  of  the  taxation.  With 
the  people  faith  ought  to  be  kept ;  and 
the  House  might  keep  faith  with  them,  by 
reducing  the  establishments.  By  that  he 
believed  that  the  House  might  keep  faith 
with  both  ;  but,  as  it  went  on  at  present, 
it  would  in  the  long  run  keep  faith  with 
neither.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said, 
that  they  could  not  reduce  the  taxation, 
because  the  Army  was  voted,  and  the 
Navy  was  voted.  But  when  they  were 
asked  to  rescind  the  vote  for  the  reduction 
of  taxation,  why  not  rescind  those  votes  ? 
Was  the  House  to  rescind  no  other  votes 
than  those  which  were  favourable  to  the 
people?  By  voting  against  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Baronet,  they  would  pledge 
themselves  to  support  the  noble  Lord's 
Budget,  and  that  had  given  small  satis- 
faction either  in  the  House  or  out  of  the 
House.  They  informed  the  people,  too, 
that  they  were  to  have  no  relief  from  the 
burthens  of  the  House  and  Window-tax. 
It  was  most  desirable  that  they  should 
consider  what  might  be  the  consequence 
of  that.  They  should  remember  that  to- 
morrow, when  the  newspapers  informed 
the  public  of  their  decision,  what  the  noble 
Earl  now  in  the  other  House  said  before 
the  Reform  Bill  was  passed — namely, 
that  he  would  pay  no  taxes,  might  find  a 
million  of  people  ready  to  act  upon  it. 
If  the  people  refused  to  pay  the  taxes,  the 
fundholder  would  not  be  secure ;  then 
would  they  rescind  the  only  favourable 
vote  they  had  yet  come  to  for  the  people  ? 
For  three  months  they  had  done  nothing 
for  them,  and  now  that  they  had  done 
something  they  were  to  undo  it.  He  did 
not  see  the  necessity  of  a  Property-tax  to 
supply  the  place  of  the  taxes  it  was  pro- 
posed to  reduce.  It  was  their  business  to 
begin  by  reducing  taxation,  and  leave  the 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  find  out  the  means 
of  supplying  themselves  or  reducing  the 
expenditure.  He  wished  to  strike  down 
the  taxes,  and  to  teach  the  Ministers  to 
practise  economy.  It  was  neither  neces- 
sary to  have  a  Property-tax,  nor  keep 
on  the  present  taxes ;  but  the  Ministers 
seemed  to  wish  to  lay  on  a  Property-tax 
and  keep  on  the  present  taxes.  It  was 
said  that  if  they  impose  an  Income-tax,  it 
must  extend  to  all  parts  of  the  country — 
to  Ireland.  That  was  meant  to  catch  the 
Irish  Members;  but  would  they  be  so 
unjust  as  to  take  off  a  tax  from  England, 
a  tax  which  Ireland  did  not  pay,  and 
impose  a  general  tax,  which  she  did  pay  ? 
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firat  place,  the  vote  respecting  the  Malt- 
tax  should  be  rescinded  or  not.     Now, 
that  that  vote  should  be  rescinded,  and 
that  it  never  ought  to  have  been  passed 
under  the  circumstances  that  it  was,  he 
had  no  doubt ;  but  as  it  had  passed,  and 
as  the  carrying  of  another  vote  for  the 
repeal  of   the   House  and  Window-tax 
would  create  a  great  deficiency  in   the 
revenue,  the  noble  Lord  proposed,  as  the 
third    question,    the    alternative     of    a 
Property-tax,  in  case  the  House  should 
determine  to  reduce  the  two  former  taxes. 
Without  giving  any  opinion  adverse  to  a 
Property-tax  as   a  general  measure,  he 
must  say,  that,  at  this  moment,  they  could 
not  adopt  such  a  change  in  the  taxation 
of  the  country  consistently  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  country,  to 
the  revenue,  and  to  the  welfare  of  the 
people.     In  his  mind,   however,   though 
it  was  impossible   that  they  could  adopt 
such  a  change  at  the  present  moment, 
though  be  was    bound   to    say,    merely 
as  a  theorist,  that  it  appeared  to  him 
there   could   be  no  tax  more  proper  or 
more  equal  than  a  Property-tax,  but  so 
many  practical  men  had  started  such  ap- 
parently well-founded  difficulties,  that  he 
must  beg  leave  to  suspend  his  judgment 
as  to  now  adopting  it.  The  House  was  not 
ripe  for  coming  to  a  decision  at  that  moment. 
It  was  not  able  to  determine  at  will,on  that 
question,  and  without  full  inquiry,  how  far 
the  tax  so  proposed  as  a  substitute  would 
supply  the  deficiency  of  6,000,000/.   or 
7,000,000/.  thus  created  in  the  revenue. 
The  plain  question,  therefore,  now  before 
the   House  was  this :    the  Government 
having  said,   that  it  was  impossible,   in 
the  present  state  of  the  Session  and  of 
the  House,  to  give  up  the  amount  of  the 
House  and  Window-tax,  the  vote  they 
were  called  upon  to  give  was,  whether  the 
Government  of  the  country  was  to   be 
supported  or  not.     Under  such  circum- 
stances, feeling  not  only  that  gratitude  to 
them  which  the  hon.  member  for  Maryle- 
bone  had  expressed  for  passing  the  Re- 
form Bill,  but  also  thinking  that,  inde- 
pendent of  that,  they  were  the  honestest 
Administration  that  we  ever  had,    un- 
swayed as  they  were  by  private  motives, 
and  solely  desirous  to  promote  the  good 
of  the  country,  it  was  his  opinion,  that 
every  honest  man  was  called   upon    to 
give  them  his  support.     He  did  not  see 
now  their  places  could  be  supplied.  There 
)iad  been  a  great  variety  of  opinions  about 


the  currency  question ;   now,  he  was  not 
going  to  give  any  decided  opinion  him- 
self, though  he  was  one  of  the  "  currencj 
doctors ; "    but  he  put  it   to  the  House 
whether  there  must  not  be  some  peca- 
liarity  in  the  state  of  the  country,  when, 
after  a  long  peace,  when,  since  the  wir 
every  Ministry  had  acted  on  the  priocipie 
of  reduction — when   it   was    considered, 
that,  at  this  time,  not   less  than  tbirtj- 
four  millions  of  taxes   had    been  taken 
off — when,  notwithstanding  all  this,  there 
clearly  appeared  to  be  an   almost  unex- 
ampled, a  universal,  pressure,  he  put  it 
to  the  House,  whether  it  must  not  strike 
any  plain  man  that  there  must  be  some 
peculiar  reason  for  all  this?  The  fact  was, 
that  the  contraction  of  the  income  of  the 
country  rendered  it  almost  impossiUe  u> 
meet  the  demands  upon  it.      Everybody 
was  bitterly  complaining.     People  were 
herding  together  in  poverty  and  misery ; 
cold  and  hunger  were  doing  their  wor^ ; 
five  or  six  people  were  obliged  to  sleep 
together  on  the  floor,  with  no  covering, 
but  a  single  blanket;   and  he  would  leave 
the  House  to  judge,  whether  there  must 
not  be  a  strong  contention  among  the  six 
which  should  have  the  most  of  the  blanket 
The  country  was    like   the  unfortunate 
people  with  only  half  a  covering.     One 
was  tugging  it  on  this  side,  and  another 
was  tugging  to  get  a  share  on  that.     The 
fortunate  thought  they  had  got  only  their 
proper  share^  and  felt  no  gratitude,  while 
the  unfortunate  were  filled  with  anger  and 
resentment  at  their  sufferings.     In  reply 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  learned  mem- 
ber for  Dublin,  he  maintained,  that  the 
noblemen  and  gentlemen  of  Ireland  had 
an  equal  right  to  bear  such  a  burthen  as 
the  noblemen  and  gentry  of  England.  He 
did  not  for  a  moment  mean  to  deny,  bat 
that  there  existed  considerable  distress  in 
Ireland  ;    but  this  was  among  those  who 
would  not  be  subject  to  the  Income-tax. 
At  the  same  time  the  House  should  call 
to  mind  that  no  country  had  made  larger 
strides  towards  prosperity  than   Ireland 
had  in  the  last  thirty  or  forty  years  ;  die 
only  thing  was,  that  the  advance  of  popu- 
lation was  more  than  commensurate.    He 
felt,  he  said,  in  this  situation  on  this  occa- 
sion, that  either  he  must  support  Ministers, 
or  run  the  risk  of  subverting  the  present 
Administration.      The  hon.   member  for 
Middlesex  was  the  only  Member  to  suggest 
a  source  for  supplying  the  deficiency  that 
would  be  occasioned  by  taking  off  those 
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taxes,  but  he  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Member's  project  a  safe  one.  It  was 
perfectly  unreasonable  to  demand  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  such  a 
sacrifice  of  revenue  without  the  meaps 
being  pointed  out  by  which  it  could  be 
supplied.  He  trusted,  however,  that  the 
Government  and  the  Legislature  would, 
without  delay,  enter  upon  the  question  of 
a  general  revision  of  taxation.  In  the 
course  of  such  inquiry,  if  particular  taxes 
were  found  to  press  peculiarly  upon  par- 
ticular interests,  they  should  be,  and  would 
be,  Tio  doubt,  removed.  He  repeated  his 
hope,  that  Ministers  would  speedily  enter 
upon  such  inquiry,  and,  either  by  the 
substitution  of  a  Property- tax  or  some 
other  means,  get  rid  of  taxes  that  pecu- 
liarly pressed  upon  the  industrious  classes 
of  the  community. 

Lord  Sandon  said,  a  petition  had  been 
presented  from  a  respectable  body  of  his 
constituents,  praying  for  the  repeal  of  the 
House  and  Window-tax ;  but  great  as  was 
the  duty  he  owed  them,  he  owed  a  higher 
duty  to  the  country.  He  could  not,  for 
the  sake  of  relieving  them  from  this 
burthen,  throw  into  jeopardy  the  public 
revenue,  and  the  means  of  sustaining  the 
credit  of  the  country.  The  real  evil  felt 
at  present  was  not  so  much  the  amount  of 
taxation  as  the  want  of  confidence.  It  was 
that  species  of  taxation  upon  enterprise 
and  productive  industry,  arising  from  po- 
litical and  commercial  causes,  that  princi- 
pally afflicted  the  country.  If  the  vote  of 
that  night  went  to  reduce  the  revenue  to 
the  extent  of  7,000,000/.  or  8,000,000/., 
without  any  obvious  source  to  meet  such 
a  deficiency,  it  would  paralyze  every  branch 
of  industry,  by  diffusing  a  universal  want 
of  confidence,  and  that  public  credit,  with- 
out which  all  industry  flagged,  and  all 
commerce  ended,  and  which  it  should  be 
their  great  object  to  maintain,  would  be 
irretrievably  shaken. 

Mr.  Harvey  said,  if  the  House  would 
extend  its  indulgence  to  him,  he  could 
assure  Gentlemen,  that  he  would  detain 
them  but  for  a  very  few  minutes.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated,  that  the 
Government,  by  these  latter  proceedings, 
were  placed  in  a  situation  of  great  em- 
barrassment. It  was  so,  he  admitted  ; 
but  it  should  be  observed,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  placed  themselves  in  that 
unpleasant  situation.  '  The  three  propo- 
sitions then  before  the  House  were  un- 
questionably calculated  to  throw  Ministers 


mto  an  extraordinary  position.  He  did 
notblame  them  for  seeking  a  new  decision 
with  respect  to  the  Motion  which  had 
recently  been  carried,  because  he  con- 
ceived that  no  decision  was  worthy  of 
approbation  that  would  not  stand  the  test 
of  a  re-decision.  That  which  was  done 
suddenly,  and  by  surprise,  was  worth  but 
little,  in  his  opinion,  if  it  would  not  bear 
to  be  re-considered.  But  he  wanted  some 
explanation  from  the  noble  Lord  as  to 
what  he  meant  by  declaring  in  his  Amend- 
ment, ''  that  it  was  not,  at  present,  ex- 
pedient to  adopt  a  tax  on  property  and 
income."  The  right  hon.  member  for 
Tamworth  had  taken  a  definite  ground, 
and  argued,  that  such  an  impost  was  not 
to  be  resorted  to,  unless  under  the  ex- 
tremest  and  most  pressing  circumstances. 
The  right  hon.  Member  admitted,  how- 
ever, that  circumstances  might  arise  which 
would  call  on  Parliament  to  agree  to  this 
tax.  What,  then,  he  would  ask,  were  the 
circumstances  of  the  country  now  ?  But 
the  right  hon.  Member  had  argued,  that  it 
would  be  inexpedient,  at  this  late  period 
of  the  Session,  to  resort  to  this  tax.  Now, 
he  would  say,  that,  for  all  practical  pur- 
poses, they  were  in  the  very  infancy  of  the 
Session.  What  had  Parliament  done 
during  the  present  sitting,  so  far  as  the 
public  interest  was  concerned  ?  The  Go- 
vernment, from  which  they  had  been 
taught  to  expect  so  much,  had,  it  ap- 
peared, gone  to  the  full  measure  of  relief. 
It  was  evident  that,  with  respect  to  the 
Malt-tax,  the  House  and  Window-tax,  or 
any  other  tax,  it  was  not  intended  to  take 
such  a  view  of  the  situation  of  the  people 
as  would  lead  to  any  solid  and  substantial 
reduction.  So  far  as  the  views  of  Govern- 
ment appeared,  they  went  directly  to 
negative  the  just  expectations  of  the 
people.  It  had  been  made  a  strong  ground 
of  objection,  that  those  who  advocated  the 
present  Motion  had  not  thrown  out  any 
suggestion  as  to  the  mode  by  which  the 
produce  of  the  tax,  if  repealed,  was  to  be 
replaced.  Now,  he  never  knew,  in  such 
cases,  any  substitute  proposed  that  was 
not  found  fault  with  ;  and  it  was  rather  a 
new  doctrine,  that  those  who  called  for  the 
removal  of  any  tax  should  find  an  equi- 
valent for  it.  According  to  that  doctrine, 
they  were  all  to  become  Chancellors  of 
the  Exchequer  without  any  salary.  With 
respect  to  the  propriety  of  a  Property-tax, 
he  would  quote  the  opinion  of  a  living 
authority — not  the  authority  of  Mr.  Hus- 
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kiflBon  br  of  Mr.  Ricard(H-bat  that  of 
the  right  hoD.  Gentiemao,  the  Vice-Presi** 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  In  1830,  a 
few  months  previous  to  his  accession  to 
the  office  which  he  now  filled,  in  speaking 
of  a  Property-tax,  he  used  these  words, 
'*  that,  with  sufficient  security,  and  under 
proper  limitations,  such  a  change  in  the 
moae  of  taxation  would  be  beneficial  in  the 
highest  degree."*  All  the  Members  who 
now  wished  for  this  tax,  were  denonnoed 
as  visionaries ;  and  yet,  here  they  were 
told  by  a  distinguished  individual,  a  Gen- 
tleman connected  with  the  financial  de- 
partment of  the  Government,  that,  "  with 
sufficient  security  and  proper  limitations," 
the  Property-tax  was  a  desirable  one. 
Were  they,  then,  who,  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, favoured  this- tax,  to  suggest  "  the 
proper  limitations?"  It  surely  was  the 
duty  of  the  Cabinet,  and  not  of  those  who 
were  unconnected  with  the  Government, 
to  undertake  that  task*  Still  he  thought, 
that  there  was  no  great  difficulty  in  it. 
The  deficit  might  Im  laid  on  the  Crown 
lands.  Tbey  might  be  made  the  primaiy 
security  for  7,000,000/.  of  money.  It  was 
perfectly  clear  to  him,  that  the  Govern- 
ment Itad  gone  its  fhll  length  in  its  no- 
minal reformation  of  the  expenditure,  and 
that  it  could  go  no  further.  Some  Gen- 
tlemen said,  that  if  a  Property-tax  were 
levied,  it  would  not  last  six  months.  Such 
was  the  general  abhorrence  in  which  it 
was  held,  that  hon.  Members  declared, 
that  the  payment  of  the  tax  would  be  de- 
cidedly refused.  But  from  whom  would 
that  refusal  come?  From  those  who 
were  to  pay  it ?  What!  would  the  land- 
lords of  England — would  those  who  had 
pledged  their  lives  and  fortunes  to  sustain 
the  Constitution  of  the  country — would 
they  be  so  rebellious — would  they  be  so 
Jacobinical — as  to  demur  against  the  pay- 
ment of  this  impost?  it  was  an  insult  to 
the  pride  of  the  country  to  imagine  any 
such  refractory  feeling.  The  hon.  member 
for  Westminster  talked  of  the  blanket 
which  was  insufficient  to  cover  all  those 
who  were  struggling  to  obtain  a  share  of 
it.  But  he  forgot,  that,  under  the  centre 
of  the  blanket,  there  were  some  persons 
lying  snugly  enough,  while  all  those  at  the 
extremities  were  almost  ready  to  tear  each 
other  to  pieces  for  a  little  warmth  and  a 
little  covering. 

Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  the 
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hon.  and  learned  €tentlemaii  whokad  jirt 
spoken,  wished   to  know  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  terms  *^  it  is  not  *  at  pie- 
sent'  expedient  to  adopt  a  tax  on  iaoone 
and  property,"  which  were  fsoDtained  b 
his  noble  friend's  Amendmeat.   He  voiikl 
suppose  that  this  particular  tax  was  re- 
commended by  his  right  hoo.  friend,  tbe 
Vice*President  of  the  Board  of  Tnde 
three  years  ago;   but  the  qoestioo  vu, 
what  was  the  situation  of  Govermaeot  at 
present?     He  concurred  entirely  with  t&e 
hon.  member  for  Liverpool,  that  Ministen 
ought,  in  all  their  proceedings,  to  esdei- 
vour  to  establish  a  feeling  of  ooofideoos 
throughout   the   country.     He   admitted 
that  the  resources  of  the  country  m%iit  be 
swelled  out  by  a  variety  of  schemes,  bat, 
in  the  end,  he  believed,  that  disappoint- 
ment and  vexation  would  be  the  conse- 
quence of  those  schemes.     Let  the  House 
look  at  the  important  subjects  which  nov 
necessarily  oceapied  the  attention  of  Go- 
vernment. There  was  the  Bank  charter— 
there    was    the    East -India  Gonpanj'f 
charter— there  was  the  consideratioa  of 
the  state  of  their  subjects  in  the  West  h* 
dies.    It  was  at  such  a  time  as  thb  tint 
they  were  called  on  to  alter  the  whole  fi- 
nancial system  of  the  country.    Thoie 
who  called  for  an  Income-tax,  by  getting 
rid  of  various  other  taxes,  ought  to  paose 
before  they  loosened  the  whole  finsndal 
system  of  the  country.    They  ought  to 
consider  well  before  they  propos^  that 
which,  instead  of  assisting  the  revenue  siid 
relieving  the  country,  might  end  in  disap- 
pointment and  discontent.    A  gentlemm 
who  had  written  a  book  on  the  snlject  of 
this  tax,  had  enumerated  no  less  than  eight 
different   schemes    respecting    it     The 
choice  between  these  various  plans  wooU 
surely  require  the  most  grave  eonsideis- 
tion ;  and,  after  all,  not  one  of  them  migbt 
be  found  to  answer.    He  therefore  had 
decided  to  support  the  resolution  of  bis 
noble  friend.  Looking  abstractedly  to  the 
benefit  likely  to  be  derived  from  a  taxoo 
income  and  property,  he  thought  that  it 
would  not  be  right,  at  the  present  moment, 
to  adopt  such  an  impost.    It  appealed  to 
him,  that  such  a  coune  of  praceediog 
would  be  unwise ;  bat  if  a  tax  of  diat  oa* 
ture  were  to  be  imposed,  it  onght  not  to 
be  to  the  amount  of  only  a  few  xtSSiff^ 
— no,  it  ought  to  be  laid  en  to  sodta" 
extent  as  would  give  an  effectual  spriog 
.  to  the  industry  of  the  country.    The  hoO' 
I  and  learned  member  for  Dublin  had  a* 
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claimed  agaitiftt  the  injustice  of  extending 
this  tax  to  Ireland.  Now,  feelings  every 
commiseration  for  Ireland,  he  must  say, 
that,  in  future,  if  it  were  found  necessary 
to  levy  this  tax,  it  should  apply  to  Ire- 
land  as  well  as  to  England. 

Dr.  Lushmgton  rose,  amidst  consider- 
able confusion.  He  begged  of  the  House 
to  recollect  the  situation  in  which  he  and 
other  Gentlemen  stood,  who  represented 
metropolitan  boroughs.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  the  House  would  permit  him  to 
state  the  grounds  on  which  he  voted  on 
the  present  occasion.  Had  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  worthy  Alderman  been  made 
before  Friday  last,  he  (Dr.  Lushington) 
should  certainly  have  voted  for  it ;  for,  in 
the  district  which  he  represented,  there  was 
so  much  suffering  and  calamity,  the  in- 
habitants were  so  overwhelmed  by  a  di- 
minution of  trade,  and  by  other  difficulties, 
that  it  was  his  firm  conviction,  that  it  would 
be  all  but  impossible  for  them  to  pay  the 
House  and  Window-tax  in  the  present 
year.  Such  was  the  state  of  the  popula^ 
tion  of  that  district,  that  there  were  per- 
sons earning  only  etght,  nine,  or  ten 
shillings  a  week,  who  were  nevertheless 
liable  to  pay  the  House  and  Window-tax 
for  the  houses  they  inhabited.  But  he 
had  only  the  choice  of  two  evils ;  and  the 
question  which  he  asked  himself  was, 
which  was  the  less  evil  to  inflict  on  his 
unfortunate  constituents?  It  was  pro- 
posed to  add  the  repeal  of  the  House  and 
Window-tax  to  the  repeal  of  the  Malt- 
duty,  and  to  supply  the  deficiency  in  the 
revenue  by  a  Property-tax.  Now,  which 
would  be  the  greater  evil  ?  To  continue 
the  House  and  Window-tsx,  modified,  as 
his  noble  friend  proposed  to  modify  it,  and 
the  MaltJuty,  which  was  not  very  sensibly 
felt  by  his  constituents,  or  to  hnpose  a 
Property  or  Income-tax,  without  any  de- 
fined limitations,  without  ascertaining  how 
it  was  likely  to  operate ;  with  no  guide  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  it  would  be  re- 
ceived, other  than  the  melancholy  expert, 
enoe  of  the  detestation  and  horror  with 
which  it  had  formerly  been  considered  by 
the  greater  portion  of  the  people  as  the 
most  inquisitorial  imposition  that  ever 
existed.  He,  for  one,  had  voted  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Worcester. 
If  that  Motion  had  been  carried,  and  a 
Committee  had  been  appointed,  the  result 
would  have  been  a  report^  showing  one  of 
two  thinga— -either  that  a  Property-tax  was 
practicable,  under  certain  limitations  and 


rettrictionfly  o^  that  it  was  impracticable 
altogether.  In  voting  for  his  noUe  friend's 
Amendment,  he  was  aware  that  he  should 
lose  all  his  power  in  the  district  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  repreaentj  and  that  be 
was  sacrificuig  himself  to  a  sense  of  duty. 
He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  member  for 
Tamworth  (Sir  Robert  Peel\  that  they 
ought  never  to  forget  the  celebrated  pas- 
sage of  Burke,  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  then  quoted,  and  for  himself, 
please  God,  he  never  would  forget  it ;  and 
if,  at  any  period,  it  was  the  duty  of  Mem. 
hers  of  that  House  to  oppose  themselves  to 
the  wiU  of  their  constituents,  it  was  ten 
thousand  times  more  so  at  a  period  like  the 
present,  when  they  had,  for  the  greater  part, 
such  numerous  constituencies  at  their  backs. 
If  they  did  not  obey  the  dictates  of  their 
conscience,  and  of  theh*  sober  and  deliberate 
judgment,  they  would  become  the  mere 
puppets  of  their  constituents.  He  was  de- 
termined that  his  own  judgment  should  be 
his  guide,  and  that  no  earthly  power  should 
induce  him  to  act  in  contraction  to  its 
dictates.  He  had  one  motive  more  for  the 
course  which  he  was  pursuiuff,  and  which 
he  would  honestly  avow.  He  had  been, 
for  seven-and-twenty  years,  attached  to  his 
friends  who  now  held  the  reins  of  Govern* 
ment ;  and  he  should  rue  it  as  the  greatest 
mischief  that  could  befal  the  country,  if 
they,  and  especially  his  noble  friend,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  were  to  retire 
from  office.  It  would  give  him  the  deepest 
pain  if  any  vote  of  his  should  contribute  to 
so  melancholy  a  catastrophe ;  convinced  as 
he  was,  without  meaning  to  disparage  any 
other  individual,  that  it  would  be  most 
difficult  to  find  a  substitute  for  his  noble 
friend  of  equal  honesty  and  integrity. 

Mr.  William  Brougham  would  not  take 
up  the  time  of  the  House  for  five  minutes. 
He  also  was  placed  in  a  situation  of  great 
difficulty.  The  hon.  Gentleman  might ' 
sneer,  but  he  little  knew  what  it  was  to 
see  the  extraordinary  distress  which  pre- 
vailed among  the  hundred  thousand  per- 
sons in  the  district  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent, — to  know  that  they  believed 
that  distress  would  be  greatly  alleviated  by 
the  repeal  of  the  House  and  Window.tax, 
-—to  feel  that  although,  under  other  circum- 
stances, he  would  support  the  repeal  to  the 
utmost  of  his  ability,  and  yet  to  find  him- 
self so  placed,  that,  as  an  honest  man,  he 
must  vote  against  the  proposition.  He 
had  been  returned  to  that  House  on  no 
pledges.  All  that  he  had  assured  his  con- 
stituents was,  that  he  would  vote  honestly. 
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Bulwer,  E.  L.  Lowtber,  C.  H. 

Burrell,  Sir  C.  Lowther^  Viscount 

Byng,  G.  Lyall,  G. 

Cbandos^  Marquess  of  Maxwell,  Sir  J. 

Chaplin,  Col.  J.  Methuen,  P. 

Chetwynii,Capt.W.F,  Miller,  W.  H. 


Chichester^  J.  P.  B. 
Cl?y,  W, 
Clayton,  W.  R, 
Collier,  J. 
Cookes,  T.  H. 
Crawley,  S, 
Curteis,  Capt.  £.  B. 
Dare,  R,  W.  H. 
Dawson,  £. 
Denison,  W.  J, 
Dundas,  Capt.  J.  W, 
Ellis,  W. 
Etwall,  R. 
Ewart,  W. 
Faithfull,  G, 
Fancourt,  Major 
Fellowes,  H.  A* 
Fellowes,  Hon.  N. 
Fenton,  John 
Ferguson,  G.  R.  N. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Fitssimon,  C. 
Fryer,  Rich. 
Gaskell,  D. 
Gillon,  W,  D. 
Godson,  R. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Greene,  T.  G. 
Gronow,  Capt.  R.  H. 
Grote,  G. 
Halcomb,  J« 
Hall,  B. 
Handley,  B. 
Ilandley,  Henry 
Hanmer,  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Harrey,  D.  W. 
Henniker,  Iiord 
Hill,  M.  D. 
Hodges,  T,  L. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Hotharo,  Lord 
Hughes,  H. 
Hume,  J. 
HuTDpheiy,  J, 
Hutt,  W. 
Irton,  S. 
Ingilby,  W.  A. 
Jervis,  J. 
Jollifie,  Col.  H. 
Kemp,  T.  R. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E.  * 
Key,  Sir  J. 
Lalor,  P. 
Langton.  Col,  G. 
Ilieecb,  John 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lennox,  Lord  W. 
Lister,  C. 
Lloyd,  J.  H. 
Locke,  W. 


Molesworth,  W.  H. 
G'Brien,  C. 
O'Connell,  D. 
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Pollock,  F. 
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Rider,  J* 
Rippoo,  C. 
Robinson.  G.  Rt 
Roche,  W. 
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Roebuck,  J.  A. 
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Ruthven,  E.  S. 
Ruthven,  E. 
Scale,  Col. ' 
Sharpe,  M. 
Shaw,  R.  N. 
Sinclair,  G. 
Spankie,  Sergeant 
Spry,  S.  T, 
Stanley,  Er 
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Stewart,  J. 
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Tancred,  H.  W. 
Tapps,  G.  W. 
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Lisi  of  the  Noes  on  the  Second  Division* 
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Arbuthnot,  Maj.-Gen.    Hodges,  T.  L. 


Attwood,  M. 
Attwood,  T. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Baring,  A, 
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Bayntun,  H.  A. 
Beauelerk,  A,  W. 
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Bellew,  R.  M. 
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Bish.  T. 

Blackstone,  W,  8. 
Blamire,  W.  E. 
Bland  ford,  Marq,  of 
Boiling,  W. 
Bvooklehurst,  J. 
Bruee,  Lord  B, 
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Fancourt,  Mitfor 
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f ellowesi  Hon,  N. 
Ferguson,  G, 
Finn^  W.  R. 

Fitzsimon^  0. 
Fitxsimon,  N. 


Hoskins,  K. 
Hughes,  H, 
Hume,  J. 
Irton,  S, 
Jolliffe,  H. 
Kemp,  J.  R. 
Kenrisop,  Sir  B. 
Lalar,  P. 

Langdale,  Hon.  C« 
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O'Coonell,  Chariee 
GssttUtofi.  Lord 
Oswald,  J. 

Oswaldf  Rt  At 
Palmer,  R. 
Parker,  Sir  Hyde 
Parrot,  Jasper 
Pease,  Joseph 
Perrin,  Lewie 
Perceval,  Col,  A* 
Philips,  Mark 
Pigot,  R, 
Plumptre,  J.  F* 
Potteff  R. 
PouUer,  J.  S, 
Roe,  J. 
Butbvep,  E. 
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t  ,««K,»,.»wi,.  x«.  Shiiwe,  R,  Nr 

Forester.  Hon.G.C.W,    Stanly,  £. 
Fox,  S.  L.  Stewart,  J. 


Freemantle,  Sir  T. 
Fryer,  R, 
Gaskell,  J.  M, 
Gaskell,  D, 
Gore,  M. 
Goring,  If.  D, 
Gillon,  W.  D, 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Guise,  Sir  W. 
Hall,  B. 
Handley,  H. 
Hamper,  Sir  J. 
Hay,  Sir  J. 
Hayes,  Sir  E- 
Henniker,  tori 


Stormont,  Vifcomit 
Talm«ih,  Algerooii 
Tapps,  G.  W. 
Tancred,  H-  W- 
Teupyson,  Rt.  Hon.  C. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Tooke,  Win. 
Torrens,  Lieut.-Gol. 
Trevor,  Hon,  G  R.  B. 
Tullamore.  f^ind 
Tynte,  Cr  J,  K« 
Tyfell,  C- 
Tyrrell,  Sir  John 
Verner,  W. 
Mgors,  N,  A, 
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Wallace,  R. 
Walter,  J. 
Watkioff,  J.  L,  V. 
Weyland,  E, 
Wilmot,  3ir  J.  E, 
Windham,  W.  H. 


Wood,CoLT. 
Wyndham,  W. 

Ipgilby,  Sir  W, 
O'Connell,  D. 


HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Wednesday ^  May  1,  1633. 

lCnniTifl.1  Vtipen  ortond.  On  the  Modoii  o1  Hie  Loud 
CaAircBLU)««  •  Copy  of  the  Fifth  Report  of  tho  Oom- 
vattknma  ft>r  Inqiiixtng  into  the  Pipooptfiop  in  Suits  in 
the  Superior  Courta  of  Comrooo  Law* 

BilL    Reed  a  thitd  time ;— PuMie  Revenue  (Sootland). 

i>cOtidni  pri— mint  By  Che  Bert  of  RApvpp,  ftom  St. 
ClenwntAi,  Oxfiifd;  t&d  by  Lord  SuvrisLo,  Anoin  St. 
Geotgefiy  U14d1eaeZ|—- for  a  Repeal  of  the  Aaeased  Taxes. 
--By  the  Mavquess  of  Wnsniiirarm,  and  the  Earls  of 
WiJfimiM^m,  VonLVT,  «nd  Oowonn,  «Bd  Lord  So?- 
rijiM>>  (tapa  «  great  rowy  piaees^-^r  the  Abolition  of 
SbiToy, — ^By  Lord  Surnnu),  ftom  a  Dissenting  Oongre- 
g«ttonat  Nunaatopt  and  by  Che  MaHpum  of  WnnrMiir. 
PTM,  ||iNiiV»itvW|.  ArlMliaf  19  theDlnsnten  flrgps 
their  pvpient  diJ&culties.— By  the  Mar^u^  of  Wssr- 
ifiifiTBBy  from  several  PUoes  in  Wales,  for  a  Correction 
of  the  AbiiMS  at  pftMit  flsistiag  IB  the  Bstablished  Chnieh 
Ip  Wales,  apd  from  a  Dissentiog  Copgrsgatioo  hi  Little 
Carter  Lane,  Doctors^  Conunoos,  for  a  Heroov«l  of  the 
Givil  Disabmtiesef  the  Jcdrsi  a]aofro«iOver«  iMraRepeal 
or  AllHati«lln  tlw  M«  of  9Pif  Ail- 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Thursday f  May  2,  1S33. 

llniinrit.1  Pippn  qrdeiad.  Oil  the  liotfofi  of  Load  Tivn- 
MAU,  sp  Aooount  of  the  Numbsr  of  Acres  of  Land  hi 
Great  Britain  cultivated  in  Hops,  ttie  Amount  of  Duty 
paid  on  flops  in  the  year  1831,  and  of  the  part  ua^tidt 
also  the  total  Number  of  Quarteiy  of  llalt  made  tod  Duty 
diarged  tliereon :  apd  of  the  Number  of  Quarters  used  in 
Distillation. 'from  October  the  lOth,  18|1,  to  the  same 
day,  lS9ff — On  the  Motion  of  the  Barl  of  RgcatTir,  the 
Qu^tias  of  Wheit,  WheotmeaL  awl  Fkmr,  fannorted 
into  Great  Britain  sinee  the  passing  of  t|ie  Act  9th  Geocge 
4th,  to  the  latest  period. 

BipCitiow  pnpcvtad.  By  Uwda  Svr»ixu>,  Stavi^V*  4b4 
AwiKiAfro,  ftpip  #  grevt  Number  of  Pl9ces,--egainst 
Slavery.— By  Lord  RsDcaoAi^n,  from  Kingnorth,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Malt  Dttty.r-By  the  Bail  of  RoaaLW,  from 

Debts  Court  Bill.— By  Lord  Stani.8V,  from  Burnley  | 
and  by  Earl  Fitxwiluak,  from  three  Places,  for  the 
Repeal  or  Anendaent  of  the  Sde  of  Besr  Artr^By  Lord 
ApoKi.4*fff  fton  Shalford,  (br  ftw  AmradmeDt  of  the 
Labouren  Employment  BIB. 

AbOLITIOV  of  SLAVEBr.— vPetitiovs.] 

Th«  Duke  of  Wellington  presented  a 
Petition  from  Magistrates,  Bankers,  Mer- 
chants,  and  others,  inhabitants  of  Belfast, 
for  a  gradual  and  safe  Abolition  of  Slavery, 
and  compensation  to  the  Planter.  He 
had  a  petition  to  the  same  effect  from 
fidinbiirgh*  The  latter  was  signed  by 
2,46S  persons,  and  was  well  entitled  to 
attention,  no  less  on  aeoount  of  the  re- 
spectability of  the  petitioners,  than  by 
reason  of  the  justice  of  the  sentiments 
contained  in  the  petition.  He  proposed 
that  the  Edinburgh  petition  be  read  at 


length.  [The  petition  having  been  read 
by  the  Clerk,  the  noble  Duke  proceeded.] 
The  petitioners  referred  to  the  tlesolutione 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  1823  on  the 
subject  of  Slavery  and  made  them  the 
basis  of  their  statements.  Those  Resolu- 
tions tended  to  gradual  emancipation,  not 
immediate,  by  the  adoption  of  temperate 
measures.  He  claimed  credit  for  the 
different  Governments  with  which  he  had 
been  connected  up  to  November,  1830, 
for  acting  on  these  Resolutions.  The  Order 
in  Council  of  March,  1830,  enforcing 
manumission,  would  alone  have  led  at  last 
to  the  accomplishment  of  the  Resolution 
of  18(23,  if  temperately  carried  into  effect. 
It  was  impossible  not  to  apprehend  serious 
evils  from  immediate  emancipation ;  the 
interests  of  the  slaves  themselves  would 
be  endangered  no  less  than  the  security  of 
the  colonies,  and  the  parent  country  would 
not  escape  the  consequences  that  must 
inevitably  ensue.  The  petitioners  stated, 
that  the  revenue  derived  from  the  colooiee 
in  1830,  amounted  to  7.800,000/.,  and 
theie  was  every  reason  to  believe  that  it 
was  not  less  than  7,500,0002.  in  the  last 
year.  Was  it  not  an  object  to  retain  such 
a  revenue  as  that?  According  to  the 
petttioq,  the  exports  and  trade  con. 
nected  with  the  colonies,  amounted  to 
120,000,000/.,  and  there  were  350,000 
tons  of  shipping  employed  in  the  colonial 
trade.  A  large  income  (much  diminished, 
however,  as  compared  with  what  it  had 
been)  was  received  by  proprietors  of  West 
India  estates  resident  in  this  country. 
This  country  (putting  Ireland  out  of  the 
question)  consumed  more  sugar  than  all 
Europe  beside.  If  the  West-India  trade 
were  abandoned,  whence  could  we  get 
sugar?  Only  from  slave  oolonies,  which 
were  at  this  moment  carrying  on  the  slave 
trade  in  the  same  manner  as  we  drew  our 
supplies  of  cotton  from  colonies  where  the 
whole  popuhitton  were  slaves.  It  would 
seem  we  were  going  to  do  this  to  sacriSce 
slaves  and  masters,  and  colonies,  at  an  ex- 
pense of  losing  7,000,000/.  of  revenue. 
Such  conduct  appeared  to  him  to  be  little, 
if  at  all,  better  than  insanity.  He  held  in 
his  hand  the  detail  of  the  proceeds  and 
expenses  of  an  estate  in  the  West  Indies, 
from  which  it  appeared,  there  were  161 
hogsheads  of  sugar  made  upon  it,  which 
were  worth  6,372/.;  and,  of  this  sum, 
2,965/.  went  to  Government  for  duties. 
After  the  proprietor  had  paid  every  thing 
connected  with  the  transfer  and  salci  be 
2E2 
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had  not  above  one- thirtieth  part  for  him- 
self. Great  complaints  were  made  in  this 
country  about  distress;  he  hoped  that 
these  accounts  were  exaggerated ;  but  was 
not  that  distress  to  be  attributed,  in  some 
measure,  to  the  insecurity  in  which  West- 
India  property  was  placed^  connected  with 
other  similar  circumstances.  The  West- 
India  interest  was  unluckily  at  the  pre- 
sent time  exceedingly  unpopular.  He 
had  done  everything  in  his  power  when  in 
office  to  relieve  that  interest,  and  he  was 
convinced  that  till  the  public  felt  the  situ- 
ation of  the  planters,  and  was  willing  to 
do  them  justice,  the  country  would  not 
cease  to  feel  the  misery  that  must  continue 
to  be  produced  by  the  present  state  of 
the  colonies. 

Lord  Suffieldy  after  the  observations 
made  by  the  noble  Duke,  could  not  re- 
frain from  saying  a  few  words.  He  could 
not  but  remark,  that  the  noble  Duke  had 
taken  an  unusual  course,  in  entering  into 
arguments  on  the  subject  of  the  petition 
without  having  given  previous  notice  of  his 
intention  to  present  it.  With  regard  to 
the  arguments  of  the  petitioners,  and  those 
used  by  the  noble  Duke,  nothing  but  his 
great  respect  for  the  noble  Duke  could 
induce  him  to  answer  them  with  gravity. 
The  noble  Duke  had  stated,  that  the  peti- 
tion was  signed  by  2,400  persons,  but  he 
begged  noble  Lords  to  remember,  that  he 
had  presented  a  petition  from  the  same 
place  with  a  directly  contrary  prayer, 
signed  by  between  21,000  and  22,000  of 
the  male  adults ;  and  if  the  two  petitions 
could  be  considered  as  showing  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people  of  Edinburgh  and 
its  vicinity,  on  the  subject  of  slavery, 
he  thought  that  that  feeling  must  be 
considered  as  decidedly  in  favour  of 
abolition.  As  to  the  arguments  of  the 
petitioners,  it  would  not  be  difficult  to 
dhow,  that  they  contained  100  mistakes 
and  contradictions.  Then*  as  to  the 
weight  due  to  the  petition,  he  would  only 
say,  that  there  was  not  one  petition  in  a 
thousand  in  favour  of  perpetual  slavery, 
or,  as  it  is  called,  the  gradual  abolition  of 
«1avery,  though  there  was  not  a  village  in 
England  in  which  it  was  not  understood 
that,  by  gradual  abolition,  was  meant  slavery 
in  perpetuity.  The  great  majority  of  the 
petitions  presented  were  in  ravour  of  its 
immediate  extinction.  He  (Lord  Suffield) 
)iad  presented  600  or  700  petitions  in 
iavour  of  immediate  extinction  of  slavery 
already^  and  he  had  an  equal  number  yet 


to  present.  It  was  proved,  by  the  evidence 
of  persons  lately. arrived  from  the  West 
Indies,  that  the  condition  of  the  slaves,  so 
far  from  improving,,  was  quite  the  reverse. 
The  planters,  fearing  the  loss  of  their 
power  and  authority,  were  now  more  given 
to  flogging  and  to  punishment  than  ever. 
He  was  convinced,  that  if  the  noble  Dake 
had  heard  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Committee,  of  the  state  of  Slavery  in  the 
West  Indies,  he  would  have  joined  two 
noble  Lords  who  were  upon  that  Com- 
mittee,  and  who  were  themselves  share- 
holders and  proprietors  of  property  in  the 
colonies.  Those  noble  Lords  had  stated* 
that,  after  the  evidence  which  they  had 
heard,  they  would  consent  to  sacrifice 
their  property  rather  than  that  such  a  state 
of  degradation  and  misery  should  con- 
tinue. The  noble  Duke  had  said,  that  the 
emancipation  of  the  slaves  would  be  the 
ruin  of  the  colonies,  and  the  result  of  that 
would  be,  that  they  would  be  lost  to  Great 
Britain.  He,  on  the  contrary,  thought 
that  the  only  means  to  save  the  colonies 
was  by  emancipating  the  slaves  without 
delay — under  such  restrictions  as  should 
be  thought  proper,  and  as  he  had  no 
doubt  his  Majesty's  Government  would 
take  care  to  provide.  This  was  the  hope 
of  England — a  hope  in  which  it  was  de- 
termined not  to  be  disappointed.  Neither 
partial  nor  protracted  emancipation  would 
satisfy  the  people  of  England ;  and  they 
would  never  consent  to  anything  but  total 
abolition.  He,  for  his  part,  had  no  ob- 
jection— and  he  believed  he  was  sneaking 
the  opinion  of  all  England  when  ne  said 
that  the  people  had  no  objection— to  grant 
compensation  to  the  slaveholders,  if  any 
measure  of  relief  were  granted,  provided 
the  slaveholders  could  prove  the  loss  they 
had  sustained ;  but  he  was  sure  that  none 
would  ever  agree  to  give  a  certain  sum  of 
money  for  each  particular  slave  that  was 
emancipated.  '  Then,  looking  to  the  ques- 
tion in  a  commercial  view,  he  was  informed 
that  the  statements  on  which  the  noble 
Duke  had  foiinded  his  arguments,  were 
utterly  untrue ;  he  had  been  told  so  by 
persons  in  the  City,  who  had  large  trans- 
actions with  the  West  Indies. 

The  Duke  of  Wellinglom  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  always  manifested  so 
much  forbearance  as  he  now  found  it  con- 
venient to  advocateon  presenting  petiUoos. 
There  was  nothing  unfair  in  the  observa- 
tions which  be  (the  Duke  of  Wellington) 
had  made ;  and  whenever  he  had  petitions 
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to  present,  he  should  take  that  course  with 
respect  to  them  which  his  duty  appeared 
to  him  to  prescribe. 

Earl  FUzwilUam  was  unwilliog  to  pro- 
long the  discussion,  but  could  not  avoid 
saying,  that  the  petition  sailed  into  the 
harbour  of  their  Lordships'  House  under 
something  like  false  colours.   It  professed 
to  be  a  petition  in  favour  of  the  abolition 
of  slavery,  gradual  indeed,  but  still  in 
favour  of  abolition.      However,  as    his 
noble  friend  observed,  the  petition  was  in- 
consistent— inconsistent  indeed ;  for  if  its 
reasoning  were  correct,  there  could  be  no 
greater  evil  for  slaves  and  colonics  than 
an  abolition  of  slavery.     The  petitioners 
asserted,  that  the  condition  of  the  slaves 
was  better  than  that  of  a  large  proportion 
of  his  Majesty's  free  subjects.  What  was 
the  inference  f  Surely  not  in  favour  of  an 
abolition,  which  the  petition  professed  to 
support,  but  in  favour  of  a  perpetuation 
of  this  happy  condition  of  slavery.  Indeed, 
that  was  the  result  of  the  arguments  in 
the   petition,  and    in  the  noble   Duke's 
speech.  His  opinion  was,  that  some  imme- 
diate measure  of  abolition  was  necessary ; 
but,  in  speaking  of  immediate  abolition, he 
did  not  mean,  and  he  was  sure  the  peti- 
tioners did   not  mean,   that   a  measure 
should  be  sent  out  to  the  colonies  directly, 
and  that  it  should  be  instantly  acted  on  m 
the  way  of  emancipation.    What  he  con- 
templated was,  that  some  measure  should 
be  immediately  carried  into  effect  for  sub- 
stituting a  new  set  of  relations  between 
man  and  man,  for  the  subnotion  of  the 
slave  from  that  power  in   reference  to 
which  there  existed  no  appeal,  and  for  the 
substitution  of  a  system  of  law  and  jus- 
tice for  one  of  irresponsible  power. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  May  2,    1833, 

MiifUTBB.]  Papsn  oidered.  OnUieMotionofMr.  Oux«r« 
an  Acoouat  of  Uw  Glaai>hoiue>  employed  in  tfie  Manu- 
fteture  of  Bxo«d,  Crown,  flint,  and  Plate,  and  Common 
Bottle  Glass,  in  each  year,  from  1826  to  183S,  induiive : 
of  the  Amount  of  Duty  respectively  diarged  on  Flint  and 
Plate,  Broad,  Crown,  and  Bottle  Glaa,  from  18S6,  to  1833, 

'  with  the  Amount  returned  by  way  of  Drawbadc. — On  Uie 
Motion  of  Mr.  Waxrx,  an  Acoount  of  the  Anenment 
for  the  Inhabited  Home  Duty,  at  whidi  a  hundred  of  the 
•hi^ert  rated  Hoiuei  in  London  are  Amnedy  for  the  year 
ending  5th  April,  1833 :  of  the  AaBessment  for  the  In> 
habited  House  Duty,  at  which  a  hundred  of  the  highest 
rated  Houmb  in  Uie  Country  are  Aiuwed,  dtstinguiahlng 
ttie  Conatiei,  for  the  year  coding  5th  April,  1833 :  of  any 
Instruction  given  by  the  Tax-office  to  the  District  Sur- 
Teyon  in  the  County  of  Kent,  since  1st  January,  1831, 
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for  the  Inhabited  House  Duty ;  and  also  a  Copy  of  any 
Repent,  or  Return,  made  by  the  Surveyors  pursuant  to 
such  Instruction. — On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Ricaroo,  an 
Account  of  the  Number  of  Officers  and  Servants  employed, 
and  the  Emoluments  and  Salaries  reedved  by  each  in  the 
diffloent  County  Craols  and  Houses  of  Correction  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales. — On  the  Motion  of  Sir  John  Rab  Read, 
an  Acoount  of  the  Imports  and  Exports  of  British  and 
Foreign  Wool,  Woollen  Yam,  and  Woollen  ManufiKsture, 
for  185f.— On  the  Motion  o(  Mr.  Gkoaok  Lamb,  a  Copy 
of  the  Fifth  Report  of  the  Commissioners  for  Inquiring 
into  the  Practice  and  Proceedings  of  the  Courts  of  Common 
Law. — On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Ewart,  an  Acoount  of  the 
Number  of  Irish  Poor  Shipped  under  Passes  from  the  Port 
of  Liverpool,  and  the  Expense  incurred  thereby. — On  the 
Motion  ci  Mr.  Spring  Rick,  an  Account  of  the  Sums 
paid  into  the  Stamp  Office  for  Duty  on  the  Insurance  from 
Fire,  for  the  three  last  Quarters  of  the  year  1832. 
Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  Ewmo,  from  Glasgow,  for 
the  Abolition  of  the  Stamp  Duty  on  Recripta ;  and  from 
the  same  Place,  for  an  Alteration  in  the  Royal  Buigh 
(Scotland)  Bill;  and  fkom  tiie  Faculty  of  Physicians  and 
Surgeons  (Glasgow),  for  an  Alteration  in  the  Apothecaries 
Act;  and  from  the  Synod  of  Glasgow  and  Ayr,  for  Em- 
ploying Minister!  and  Schoolmasters  in  Ireland  acquainted 
with  the  Irish  as  well  as  the  English  Language ;  also  from 
the  Hand-loom  Weavers  of  Glasgow,  for  Local  Boards  of 
Trade,  and  for  Relief.—- By  Mr.  Richards,  from  Dublin, 
for  Poor  Laws  for  Ireland. — ^By  the  SheriA  of  London, 
from  the  Lord  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Common  Council 
of  Uie  City  of  London,  for  the  Abolition  of  Slavery. — ^By 
Mr.  Crarlxs  Ross,  from  the  Protestant  Dissenters  of 
Northallerton,  for  a  Better  System  of  Parochial  Registrar 
tion,  and  for  a  Removal  of  the  Grievances  connected  with 
the  present  System  affecting  Dtssoiters. 

Commutation  op  Taxes.]  Colonel 
Torrens,  in  pursuance  of  his  notice^  rose 
to  move  for  the  repeal  of  those  taxes  which 
lower  the  profits  of  capital  and  the  wages 
of  labour.  He  was  aware,  that  the  ques- 
tion of  a  Property-tax  had,  for  the  present, 
already  been  decided  by  the  House,  and 
that  hon.  Members  were  wearied  out  by 
the  protracted  debate  which  had  recently 
taken  place  upon  this  subject.  Nevertheless, 
as  the  question  of  a  Property-tax  had,  as  it 
appear^  to  him,  been  so  much  misunder. 
st()od,  he  would  intreat  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  while  he  endeavoured,  as  briefly 
as  possible,  to  explain  the  manner  of  its 
operation,  and  to  obviate  the  objections 
which  had  been  brought  forward  against  it. 
All  the  wealth  of  the  country  might  be 
divided  into  distinct  and  different  portions, 
namely,  fixed  property  and  floating  capital ; 
fixed  property  consisting  of  land,  houses, 
fundd,  and  money  upon  mortgage;  and 
floating  capital  being  the  stock  employed  in 
cultivation,  in  manufactures,  in  trade,  and 
commerce.  Now  it  vrould  appear,  on  a 
careful  examination  of  the  subject,  that  the 
revenue  derived  from  floating  capital  was 
regulated  by  causes  altogether  difierent 
from  those  which  regulated  the  revenue 
derived  from  fixed  capital.  In  every 
country  there  was  a  customary  rate  of  pro 
fit,  without  obtaining  which,  capitalists 
would  not  engage  and  would  not  remain  in 
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business.  It  was  this  customaiy  nte  of 
profit^  always  tending  to  equality  for  every 
species  of  floating  capital,  which  determin- 
ed the  income  of  noatmff  capital.  Assuming^ 
for  the  sake  of  illustration,  that  this  rate  of 
profit  was  ten  per  cent,  then  the  income  of 
a  farmer  employing  2,000^  of  floating 
capital,  would  he  200/.  per  annum.  But 
what  determined  the  income  of  the  pro- 
prietor of  the  farmer  ?  It  was  dear  that 
the  proprietor  could  ohtain  as  his  Income  on 
rent,  only  that  portion  of  the  surplus  pro. 
duce  which  might  remain  af^r  the  farmer 
had  ohtained  his  ten  per  cent,  upon  his 
capital  of  2,000/.;  and^  supposing  the 
whole  surplus  produce  to  he  worth  400/., 
the  rent  would  he  200/.  The  principles 
which  regukted  the  respective  incomes  of 
the  farmer  and  of  the  proprietor  were 
these :  the  customary  rate  of  profit  deter. 
mined,  in  the  first  instance,  what  the 
former  should  receive,  and  then  the  rent  of 
the  proprietor  was  determined  hy  the  de. 
gree  in  which  the  value  of  the  surplus  pro- 
duce  exceeded  what  was  the  customary 
profit  upon  the  cultivator's  profit.  The 
same  principle  held  good  with  respect  to 
houses.  The  huilding  rent  was  regulated 
by  the  profits  upon  the  cost  of  erecting  the 
house;  the  ground  rent  was  determined 
by  the  advantages  of  situation,  giving  to 
the  occupier  benefits  escceeding  the  cus- 
tomary profits  upon  his  capital.  Now,  if 
hon.  Members  would  consider  the  diflerence 
between  the  revenue  derived  from  floatinff 
capital  and  the  revenue  obtained  from  fixed 
property,  they  would  immediately  perceive 
that  all  the  objections  which  had  been 
urged  against  a  tax  upon  fixed  property 
fell  to  the  ground,  and  were  altogether  in. 
applicable.  In  the  first  place,  it  had  been 
urged  that  it  would  be  unequal  and  unjust 
to  tax  fixed  property,  and  to  leave  other 
descriptions  of  property  free  firom  impost. 
Now,  how  did  this  objection  apply  to  the 
landed  proprietor  ?  Suppose,  for  iliustra- 
tion,  that  the  customary  rate  of  profit  was 
ten  per  cent,  and  that  a  farmer  employing 
9,000/.  in  cultivation  raises  a  surplus  pro- 
duce which,  after  all  his  outlay  was  paid, 
lefl  him  400/.  As  200/.  will  yield  him  the 
customary  profit  upon  his  capital,  the  other 
SOO/.  will  be  rent,  and  will  be  paid  to  the 
jiroprietor.  But  lay  a  tax  upon  the  fiirmer's 
income  of  100/..  and  that  which  will  re* 
main  after  yielding  the  customary  profit 
will  be  only  100/.  On  the  expiration  of 
the  contract  between  the  landlord  ftnd 
tenant^  the  rent  will  therefore  be  iMuced 
from  800/.  to  lOO&i  bedtuMj  wen  the 


tenant  required  to  pay  note  than  tUsy  he 
could  not  obtain  the  customary  rate  of  pro- 
fit upon  his  capital,  and  woald  withdraw  to 
some  other  pursuit.  It  was  quite  dear, 
therefore,  that  as  far  as  the  land  wos  ooih 
called,  taxes  upon  the  farmet^s  profit  fall 
ultimately  upcm  the  prc^krietor,  and  tliat 
theref(»re  there  could  be  nothing  unjust  or 
unfair,  or  in  any  way  injurious  to  the  pn^ 
prietors  of  fixed  property^  in  taxing  it, 
without  taxing  floating  ci^tal  in  the  same 
proportion.  But  this  was  understating  the 
case.  He  (Colonel  Torrens)  was  pr^ared 
to  show,  and  he  hoped  to  demonstrate,  that 
taxes  upon  revenue  arising  from  floating 
capital,  employed  in  productivo  industiy, 
were  injurious  to  the  proprietors  of  fixed 
property,  and  that  the  rents  of  landed  pro- 
prietors would  be  actually  Increased  by 
a  commutation  of  taxes,  which  would  re- 
lieve productive  indtistry  by  laying  a  direct 
impost  upon  the  revenue  derived  nom  fixed 
property.  He  bcUeved  that,  with  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House,  he  miffht  be  aUeto 
demonstrate  this  by  a  brief  and  simple  illus- 
tration : — Suppose  a  farmer,  with  2,000/. 
cultivating  land  which  yields  him  over  and 
above  his  outlay  250/.;  in  this  case  the 
rent  will  be  501.  Now,  lay  a  tajc  of  fifty 
per  cent,  upon  the  fknner's  income  of  200/ 
and  the  land  must  be  abandoned  and  no 
rent  whatever  paid  i  for  the  fanner  being 
entitled  to  ten  per  cent  upon  his  capital  m 
2«000/.9  ^11  obtain,  after  the  tax,  only 
150/.,  and  will  betake  himself,  cm  the  es- 
piration  of  his  contract,  to  aome  other  pur- 
suit. Thus  tMes  upon  the  income  derived 
from  agricttltnMl  capital  prevent  the  colli* 
vation  of  a  belt  of  l«id  whidi  might  other. 
wise  be  profitably  tilled;  and,  aaa  neoeamy 
consequence,  keep  down  the  rent  upon  ^ 
the  better  below  the  point  which  it  other- 
wise  would  attain.  Not  only  an  tfae 
industrious  classes  deprived  of  empleymeat, 
but  the  proprietors  of  the  soil  are  more  in- 
jured, by  a  tax  upon  floating  capital,  than 
they  could  be  tV  an  equal  per  centage 
levied  upon  fiaed  nroperty*  It  had  been 
urged,  as  an  objection  to  a  tax  upon  fised 
property,  that  it  would  drive  capital  abroad 
—that  all  woold  seek  to  escape  the  tax  by 
selling  out  of  the  Funds,  or  by  disposbg 
of  thmr  estates  and  making  investments  in 
Foreign  Smmrities.     This  oUeetaon  was 

Siite  futile.  The  alarm  which  imhtoed 
e  proprietors  of  fixed  property  to  sell 
would  operate  upon  those  who  were  abte  to 
purchase,  and  the  price  of  tXL  fixed  pfopeity 
would  immediately  fall  in  proportion  to  the 
tax.  m  thai  no  indnoaasmii  noiud  rasBnin  ix 
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fofvUpi  Inteitmeiit.  But  h  had  been  ttap* 
po9eS  tkokt  €h«  moHve  It)  wNUimulatittg  mi4 
flaring  wouM  be  dininlflhed.  No  sueb 
thing.  If  th»  price  of  feiJ  and  fixed  pto4 
pertjr  feU  in  jmiportion  to  the  taM,  as  it 
certain]^  wcmldi  Invettmenti  in  fixed  p04 
peiiy  would  be  Juet  afl  beneficial^  would 
jield  JuM  the  wine  per  eentafje  as  beforei 
and  no  eonnelvable  diminution  m  the  motive 
to  Mtittg  eould  ooonh  There  wat  only 
one  objeotion  to  a  tan  upon  fixed  property 
whioh  deserved  seriotts  notice^  and  that  wis^ 
that  it  might  operate  as  a  disooutagement 
to  permanent  improvements.  But  this  ob- 
jection was  eaMly  obviated.  Let  notice  be 
given  of  aU  permanent  improvements  re- 
quired^  and  let  no  increased  rate  be  imposed 
in  oonseqnenoe  of  them  for  a  period  of  ten 
or  twenty  years>  so  as  to  free  the  capitalist 
who  efiected  them  from  discouragement. 
He  begged  pardon  of  the  House  fbr  having 
delaanM  them  so  long  upon  a  sulgeet  dry 
and  uninviting.  But  it  did  appear  to  him^ 
that  a  crisis  had  arrived  whioh  had  render- 
ed it  necessary  to  revene  the  whole  system 
of  our  financial  policy^  in  order  to  relieve 
the  industry  of  the  country,  and  that  it 
waSf  thenstee^  most  important  the  real  in- 
ddetioe  and  efieet  of  a  tax  upon  fixed  pro- 
perty should  be  plaoed  dbtuietly  befbre  the 
House  and  the  0Duntry«  He  felt  it  to  be 
his  dti^  to  endeavour^  however  imperfiMstly , 
to  psmrm  this  task.  He  would  not,  as  the 
sense  of  the  House  had  been  so  recently 
taken  upon  the  question  of  a  Property- 
taX|  pNSB  his  Motion  to  a  divistoni  but 
would  rest  satisfied  with  having  enunciated 
prittsiples^  which,  as  he  beUeved  it  would, 
at  no  distant  neriod,  become  imperative 
upon  the  Legimture  to  adopt. 
•  Mr.  Hf ovive// seeonded  the  Modon.  The 
taxes  00  capital  employed  in  industry 
amounted  to  twenty^ftve  per  cent ;  which, 
as  the  gallant  Colonel  Imd  observed,  was 
in  a  great  measure  the  cause  why  the  dis- 
tress of  the  ODUntry  was  so  great.  It  was 
impossible  to  take  away  from  the  profits  of 
those  who  employed  labouimrs,  without 
oompeUing  them  to  lower  the  rate  of  wages 
of  the  labouxer.  If  the  House  duly  oon^ 
sidered  the  poverty  and  misery  which  at 
present  existed,  they  would  try  to  place  the 
burthens  of  the  country  in  such  a  position 
as  not  to  drive  the  people  to  despair.  Since 
the  year  1819  the  wages  of  the  manufac«> 
turing  labourer  had  bMi  reduced  one-half ; 
and  it  was  theif  only  oonsolatioii  that  the 
wages  of  tiie  agricultural  labourer  had 
fiilka  as  much.    Bat  what  was  the  case 

wkbtimewhalifedentheliaiii?    That 


the  fundholder  received  eighty-*4ieven  sove- 
reigns for  that  for  whioh  he  had  given  only 
forty.  Those  two  causes  had  pr^uced  the 
existing  state  of  things.  He  was  persuaded 
that  ir  we  adhered  to  the  present  standard 
of  value,  it  would  be  impossible  long  to 
carry  on  the  financial  aflhixs  of  the  country ; 
and  general  misery  would  go  on  increasing 
until  it  resulted  in  anarchy.  He  wished  to 
support  public  credit;  but  if  every  kind  of 
artificial  means  possible  Were  resorted  to 
for  that  purpose,  we  should  take  from  the 
country  more  than  its  resources  wouldollow, 
and  should  be  utterly  unable  to  go  on.  If 
the  gallant  Colonel  pressed  the  Motion  to  a 
division,  he  would  divide  vrith  him. 

Mr.  Cobbeti  said,  that  he  was  not  so  for-, 
tunate  as  to  understand  the  gallant  Colonel's 
arguments,  but  he  was  more  fortunate  as  to 
his  Motion ;  and  if  the  gallant  officer  would 
stop  with  tiie  prqxHdtion  for  repealing  the 
taxes  paid  out  of  the  wages  of  labour,  he 
(Mr.  Cobbett)  was  quite  ready  to  agree 
with  him ;  but  if  he  pressed  the  whole  of 
his  Motion  to  a  division^  he  must  certainly 
oppose  it. 

Lord  AUhorp  could  not  consent  to  the 
Motion  of  the  gallant  Colonel.  The  ques- 
tion was  a  purely  scientific  one ;  and  he 
did  not  see  how  the  gallant  Colonel  had 
made  out  by  argument  the  proposition 
which  he  had  submitted  to  the  House. 
The  gallant  Colonel  was  entirely  mistaken, 
if  he  supposed  that  any  peculiar  injury  was 
sustained  by  raising  a  part  of  the  taxes  from 
the  capital  of  employers.  He  would  not, 
however,  go  into  the  question  at  present ; 
but  would  content  himself  with  negativing 
the  Motion. 

Motion  negatived  without  a  division. 

Poor  Laws  (Irbland).]]  Mr.  Richards 
spoke  to  the  following  effect.* 

Mr.  Speakers  I  rise  to  address  the 
House  under  feelings  *of  considerable  em-* 
barrassment. 

Surrounded,  as  I  am,  by  so  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  of  great  experience  and  eminent 
talents^  I  cannot  but  regret  that  some  one, 
better  qualified  than  I  am  adequately  to 
psrftmn  the  task  which  I  have  undertaken, 
does  not  bring  forward  the  motion  which  I 
shall  have  the  honour  of  submitting  to  the 
House. 

There  are  some  hon.  Gentlemen,  t 
know,  who  think  that  the  King's  Ministers 
Would  be  the  most  proper  persons  to  bring 

*  Prifited  from  the  corrected  edition  pub« 
Kshed  by  Baldwin  and  Cradock. 
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.  forward  the  question  of  making  some  prp- 
vision  for  the  poor  in  Ireland.  But,  I 
hope,  I  shall  not  be  accused  of  presumption 
in  attempting  to  do  this,  when  I  state  that, 
nearly  two  months  ago,  I  applied  to  the 
.  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, to  know  if  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  any  intention  of  introducing 
some  measure  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  in 
Ireland;  and  was  answered,  "that  the 
,  Government  had  no  such  intention."  Im- 
pressed with  a  deep  sense  of  the  magnitude 
and  importance  of  the  question  to  the  best 
interests  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  re- 
lyine  on  the  kindness  and  indulgence  of 
the  House,  I  then  determined  not  to  shrink 
from  the  discharge  of  what  I  consider  to 
be  a  public  duty. 

Before  I  enter  on  the  consideration  of 
the  expediency,  and,  as  it  appears  to  me, 
necessity,  of  making  some  provision  for  the 
poor  in  Ireland,  the  House  will,  perhaps, 
allow  me  to  ask,  if  there  be  any  difference 
of  opinion  amongst  hon.  gentlemen  as  to 
the  state  of  Ireland  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin  says,  [Jiear,  hear, "2 
But,  alas !  that  Ireland  is,  but  too  fre. 
quently,  the  scene  of  outrage  and  violence, 
and  bloodshed,  none  will  deny.  During 
the  debate  on  the  Irish  Disturbances  Bill, 
the  then  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
.  and  many  other  hon.  Gentlemen,  described, 
in  strong  language,  the  atrocities  and 
crimes  which  had  b^n  committed  in  Ire- 
land. They  said,  that  robbery,  and  vio- 
lence, and  murder,  were  perpetrated  on  a 
system ;  that  property  and  life  were  not 
secure  ;  that  the  ordinary  laws  would  no 
longer  suffice ;  and  that,  in  order  to  punish 
and  repress  crime,  the  Government  must 
be  armed  with  powers  of  a  novel  and  ex- 
traordinary character.  Little,  however, 
was  said  of  the  want  of  employment  in 
Ireland ;  and,  still  less,  of  the  poverty  and 
misery  that  prevail  there.  In  order  to 
give  some  idea  of  this  want  of  employ- 
-  ment,  and  poverty,  and  misery,  I  will, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  read  a 
passage  from  the  ^  Summary  Report,'  pub- 
lished, in  1830,  by  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the 
'  state  of  the  poor  in  Ireland. 

"  Your  Committee  regret  to  be  obliged 
to  state,  that  a  very  considerable  propor- 
tion of  the  population  is  considered  to  be 
out  of  employment.  The  number  is  esti- 
mated differently,  and  by  Mr.  Smith  is 
supposed  to  be  as  much  as  one.fifth  of  the 
entire  population.  By  Mr.  Ensor  it  is  car- 
ried sdll   further^   and  is   calculated  to 


amount  to  one-fburtb.  From  this  want  oi 
demand  for  labour  necessarily  ensues  rerj 
severe  distress  among,  the  labouring  daan. 
This,  combined  with  the  oonseqaenoes  of 
an  idtered  system  of  managing  hind,  is 
stated  to  produce  misery  and  Buffering 
which  no  language  can  possibly  describe, 
and  which  it  is  necessary  to  witness  in 
order  fully  to  estimate.  The  distress  is 
stated  to  exist  in  its  greatest  severity  in  the 
suburbs  of  cities  and  towns.  Dr.  Doyle 
describes  the  condition  of  this  suflfexing 
class  in  the  strongest  and  most  impresdve 
manner.  He  states  a  case  of  some  of  the 
ejected  tenantry,  who,  seeking  a  lefiige 
in  the  towns,  after  their  little  capital  is 
expended,  become  dependent  upon  charity. 
They  next  give  up  their  house,  and  are 
obliged  to  take,  not  a  room,  but  what  they 
call  a  comer.  Four  of  these  wretched 
families  are  sometimes  accommodated  in  one 
small  apartment  of  a  cabin,  and  three  in 
another.  I  have  not  myself  seen  so  many 
as  seven  families  in  one  of  these  cabins, 
but  I  have  been  assured  by  one  of  the  offi^ 
dating  clerg3rmen,  that  there  are  many  in- 
stances of  it. .  Their  beds  are  merdy  a  little 
straw  spread  at  ni^t  on  the  floor,  and  by 
day  wrapped  up  or  covered  with  a  quilt  or 
with  a  blanket.  In  these  abodes  of  miseiy, 
disease  is  often  produced  by  extreme  want ; 
disease  wastes  the  people,  for  they  have  no 
food  or  comforts  to  restore  them ;  they  die 
in  a  little  time." 

In  proposing,  as  a  remedy  for  this  want 
of  employment  and  consequekit  misery  in 
Ireland,  the  introduction  of  PooiwlawB,  it 
is  impossible  not  to  advert  to  what  has  been 
done,  by  way  of  provision  for  the  poor,  in 
En^nd.  The  aueged  effects  of  Poor-kws 
in  England  will,  I  expect,  be  urged  by 
some  hon.  Gentlemen,  as  an  argument 
against  their  introduction  into  Irdand.  I 
quite  agree,  indeed,  with  those  who  con- 
sider the  whole  question  as  much  an  Eng- 
lish as  an  Irish  question.  And,  with  this 
impression  on  my  mind,  and  in  order  to 
save  the  time  of  the  House,  I  shall  confine 
myself  to  four  heads  of  observation  ;  and 
shall  address  the  House  on  each  with  as 
much  brevity  as  I  can. 

The  first  head  of  the  important  sab^eet, 
whiph  I  proceed  to  bring  under  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  is  the  great  injury  au»> 
tained  by  England  from  the  dreadnil  extent 
of  pauperism  in  Ireland. 

It  must  be  obvious  to  the  House,  that 
the  melancholy  extent  of  pauperism  in  Ire- 
land, by  keeping  that  country  in  a  constant 
state  of  trodbIe«  and  seryisg  to  exeite  Cb^ 
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se>  and,  while  it  oontinueSy  must  still 
c  a  cause,  of  rendering  Ireland  a  drain 
lion  the  resources  of  Emdand;  and  has 
.evented  Iieknd  from  ^^buting  (in 
9te  d^^ree  she  otherwise  might)'  to  the 
^^  1 1  aealth,  the  prosperity,  and  strength  of  the 
« -J'  :*  SB-  nited  Kingdom. 

'-^'Sxzz^  In  addition  to  this  great  evil,  which, 
^  cr'^c-i  various  ways,  has  long  been  severely 
lit,  we  have  to  consider  the  injuries  which 
England  suffers  from  the  vast  numbers  of 
Ht  <Bt|Abouring  Irish,  who  have  (especially  of 
.-L'TT*  n^^  years,  since  the  easy  and  cheap  com- 
r:i  ^^nunication  by  steam  navigation)  continu- 
^^^^ly  flowed  into  this  country.  They  have 
^  „  ^  jeen  the  meanS)  of  progressively  deteriorate 

I*  siiM^^^  ^^  condition  of  the  industrious  and 
^^^'r  laborious  classes  in  England;  and  of 
*  spreading  pauperism  and  distress  amonirst 
^f  us  to  an  extent  that  has  at  length  become 
=--^'*  appalling  I 

'"^^j"^  In  the  third  Report,  in  1826,  of  the 
^  '^  ' '  Select  Committee  on  Emigration,  this 
^^^^'  effisct  seems  to  have  been  foreseen.  In 
*  ^^^  that  Beport,  it  is  said,  "Mn  Malthus  was 
ij  tar'  33^^  whether  he  had  taken  into  consider- 
ation what  may  be  the  efiect  of  the  con* 
tinued  increase  of  the  population  of  Ireland 
upon  the  condition  of  the  labouring  classes 
of  England?  He  stated,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  effect  will  be  most  fatal  to  the 
happiness  of  the  labouring  classes  in  Eng 
land ;  because  there  will  be  a  constant  and 
increasing  emigration  from  Ireland  to  Eng- 
land, which  will  tend  to  lower  the  wages 
of  labour  in  England ;  and  to  prevent  the 
good  effects  arising  from  the  superior  pru- 
dence of  the  labouring  classes  in  this  coun- 
try. '  He  stated,  that  he  has  understood, 
that,  in  the  western  parts  of  England  and 
ScoUand,  in  the  manufacturing  districts, 
partiailarly  in  Manchester  and  Gla^w, 
the  wages  of  labour  have  been  lowered 
essentially  by  the  coming  over  of  Irish 
•  labourers ;  which  opinion,  your  Committee 
Ix^  to  observe,  is  confirmed  by  the  evi- 
dence that  has  been  given  by  witnesses 
resident  in  those  districts*  Mr.  Malthus 
is  of  opinion,  that  this  emigration  will 
tend  materially  to  alter  the  habits  of  the 
.labouring  class  in  England— 4o  force  them 
into  the  habitual  consumption  of  a  sort  of 
food  inferior  to  that  to  which  they  are  now 
accustomed,  namely,  potatoes;  and  the 
danger  of  the  use  of  the  lowest  quality  of 
food  is,  that  it  leaves  no  resource  in  a 
period  of  scarcity ;  whereas,  in  the  case  of 
ft  popttlatipn  lutd^uaUy  living  on  wheats 
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there  is  always  the  resource  of  pdtatoes  to 
compensate  for  the  failure  of  an  averase 
crop.  He  is  also  of  opinion,  that  it  wdl 
necessarily  throPiv  a  great  number  of  Eng- 
lish labourers  upon  the  Poor-rates ;  inas 
much  as,  if  there  be  a  redundancy  of  labour 
in  any  English  parish,  the  presence  of  Irish 
labourers,  universally  seeking  for  employ- 
ment, would  prevent  such  English  labour 
from  being  absorbed.  He  stated,  that  he 
was  satisfied  no  permanent  improvement 
would  take  place  in  the  case  of  the  Eng- 
lish poor,  even  if  a  portion  of  them  were 
removed  by  emigration,  as  long  as  this 
influx  of  Irish  labourers  continued  without 
a  check." 

But  even  the  extract  which  I  have  read 
will  fail  to  give  the  House  an  adequate 
notion  how  much  of  the  pauperism  and 
distress  in  England  is  occasioned  by  the 
enormous  and  overwhelming  influx  of  Irish 
poor.  In  some  parishes  within  the  pre- 
cincts of  the  metropolis,  the  amount  given 
for  the  relief  of  the  pauper  Irish,  who  have 
come  over  to  England  flying  &om  beggary 
and  want  in  then:  own  country,  in  search 
of  employment  and  subsistence  here,  almost 
exceeds  belief.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  paper 
from  the  parish  of  St.  Olave,  Southwark, 
signed  by  the  overseers,  giving  an  account 
of  the  number  of  persons,  under  the  head 
of  '^  Casual  Poor,"  relieved  in  that  parish 
last  Thursday.  From  this  paper,  it 
appears  that  there  were  relieved  SS^  adult 
persons.  Of  these — 274  were  Irish;  56 
English ;  5  Welch ;  1  West  Indian — total 
SS6. 

But  these  274  Irish  adults  had  284 
chOdren;  so  that  the  number  of  Irish 
persons  relieved  was,  in  fact,  ^58  !  Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  may  ask,  why  the  parish 
officers  do  not  pass  these  Irish  paupers 
to  their  own  country  ?  But,  when  I  state, 
that,  owing  to  Roman  Catholic  marriages 
in  England  not  being  legal,  the  children, 
in  the  case  I  have  mentioned,  would,  if 
their  parents  were  sent  to  Ireland,  remain 
a  charge  on  the  parish,  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  r^dily  believe,  what  the  overseers 
allege,  that  they  find  it  cheaper  to  give  the 
parents  some  relief  here,  than  to  send  away 
the  parents  and  wholly  maintain  the  children 
In  the  parish  of  St  George,  Southwark, 
there  are  now,  I  am  told,  100  illegitimate 
Irish  children  who  have  been  thrown  on 
the  parish  from  the  passing  of  their  parents 
to  Ireland.  But  this  is  not  the  whole  case 
of  these  parishes:  for  the  labour  there 
is  almost  entirely  engrossed  by  the  Irish 
labcnlrers  ftem  the  English.  What  is  to 
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beUM  result  of  ihe  pii^greM  of  mioh  a 
gtate  of  thiogii  if  some  remed/  be  not 
applied?  The  Poor-ratei  have^  hitherto^ 
prerented  the  labouriiig  olaas  in  England 
from  being  reduced  to  the  Irish  starvation 
level.  But  those  Poor-rates  have  already 
ruined  sreat  numbers  of  the  industrious 
middle  class  of  England*— that  class  which 
used  to  be  considered  the  pride  and  strength 
of  the  country;  and  yet  the  demand  is 
increasing  fer  an  augmentation  of  those 
rates,  in  order  to  meet  the  growing  misery 
of  the  English  poor  and  the  multiplying 
calls  of  hordes  of  Irish  poor>  who  continue 
to  pouri  like  a  flood,  into  this  country 
to  swell  her  poor  lists,  and  throw  the  poor 
English  out  of  employment.  And,  shall 
England,  in  spite  of  her  improved  modes  of 
cultivation  in  agriculture,  which  improved 
modes  furnish  increased  employment— in 
spite  of  her  manufactures,  carried  on  with 
a  skill  and  to  an  extent  which  the  world 
never  before  saw — in  spite  of  her  com- 
merce, which  spreads  to  every  part  of  the 
habitable  globe— « in  spite  of  all  which 
ingenuity  can  devise,  or  which  unzivalled 
industry  and  enterprise  can  accompli!^, 
shall  England  be  thus  impoverished,  de- 

fradcd,  fl^,  finally,  destroyed  ?->— I  cannot, 
will  not  believe  it*  In  the  name  of 
the  industrious  and  laborious  people  of 
England,  I  appeal  to  this  House  for  suc- 
cour; and  I  confidoitly  trust  to  their 
justice,  and  rely  upon  their  wisdom* 

Let  me,  now,  entreat  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  melancholy  state  in 
which  the  poor  population  of  England  was, 
and  the  causes  of  that  state,  before  the 
establishment  of  Poor-laws. 

To  show  the  state  of  the  poor  population 
of  England,  which  led  to  the  enactment  of 
Poor-laws,  I  will,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  read  a  passage  from  Sitype's 
Annals,  voL  4*  p.  29O. 

This  passage  is  contained  in  a  paper, 
preserved  by  Strype,  and  written  by  an 
eminent  justice  of  the  peace  for  the  county 
of  Somerset,  in  the  year  1596;  and  contains 
an  account  of  the  disorders  which  then  m:e- 
vailed  in  the  county  of  Somerset.  The 
author  says,  '  That  forty  persons  had  been 
'  there  executed  in  a  year,  for  robberies, 
'  thefts,  and  other  felonies;  thirty-five 
'  bum^  in  the  hand,  thirty-seven  whipped, 
'183  discharged.  That  those  who  were 
'  discharged  were  most  wicked  and  desperate 
'  personal  who  never  could  come  to  any 
'  good,  because  they  would  not  work,  and 
*  none  would  take  them  into  service*  That, 
^  noiwithatandiag  this  great  aumber  of 


indietmenlsb  the  fifth  part  oTthe  fieloniDS 
committed  in  the  county  were  not  brought 
to  a  trial:  the  greater  number  parm|ted 
censure,  either  from  the  superior  cuBiung 
of  the  feloDSi  the  Iwnissness  of  the  Magis- 
trates, or  the  foolish  lenity  of  the  jpeople. 
That  the  rapines  oommitted  by  the  infinite 
number  of  wicked,  wandering*  idle  people, 
were  intolerable  to  the  poor  oountxymen ; 
and  obliged  them  to  a  porpetual  watch 
over  their  sheepfolds,  their  paatuies*  their 
woodsi  and  their  eonufielda.    Tbat  the 
other  counties  of  England  were  in  no 
better  condition  than  Soaiersetshtre,  end 
many  of  them  were  even  in  a  wone. 
That  there  were,  at  least,  300  or  400  ehle- 
bodied  vagabonds  in  every  ooantjr»  who 
lived  by  theft   and   rapine;    and   mho 
sometimes  met  in  troops  to  the  number  of 
sixty,  and  committed  apoil  oa  the  iii« 
habitants.    That  if  all  the  fekma  of  this 
kind  were  assembled,  they  would  be  able, 
if  reduced  to  good  subjection,  to  giire  the 
greatest  enemy  her  Majesty  has  a  atioog 
battle.    And  that  the  Magistietee  thesn- 
selves  were  intimidated  from  exeeuting 
the  laws  upon  them;  and  there  weie 
examples  of  Justices  of  Peace»  who,  after 
giving  sentence  against  rogues,  had  in* 
terposed  to  stop  the  execution  of  their  own 
sentence^  on  account  of  the  danger  which 
hung  over  them  &om  the  eonfiederetes  of 
these  felons.' 
But,  Sir,  what  were  the  main  ceuaes 
which    led   to    this   dreadful   spreed   of 
pauperism  a|id  disorder  jin  En^aiid?    I 
earnestly  request  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  these  eauses,  more  especially  for  this 
reason,  that  the  very  same  oauaea  opetalol 
to  produce  similar  efieota  in  Irebmi,  whsR 
their  baneful  influence  has  ever  since 
tinued;  for,  although  the  evil  haa  been 
in  England,  it  never  haa  been  net  ib 
Ireland     The  main  oauaos  of  the  spread  of 
pauperism  in  England,  at  the  period  when 
Poor-laws  were  adopted,  were  these  two: 
— *First,  the  prc^ressive  and  widely  ex. 
tended  impoverishment  of  parishes  iif  the 
alienation  of  the  whole,  or  far  greater  pail, 
of  their  endowmenta ;  and  the  appcopnation 
(as  the  phrase  was)  of  thoae  endowncato 
to  monasteries!  to  Bishops,  to  Galfaednl 
Chapters,   and  Church  dSgaitaries;  bikI, 
secondly  and  chiefly,  to  the  plunder  of  the 
monasteries  by  Henry  8th*     It  f^pno^ 
from  various  authorities,  and,  abundantly, 
from  a  distinguished  antiquarian  and  htfL 
torian  of  Engmnd,  Bishop  Kennett^  in  Ui 
History  of  Appropriations,  not  that  a» 
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flida  of  tidM^  or  otlier  Chttidt  property, 
exiflled  in  tlib  oounftiy ;  hot  tfaftty  when  the 
incumbotitt  lield  the  entire  endowments 
of  iheif  respeetive  parishes;  th^  were, 
tkmtonAjf  oenaiderea  as  bwi^iened  wiA 
the  cere  of  the  churohei,  and  wHh  the 
lettrf  of  the  poor*  The  parochial  dergy, 
by  TarloQS  means  and  unaer  Yatfous  pre- 
tenoeSy  were  deprived  of  their  endowments 
by  the  monasteries,  the  Bishops,  and  the 
Cathedral  Chapters.  But  there  was  always 
an  understanding,  that,  out  of  the  parochud 
endowments  thus  appropriated,  relief  for 
the  poor  should  be  pvoTided.  The  duties 
of  hospitality  lowatds  poor  strangers,  pr6 
mkerkofdia  Dei,  and  of  charitobk  sus* 
tentation  of  the  poor,  were  prominently 
put  forward  by  the  monasteries,  the  Bishops, 
and  the  Cathedral  Chapters,  amongst  toe 
objects  for  which  they  sought  and  received 
the  parochial  endowments  transferred  to 
them.  The  Bishops  and  Cathedral  Chapters 
soon  lost  tight  of  the  poor.    And  the  pro- 

Srty  of  the  monasteries  was  givsn  to 
enry  8th»  by  the  two  statutes**  for  their 
dissolution,  which  he  procured  to  be  passed. 
These  two  statutes  gave  him  this  property, 
to  be  held  by  him  ''only  in  as  large  a 
manner  as  it  luid  been  held  by  the  governors 
of  the  monasteries ; "  and  with  an  express 
saving  of  all  the  rights  and  interests  of  ail 
other  peiiotts  and  braies,  which  thosepersons 
and  bodies  had  in  the  «dd  pnjpetty*  But, 
nndor  these  Acts,  Henry  seized  the  whole 
property;  and  gave  it  away  or  sold  it, 
witbout  any  consideration  for  the  equitable 
claims  and  reserved  interests  of  the  poor ; 
in  plain  terms,  the  poor  were  robbed. 
Documents  are  quotea,  both  by  Bishop 
Konnett  and  by  the  famous  Seldeni  con* 
firmatory  of  the  statement  I  have  made; 
which  dotiomenta  are  highly  curious,  in^. 
stmetive^   and  interesting  ;t    but  which 
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*27  Heu«d.  cap,  28;  and  31.  Hem  8.  cap.  19. 

t  Bishop  Kenoett  says,  **  Another  fair  pre^ 
text  of  the  religious  Tthe  Monks)  to  gain  ap« 
pTOprifttioasy  was  to  desire  no  more  tiian  two 
pans  of  the  tithe  and  profits  to  be  so  appro- 
priated to  them ;  leaving  a  third  to  the  free 
8o4  quiet  enjoyment  of  the  parish  priest,  whom, 
at  the  same  time,  thev  eased  from  the  burthen 
of  repairing  the  church  and  relieving  the  poor; 
and  took  that  ebarj^e  upon  themselves." 

**  Had  the  religious  Kept  to  this  double  por- 
tion; and  discharged  the  works  of  piety  and 
charity,  for  whieh  purpose  they  received  it ; 
this  had  been  specious  in  the  eye  of  the  world ; 
and  even  tolerable  to  the  parish  priest,  from 
whom  nothing  was  then  expected  beside  the 
bare  support  of  himself:  but  the  fehgioos 
99M  aei  he  Mitested  with  their  pails  with* 


I  shall  not  venture  to  trel^iass  on  the 
time  of  the  House  by  reading. 

Boty  Shr,  why  have  I  rmerred  to  these 
high  attthorides,  and  to  the  eatensive  and 

out  engrossing  the  whole  |  which  they  did,  by 
all  the  ways  or  acquisition.  So  that,  in  two 
or  three  following  ages,  paroohial  churches 
would  have  been  universally  annexed  and 
united  to  religious  .houses,  if  the  bishops  had 
not  provided  for  the  ordination  of  perpetual 
vicarages,  and  the  distinct  endowment  of  tbetu. 
This  institution  of  vicarages,  thongh  designed 
by  the  bishops  to  remedv  the  mischiefs  of  ap- 
propriations, was  turned  by  the  Monks  into  a 
new  method  of  facilitating  their  design.  For 
the  bishops  now  requiring  the  presentation  of 
a  perpetual  ricar,  and  endowing  him  with  a 
separate  portion  of  manse,  glebe,  tithe,  and 
oblations  (at  least  to  the  old  proportion  of  one 
part  in  three),  assigned  the  customary  burthens 
of  church«repair  and  poor  to  the  religions. 
This  appeared  with  some  fkce  of  equity,  and 
took  Off  the  odiam  of  appropriating  parochial 
to  conventnal  churches;  because  it  did  not 
alienate  or  much  divert  the  Ecclesiastical 
Revenues,  but  only  prescribed  and  allotted 
them  to  religious  men,  and  to  sacred  uses,  as 
devoted  from  the  beginning. 

**  When  the  scandal  of  appropriating  was 
thus  abated,  the  religious  never  wanted  pre- 
tensions to  get  more  and  more  churches  to 
their  own  proper  uses.  And  because  hospi- 
tality and  charity  were  the  more  especial 
charge  entailed  upon  the  two  parts  of  tithe 
and  oblations  or  offerings,  they  chiefly  urged 
these  oocasions,  and  promised  to  eo^oy  the 
profits  this  way. 

''  The  Seculars  learned  this  way  of  gain 
from  the  Monks.  They  likewise  got  the 
churches  of  their  own  donation  to  be  converted 
to  their  own  proper  uses;  to  increase  the 
number  of  their  prebends,  augment  the  portion 
of  tlie  dean,  or  of  any  other  principal  digni* 
tary;  or  for  the  table  of  the  bishop;  or,  in^ 
deed,  for  any  thing  that  could  contribute  to 
the  grandeur  of  the  cathedral  church  or  see. 

**  The  secular  clergy  were  sensible  of  the 
yoke ;  and  took  many  occasions  to  seek  for 
ease  and  redemption  from  it :  sometimes  by 
appeals  to  Rome ;  but  all  to  little  ourpose, 
while  the  religious  were  toe  rich,  and  tnerefore 
too  strong  for  them.  The  answer  which  the 
clergy  of  Berkshire  made  to  the  pope's  legate, 
anno  1240,  was  their  common  argument 
against  appropriations,  as  well  as  against  papal 
exactions,  viz.  that  by  authority  of  the  Holy 
Fathers,  the  fruits  of  parochial  benefices  were 
assigned  to  certain  uses  of  the  church,  of  the 
ministers,  and  of  the  poor ;  and  ought  not  to 
be  converted  to  any  other  uses. 

"  The  like  arguments  were  again  offered  by 
the  clergy  in  convocation,  1246:  that  it  had 
been  a  good  old  custom  in  the  kingdom  of 
England  for  the  rectors  of  parish  churches  to 
live  in  hospitality  and  charity ;  wheceas  a  su^ 
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8candaIoi|s  robbery  of  the  poor,  at  the 
period  of  the  dissolution  of  the  Monasteries  ? 
Far  be  it  from  me  to  seek  to  disturb  pro- 
perty^  or  to  root  up  the  foundations  of  long 

ducting  their  former  profits  had  put  them 
.under  the  necessity  of  closeness  and  narrow- 
ness of  living.  And  (about  ▲.  o.  1414)  the 
University  of  Oxford,  being  required  by  king 
Henry  the  FifUi,  at  the  beginning  of  his  reign, 
to  lay  before  him  such  matters  as  might  de- 
senre  to  be  considered  and  reformed  in  an 
ecclesiastical  synod;  among  the  articles  of 
grievance,  speaJcs  thus  pathetically  of  the  ap- 
propriations of  churches : — *"  The  manifold  ap- 
propriation of  churches  has  been  obtained  (by 
divers  subtle  and  sinister  suggestions),  espe- 
cially to  bishops' tables,  and  also  to  monasteries 
before  sufficiently  endowed ;  by  which  means 
there,  does  aiise  a  great  discomfort  to  the 
parishioners,  and  the  hospitable  refreshment 
to  the  poor  is  withdrawn,  &c.  And  where 
vicars  are  instituted,  so  small  a  portion  is 
assigned  to  them,  that  they  cannot  conveni- 
ently support  themselves,  nor  relieve  their 
poor  parishioners,  as  they  are  bound  to  do/ 

'*  The  bishops  of  the  Church  of  England 
were  likewise  sensible,  and  very  much 
ashamed,  of  this  scandalous  practice  (viz.  of 
appropriations).  They  bad,  indeed,  been  too 
much  the  authors  and  abettors  of  it.  Some  of 
them  had  been  regular  Monks :  and  the  reli- 
gious could  make  it  the  bishop's  interest ;  they 
could  allow  him  a  standing  pension  out  of 
their  larger  portion  of  the  tithes — ^they  could 
let  him  appropriate  one  church  to  his  own 
table,  9n  condition  of  appropriating  another 
to  their  convent.  (Bishop  Kennett  here  refers 
to  Wartoni  Angl.  Sacr.  p.  350.) 

''  But,  amidst  all  the  acts  of  extorting  a 
compliance,  the  English  bishops  were,  by  de- 
grees, much  offended  with  this  sacrilegious 
humour  of  the  Monks.''  (A  sacrilegious 
humour  which  the  bishops,  and  cathedral 
chapters,  had  been  long  most  earnestly  in- 
dulging in  and  imitating,  according  even  to 
Bishop  Kennett*s  own  statements  and  proofs). 
*'  Ana  at  last  the  bishops  were  so  conscious  of 
the  iniquity  and  scandad  of  this  practice,  that 
they  dared  no  longer  consent  to  it  without  an 
apology,  and  open  confession  of  their  doi^g 
an  ill  thing.'' 

**  One  of  the  very  best  governors  of  the 
Church  before  the  Reformation,  John  Peckham, 
constituted  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  in  1 278, 
in  an  epistle  to  the  bishop  elect  of  Hereford, 
reflects  severely  on  the  prior  of  Wenlock  and 
his  brother^  for  their  collusion  in  appropriating 
churches ;  and  thence  takes  occasion  to  say, 
,that,  by  thus  erasping  at  rectories  and  tithes 
they  very  much  hurt  the  Commonwealth ;  they 
did  in  a  manner  extinguish  the  care,  of  souls ; 
they  locked  up  the  gates  of  hospitality ;  they 
murdered  the  poor  by  not  feeding  tliem ;  they 
fatted  up  the  rich  to  nauseousness  itself,  &c.  &c. 
..  AU  which  mischiefs,  and  many  more  not  fit  to 


settled  possessions.  I  have  stated  the  truths 
which  I  have  advanced  only  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  the  causes  which  produced  the 
establishment  of  Poor-laws  in  England 

be  mentioned,  do  for  the  most  part  follow  (he 
appropriation  of  churches.*'  Bishop  Kennett, 
afterwards  referring  to  ''  the  great  increase  of 
the  poor,"  early  in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  says, 
"  Another  ill  consequence  of  despoiling  the 
parish  churches  was  the  increase  of  the  poor ; 
which  was  not  altogether  owing  to  the  dissola- 
tion  of  the  abbeys,  but,  in  some  measure,  to 
the  decay  of  the  parochial  clergy;"  (viz. 
through  appropriations,  &c.)  '^  who,  being 
nowburthened  with  greater  families,  and  yet 
supported  with  less  income,  could  neither  em- 
ploy nor  relieve  so  many  of  their  poor  neigh* 
hours  as  they  were  wont  to  do ;  and  the  Lay 
Impropriators,  though  they  received  the  tithes 
with  the  rent-charge  of  hospitality  and  charity 
upon  them,  spent  little  or  nothing  in  those 
pious  uses." 

A  very  remarkable  document  is  quoted  by 
Bishop  Kennett,  and  also  by  Selden,  from  the 
Momuiicon  Anglkanumy  which  throws  much 
light  on  the  subject.  It  is  a  complaint  pre^ 
ferred  to  Parliament,  not  long  after  the  disso- 
lution of  monasteries,  by  a  London  merchant 
'*  Ye  that  be  Lords  and  Burgesses  of  the  Par- 
liament House,  I  require  of  you,  in  the  name 
of  my  poor  brethren,  that  are  Englishmen,  and 
members  of  Christ's  body,  that  ye  consider 
well  (as  ye  will  answer  before  the  fiice  of 
Almighty  God,  in  the  day  of  judgmeot)  this 

abuse,  and  see  it  amended 

If  the  parsonages  were  impropred,"  (viz.  ajv 
propriated  to  monasteries),  '^  the  Monks  were 
bound  to  deal  alms  to  the  poor,  and  to  keep 
hospitality.    But  now  that  all  the  abbeys,  with 
their  goods,  and  lands,  and  impropred  par- 
sonages, be  in  temporal  men's  hands,  I  do  not 
hear  tell  that  one  halfpennyworth  of  alms,  or 
any  other  profit,  cometh  unto  the  people  of 
those  parishes.  Your  pretence  of  puliisg  down 
abbeys  was  .to  amend  that  which  was  amiss. 
It  was  far  amiss,  that  a  great  part  of  the  lands 
of  the  abbeys  (which  were  given  to  bring  op 
learned  men  that  might  be  preachers,  to  keep 
hospitality,  and  give  alms  to  the  poor),  should 
be  spent  upon  a  few  superstitious  monks, 
which  gave  not  forty  pounds  in.  alms  when 
they  should  have  given  two  hundred.    It  was 
amiss,  that  Monks  should  have  parsonages  in 
their  hands,  and  deal  but  the  twentieth  part 
thereof  to  the  poor.     •    •    .    •     The  Monks 
gave  too  little  alms.    .    '•    .    ;    But  now, 
where  twenty  pounds  were  given  yearly  to  the 
poor,  in  more  than  a  hundred  places  in  l^ 
land  is  not  one  meal's  meat  given.    •  •   •  • 
And  as  touching  the  alms  that  they  (the  monks) 
dealt,  and  the  hospitality  they  kept,  every  ib»i 
knoweth  that  many  thousands  were  well  rej 
ceived  of  them,  and  might  have  been  better,  n 
they  had  not  had  so  many  great  men*s  hotse 
to  f^edf  and  bad  they  not  bwa  onxAttifA 
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This  robbery  6f  the  poor,  on  the  dissolotion 
of  the  Monasteries,  caused  the  greatest 
pauperism  and  misery.  Mendicancy  and 
vagrancy  covered  the  land  as  with  a  leprosy. 
Robbery  and  murder  were  of  frequent 
occurrence.  To  punish  and  repress  outrage 
and  crime,  measures  of  the  utmost  rigour 
.were  had  recourse  to.  Upwards  of  ^rty 
Acts  of  Parliament  were  successively 
passed  without  effect.  In  vain  were  tried 
transportations,  and  hangings,  and  emigra- 
tion, and  Martial-law — dl  would  not  do.  At 
length  was  enacted  the  4Srd  of  Elizabeth ; 
and  this  famous  Act,  which  was  drawn  up 
by  Bacon,  assisted  by  the  other  eminent 
statesmen  of  that  day;  and  which  was, 
deliberately  and  advisedly,  made  the  law 
of  England,  soon  cured  the  numerous  evils 
which  then  afflicted  the  land.  Dalton 
describes  their  effect  thus.  He  says,  *'  1st. 
Idleness  is  very  much  repressed.  2nd,  In« 
finite  swarms  of  vagabonds  are  rooted  out, 
which  before  wandered  up  and  down,  to 
the   great  danger  and  indignity  of  our 

with  such  idle  gentlemen  as  were  never  out  of 
the  abbeys/' — See  Kennetfs  History  of  Ap- 
propriations, pp.  129,  130 ;  and  Selden,  in 
his  History  of  Tithes,  p.  487. 

Selden,  referring  to  the  plunder  of  the  poor, 
&c.  at  the  dissolution  of  monasteries,  says,  ^  I 
doubt  not  but  tliat  every  good  man  wishes 
that,  at  our  dissolution  of  monasteries,  both 
the  lands  and  impropriated  titlies  and  churches 
possessed  by  them  (that  is,  things  sacred  to 
the  service  of  God,  although  abused  by  such 
as  had  them)  had  been  bestowed,  rather  for 
the  advancement  of  the  church  to  a  better 
maintenance  of  the  labouring  and  deserving 
ministry,  to  the  fostering  of  good  arts,  relief  of 
the  poor,  and  other  such  good  uses,  as  might 
retain  in  them,  for  the  benefit  of  the  church  or 
commonwealth,  a  character  of  the  wishes  of 
those  who  first  with  devotion  dedicated  them 
(as  in  some  countries,  upon  the  Reformation, 
was  religiously  done),  than  conferred  with 
such  a  prodigal  dispensation  as  it  happened, 
on  those  who  stood  ready  to  devour  what 
was  sanctified." — Seldeu's  History  of  Tithes, 
p.  486. 

Selden,  writing  of  the  period  from  a.d.  800 
to  1200,  says,  ^  Ra  Dominica,  and  Dominica 
SuhitantiOj  and  Dei  Censut,  and  the  like,  are 
the  attributes  given  to  tithes  by  the  ancients 
of  this  age ;  which  also  they  style  Pairimonia 
Fauperumf  and  Trilmta  egentium  animarum,  and 
Stipendia  Paupertan,  hospUum,  et  peregrinorum  ; 
whence  also  the  clergy  were  not  to  use  them 
qumi  sms,  sed  quasi  commendatis.**  (Selden  re- 
fers to  Councils'  authority,  and  Pope  Alexander 
the  Third;  arid  says,  'that  the  council  of 
Lateran,  under  Innocent  the  Third,  agrees  to 
thb). 


nation.  3rd.  We  ourselves  are  now  com. 
pelled  but  to  relieve  the  poor  of  our  own 
parishes  (whose  condition  and  estate  we 
know),  and  to  a  certainty  of  gift,  wherewith 
we  are  now  taxed  by  our  neighbours; 
whereas,  before,  we  gave  we  knew  not 
what  nor  to  whom,  and  many  times  to  such 
as  were  ready  to  cut  our  throats,  if  oppor- 
tunity had  served." 

Permit  me  now,  in  the  third  place,  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  Ire- 
land. 

The  Bishops,  the  Deans  and  Chapters,  . 
and  the  Monasteries  there  also,*  under  one 
pretext  or  other,  sacrilegiously  appropriated 
to  themselves,  to  a  very  pernicious  extent, 
the  property  of  the  Parochial  Incumbents. 
Still,  in  Ireland,  the  poor,  till  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  Monasteries,  received  much 
alms  from  them ;  but  when  the  Monasteries 
in  that  country  were  dissolved,  this  great 
resource  of  the  poor  was  cut  off.  Their 
condition  was  aggravated  by  absenteeism, 
and  the  perishable  naturo-  of  their  food ; 
added  to  this,  the  potato  crop  is  liable  to 
failure,  and,  when  it  fails,  famine  and 
fever  ensue.  Accordingly,  we  find  that 
Ireland  has  long  been,  and  is  now,  in  a 
state  very  similar  to  the  state  in  whidi 
England  was  in  the  reign  of  Elurabeth. 
Outrages,  rapine,  murders,  abound.  Life 
and  property  are  alike  insecure.  The  peo- 
ple, suffering  from  want  and  misery,  lend  a 
ready  ear  to  any  agitator  who  holds  out  to 
them  a  prospect  of  relief.  Circumstances 
like  those  I  have  mentioned  generate  agi« 
tators.  They  address  themselves  to  uie 
wants  and  wishes,  or  supposed  wants  and 

*  In  a  publication  of  considerable  learning, 

written  bjr Ryves,  Judge  of  the  Preroga- 

tive  Court  in  Ireland,  and  dedicated  to  King 
James  the  First,  a  publication  which  produced 
very  important  results,  this  eminent  author 
thus  wrote: — "But  of  all  kingdoms  of  the 
Christian  world,  I  suppose  that  never  any  was 
so  surcharged,  and  ruined  with  this  heavy 
burthen"  (of  appropriations)  **  as  this  poor 
kingdom  of  Ireland  hath  been  and  is.  .  • .  . 
For  the  more  superstitious,  the  more  easy  to 
be  wrought  upon  in  this  kind  To  instance  in 
one  for  all — I  have  observed,  out  of  an  old 
ledger-book  in  the  abbey  of  St.  Thomas,  near 
Dublin  (a  house  of  no  very  old  foundation^, 
that,  in  a  few  years  after  it  was  erected,  it  had 
procured  fifty-nine  church  livings,  in  part  or  in 
whole,  to  be  appropriated  to  their  uses. 
Neither  may  we  doubt  bnt  that  Kilmainham, 
St.  Mary*s,  and  other  such  houses,  which  were 
in  great  number  in  and  about  Dublin;  and 
other  parts  of  that  kingdom,  had  their  share 
alike, .  &c.— Ryves's  Poor  Vicar's  Plea,  p.  9. 
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wishes  of  the  people.    '^  Per  omnia  tem. 

C,  quicumque  fempublicam  agita^^ie, 
istis  nommibuB^  sicuti  jura  p(^ull 
defendevent;^  and  thus  the  safety  of  the 
State  itself  is  endangered.  Is  it  not  then 
monstrous,  that  no  adequate  legislative 
remedy  lias  been  ever  applied,  in  Ireland, 
to  sueh  dreadful  evils  f — that  all  the  remedy 
should  be  left  to  the  voluntary  benevolence, 
the  discretionary  charity,  and  the  kind  con- 
sideration of  the  Irish  landlords  of  all 
descriptions  ?  Let  me  not  be  misunderstood. 
I  do  not  believe  that  English  landlords, 
under  similar  circumstances,  would  be  a 

£t  better  than  Irish*  I  know  some  Irish 
ndiords  in  this  House,  and  others  else, 
where,  who  are  men  of  enlightened  under* 
standing,  enlarged  and  active  benevolence, 
and  true  patriotism.  But,  Sir,  not  the 
sufferings  of  Ireland  only,  but  the  svdflPerings 
and  dangers  of  England,  imperiously  r&* 
quire  the  Legislature  to  interfere;  and, 
without  further  delay,  to  apply  the  proper 
and  adequate  remedy.  And  to  this  fast 
head  of  the  mat  suUect  I  am  endeavouring 
to  bring  before  the  House,  I  now  respect* 
fully  and  earnestly  solicit  their  attention. 

If  history  be  truly  said  to  be  philosophy 
teaehing  by  example,  then  we  ought  not  to 
disregara  the  lesson  taught  us  by  the  his- 
tory of  the  establishment  of  Poor.Iaws  in 
England,  and  their  non-establishment  in 
Ireland.  The  domestic  circumstances  of 
the  two  countries  in  1001,  when  the  4Srd 
c^  filiiabeth  was  passed,  were,  in  many 
respects,  alike.  Are  they  alike  now  ?  It 
is  sometimes  painftil  to  make  comparisons  ; 
but  the  House  cannot  but  look  on  this 
picture  and  look  on  that.  Here,  we  see 
peace  and  order,  and  obedience  to  the  laws ; 
there,  outrage  and  disorder,  and  dis* 
obedience.  Why  is  there  this  difference 
between  the  two  countries?  I  answer, 
because  the  poor,  in  Ireland,  have  not  had 
justice  done  them.  Give  Ireland  Po(»rt 
laws ;  and,  to  use  the  words  of  Dr.  Doyloi 
*^  You  will  gladden  the  lieart  of  the  widowi 
be  a  staff  to  the  aged,  and  a  resttngi^laee 
to  him  who  has  no  home ;  you  will  shelter 
the  houseless,  clothe  the  naked,  feed  the 
hungry,  comfort  the  afflicted,  and  relieve 
the  di^treisedf  Give  Ireland  Poor-laws, 
and  yon  will  put  an  end  to  vagrancy, 
separate  tb^  impostpr  from  the  virtuous, 
oompel  the  idler  to  do  his  workj  and  remove 
from  the  turbulent  the  food  of  sedition." 

Sir,  it  is  impossible,  I  think,  for  any  one 
carefully  to  read,  as  I  have  done,  the 
elaborate  Reports  of  the  Committeeof  1 8S0, 
appointed  to  examine  into  aTtd  report  on  the 


state  of  the  Irish  poor,  and  the  btracts 
horn  the  evidenoe  oolleeted  by  the  Poor^ 
law  Commissionersy  without  being  strode 
by  the  manifest  appearance  there  te  of  an 
endeavour  to  make  out  a  case  against  Poor- 
laws.  In  saying  this,  I  mean  no  dkmpeet 
either  to  the  eminent  individuals  who  com* 
posed  the  Committee  of  1800,  op  towarSi 
the  Poor-law  Commissionera.  And,  ospe* 
eially,  I  beg  to  assure  the  right  hon.  Gen. 
tleman  who  was  Chairman  of  that  Cono- 
mittee,  that  for  him  I  entertaia  tlie  greateik 
respect  Having  thus  guarded  myself,  I 
hope,  ftom  any  suspicion  of  intending  ths 
slightest  disrespeot  towards  any  one  con- 
nected with  those  doquments,  I  shall  speak 
oi  the  doeumenta  themselves  without  re- 
serve. 

In  reading  the  extraets,  I  qrald  not  help 
noticing  the  twist,  to  bcviow  a  jAuma,  ri 
he  will  allow  me,  of  the  hon.  member  fbr 
Oldham,  whioh  the  reporters  seemed  to  have 
agMnst  Poor-l^ws.  None  of  die  advan- 
tages—none of  the  beneftts^^-which  result 
from  PoorslawSf  are  mentioiied#  or  eren 
^uded  to  I  No ;  the  abuses  only  ere  poinM 
out  and  dwelt  on,  Now,  I  do  not  contend 
for  the  continuance  of  these  abuses  hi  Eog* 
land ;  and,  still  leap,  would  I  seek  to  intio- 
duee  them  into  Ireland;  but  heeuiae 
abuses  have  crept  into  the  Adminatiatkia 
of  the  Pooivlaws  in  England,  is  that  an 
argument  of  any  force  against  PoorJaws? 
Vfiiat !  because  abusea  in  the  Administra- 
tion of  the  Civil  and  Criminal  Law  are 
complained  of,  shall  we^  therefore,  destroy 
our  Courts  of  Justice?  Because  our  army 
and  navy  occaaion  us  gre^t  expenaei  iM 
we'dismantle  the  one  and  disband  Ae  other ; 
and  thus  dmrive  ouieelvM  of  aafitty  at 
home  and  of  defence  abroad  f  In  all  hmnas 
institutions  there  will  be  abuses  and  dc 
facts ;  and  it  is  well  to  porreet  and  amend 
them.  But  he  would  hardly  be  accounted 
a  wise  statesman,  ivho,  on  account  of 
alleged  abuses,  should  propose  to  destroy 
the  institutions  themselvea. 

But  the  example  of  Scotland  is  cited  by 
the  opponents  of  Poor-laws.  Whyi  Scot- 
land nimishes  the  sttongeet  aigument  in 
favour  of  Pqor^laws.  Nearly  a  centufy 
after  Pgor-lews  bad  been  estabHshed  in 
England,  what  was  the  state  of  Scotlsnd^ 
It  is  described,  in  I69S,  bv  Fktcher  of  &il- 
toun;  who  s^ys,  "  There  were  t^ 
300,000  sturdy  beggim  in  Scotlandi  who,  if 
you  would  not  give  them  almi»  took  tboa 
by  ibfee."  What  did  the  Govermnent  m 
those  days,  having  experioAoed  (br  neatly  a 
century  the  advantages  and  benefits  of  FM^ 
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law8»  do  for  Soodani  ^  In  the  Saooiid  Re* 
port  of  Evidenee  on  the  State  of  the  Irish 
now,  Djt.  Chalmen  states,  "  In  the  leign  of 
WilHaiQ  and  Mary  there  were  no  less  than 
two  Acts  passed,  and  four  proclamations 
issued,  on  the  subject  of  the  Boottbh  Poor 
Laws;  all  evindng  the  utmost  earnestness, 
on  the  part  of  the  Legislature,  to  establish 
a  oompulsDiy  povision  in  Scotland.  The 
prodamation  of  the  3pd  of  Maroh,  I698, 
eomplatns  of  the  in^caqy  of  all  former 
Acts  and  Proclamations ;  orders  correction, 
houses  to  be  built,  one  in  each  of  the 
larger  towns  for  the  benefit  of  the  sur« 
rounding  districts,  that  i&ould,  undw  a 
penalty  of  600  mariu  for  oaoh  quarter's 
delay,  after  a  roecified  time,  provide  work 
for  the  unempli^ed.  The  Shoriffs  were 
further  required  to  see  this  eaecuted,  under 
a  penalty  of  500  marks  in  the  first  instuiee, 
and  then  500^  for  eaeh  week  of  their  delay. 
The  Magistrates  were  ordered  to  support 
the  poor  till  those  eorrection«heuses  should 
be  provided  |  and  the  Kirk  Sessions  were 
empowered  to  see  to  the  exepution  of  the 
Acts."  Now.  what  were  the  eflfeets  of  these 
measures?  Dr.  Chalmers  says,  *^  that  onl^ 
nineteen  years  afterwsords,  Seotland,  as  if 
per  solium,  became  tranquil,  obedient  to 
the  laws,  and  prosperous."  The  Doctor,  I 
am  quite  aware,  endeavours  to  account  for 
this  nappy  change  in  the  condition  of  Soot, 
land,  by  ascribing  it  "  to  the  institution  of 
schools,  and  the  seal  of  the  clergy."  But 
the  House  will,  I  think,  agree  with  me  in 
ascrilung  it  to  the  wisdom  and  vigour  of 
the  Government  in  repressing  vagrancy 
and  establishing  Poor-laws.  It  may  be 
objepted  that  there  way  not  in  Scpdand  a 
compulsory  assessment.  No;  but  under 
the  salutury  fear  of  a  compulsory  assesa- 
ment,  the  heritors  assessed  themselves. 

But  let  me  aoain  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  \o  Iidand  herself.  The  prin. 
ciple  of  the  Poor-laws  hee  been  tried  in 
Ireland,  and  found  to  succeed.  In  the 
city  of  Dublin,  in  the  year  1818,  an  Asso- 
ciation was  entered  into  for  the  suppression 
of  Mendicity.  The  House  will,  perhaps, 
allow  me  to  read,  from  the  First  Report  of 
this  Institution,  the  causes  of  its  formation. 
"  The  City  prottnted  a  speetacle  at  onoe 
afiiictiog  and  disgusting  to  the  feelings  of 
its  inhabitants ;  the  doors  of  carriages  and 
shops,  to  the  interruption  of  business,  w^e 
beset  by  crowds  of  unfortunate  and  damor* 
ous  beggars,  exhibiting  miswy  and  decrepi- 
tude in  a  variety  of  forms,  and  frequently 
carrying  about  in  their  persons  and  g»r<« 
ments  the   seeds  of  contagiooa  disease: 


themselves  tfie  victims  of  idleness,  their 
children  were  tau^t  to  depend  on  begging, 
as  affording  the  only  means  of  future  sub* 
sistenee ;  every  artifice  was  resorted  to  by 
the  practised  beggar  to  extort  alms,  and  re. 
fusel  was  frequently  followed  by  impreca- 
tions and  threats.  The  benevolent  were 
imposed  upon — the  modest  shocked^^the 
reflecting  grieved-t^the  timid  alarmed.  In 
short,  so  distressing  was  the  whole  scene, 
and  ro  intolerable  was  the  nuisance,  that 
its  suppression  became  a  matter  of  neoes* 
sity." 

I  have  the  satisfaction  to  inform  the 
House,  that  this  Institution  in  Dublin  has 
succeeded  admirably.  Mendicancy  has  beisn 
repressed,  ^oe  corrected,  ignorence  in* 
structed,  and  the  habits  of  the  poor  im« 
proved.  But,  alas  1  it  is  found  that  vdiun- 
tary  contributions  for  its  support,  altWigh 
every  one  admits  the  abundant  usefulness 
and  abrolute  neoessity  of  the  Institution, 
are  uncertain  and  fprocarious*  To  prove 
this,  I  need  only  state,  that  out  of  11,000 
solvent  houses  in  Dublin,  onl^  8,000  eoiw 
tribute  anything  to  thii  Institution.  The 
inhabitants  of  Dublin,  therelbre,  after 
having,  for  fifteen  years,  eaperienoed  the 
numerous  advantages  of  this  Institution, 
now  entreat  the  House  to  make  its  support 
compulsory.  They  do  more"- ^hey  ask  you 
to  extend  the  benefits  of  this  Institution, 
by  the  establishment  of  Poor-laws,  to  the 
whole  of  Ireland.  Here  is  nothing  merely 
theoretical :  this  institution  has  been  tried  ; 
it  has  stood  the  test  of  long  experience ; 
and  the  inhabitiAnts  of  Dublin,  with  the 
Duke  of  Leinster  at  their  head,  now  testify 
in  the  strongest  manner  to  its  utility,  by 
entreating  this  House  to  give  it  the  sanction 
of  the  law;  and  to  establish  Poor  Jaws 
throughout  the  whole  of  Ireland.  Need  I 
say  one  word  more  ? 

But  there  is  one  objection  which  I  cannot 
pass  by.  If,  it  is  said,  you  emoloy  the 
ableUiodied  but  destitute  poor,  will  you  not 
in  the  same  degree  lessen  the  capital  appli« 
cable  to  the  employment  of  the  independent 
labourar?  Now  I  submit  to  the  Honse, 
that  tlus  question  implies  a  want  of  atten* 
tion  to  cireumstanees  and  to  the  nature  of 
cireulating  citpital.  In  times  of  peaee,^  and 
order  and  security,  capital  possesses,  if  I 
may  use  the  expression,  an  expansive  power; 
another  element  is  generated,  wUch  in 
credit.  I  will  endeavour  to  illustrate  this. 
In  times  of  opn^deuce  and  predit,  a  person 
draws  a  bill  for  500/.,  which  a  banker  die* 
counts.  The  money  so  obtained  is  employed 
in  labour ;  and  this  labour  reproduces  the 
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capital  flo  employed  with  a  profit  But, 
assuming  capital  to  be  a  fixed  and  limited 
sum,  it  18  obvious,  in  seasons  of  alarm,  such 
as  almost  constantly  occur  in  Ireland,  that 
the  capitalist,  who  is  generally  timid,  will 
hoard  his  money,  and  not  employ  it.  Now, 
Poor-laws  occasion  peace,  and  order,  and 
security ;  and  these  circumstances  inspire 
confidence  and  create  credit  Therefore 
Poor-laws,  instead  of  diminishing  capital, 
infinitely  increase  its  power  and  activity ; 
and,  as  i^  consequence,  add  to  its  quantity. 

Another  objection  is,  that  you  will  not 
find  in  Ireland  the  necessary  machinery. 
The  same  objection  might  have  been  made 
to  the  introduction  of  Poor  Jaws  both  into 
England  and  Scotland.  But  this  objection 
(is  frivolous.  Never,  in  my  life  in  England, 
did  I  ever  know  men  more  benevolent  and 
humane,  or  more  intelligent  as  to  the  mode 
of  applying  these  feelings  for  the  benefit 
of  the  poor  and  of  society,  than  I  have  met 
with  in  Ireland.  In  going  over  the  Men- 
dicity Institution  in  Dublin,  I  was  forcibly 
struck  with  the  perfect  knowledge  of  the 
subject  which  the  gentlemen,  who  kindly 
showed  it  to  me,  evinced.  The  necessary 
machinery  is  now,  actively,  in  use  in  Dub- 
lin; and  I  have  good  ground  for  statine, 
that  similar  machinery  may  be  found  in  ul 
the  other  considerable  towns.  As  to  the 
more  remote  districts,  I  am  prepared  to 
point  out  machinery  efficient  for  the  pur- 
pose. But  I  will  not  further  anticipate  ob- 
jections. 

In  the  course  of  the  discussions  in  Par- 
liament, severe  remarks  have  been  made  by 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  on  Irish  landlords ; 
and  appeals  have  been  made  to  their  huma* 
nity.  .  There  are  other  gentlemen,  out  of 
doors,  who  seem  to  think  that  poverty,  and 
misery,  and  vice,  are  not  merely  incident 
to,  but  inherent  in,  human  nauture ;  and 
that  they  should  be  left  to  correct  Uiem- 
selves.  Sir,  if  the  poverty  and  misery  of 
the  Irish  peasantry  could  be  fairly  attri- 
buted to  the  dispensations  of  Providence— 
if  summer  and  winter,  seed-time  and  har- 
vest, did  not  succeed  each  other, «— if  the 
earth  no  longer  gave  her  increase,— and  if, 
therefore,  pestilence  and  famine  wasted 
them, — Uiere  might  be  some  seeming  reason 
for  charging  God  foolishly.  But  since,  in 
Ireland,  the  Divine  Giver  of  all  good  has 
been  so  mimificent  in  His  bounties,*  let  us 

^  It  hat  been  justly  remarked  of  Ireland, 
**  that  there  never  was  a  country  for  which  God 
appears  to  have  done  so  much,  and  man  so 
luUe." 


not,  ungratofolly  and  impimuly,  hkme 
Him  for  evils  which  are  caused  by  our- 
selves. Nor,  as  respects  the  alleged  mis- 
conduct of  Irish  Landlords,  let  us,  as  Le. 
gislators,  indulge  in  puerile  complaints 
a^nst  individuals,  for  not  being  humane. 
Sir,  in  saying  this,  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
supposed,  that  I  am  deaf  to  the  calls  of 
humanity,  or  dead  to  feelings  of  compessioa 
for  the  sufierings  of  my  fellow-creatures. 
But,  Sir,  these  are  not  the  motives  which 
govern  my  conduct  in  the  discharge  of  mj 
duties  in  this  House.  In  earnestly  recom- 
mendinff  the  great  measure  of  which  I  am 
an  humble  advocate,  I  stand  upon  the  hroad 
and  immoveable  foundation  of  justice  and 
sound  policy.  I  seek  not,  by  a  parliamen- 
tary Act,  to  make  men  kind  and  charitable, 
but  to  enforce  justice.  I  seek  to  make  it 
the  urgent  and  commanding  interest  of  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  to  prevent  pauperism 
and  its  attendant  evils  to  the  utmost  of  their 
power.  It  was  a  just  remark  of  an  eminent 
Judge  from  the  bench, ''  That  it  is  not  for 
human  laws  and  human  legislation  to  do 
that  which  bebngs  to  Him  aume  who  can 
rule  the  hearts  ofmen— to  make  them  what 
they  ought  to  be;  but  it  is  forhumanlaws 
and  human  legislation  to  protect  and  save 
society  from  .the  inconvenience  of  men's 
bdng  what  they  are." 

I  beg  leave  humbly  to  move  the  foUow. 
ing  Resolution  :•— 

"  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
that  the .  establishment  of  a  provision  for 
the  Poor  of  Ireland,  on  the  principle  of  the 
Act  43rd  Elizabeth,  with  sudi  attentions 
and  improvements  as  time  and  circiunstances 
may  require,  is  expedient  and  neoeswy  to 
the  interests  of  the  United  King^kon." 

Mr.  James  GraUan  felt  great  pleasure 
in  seconding  the  Resolution.  He  had  erer 
held,  that  till  the  poor  of  Irehind  were  «• 
cured  against  famine  and  its  coosequenoes, 
it  was  vain  to  expect  tranqoillity  in  he- 
land,  and  every  day's  experience  was  a  too 
painful  corroboration  of  his  qpiniun.  He 
would  confidently  rest  his  case  on  this  vhb^ 
principle — that  a  man  uncertain  of  his 
daily  bread,<~a  starving  man,— was  necr*- 
sarily  a  savage,  who  was  mcapaUe  of  that 
prospective .  and  temperate  course  of  coo- 
duct  which  was  the  essential  oonditioo  i^ 
peace  and  prosperity.  The  Irish  poor  ^ed 
out  a  miserable  existence  between  liuaioe 
and  rapine ;  they  were  aUe  and  wtllittg  to 
work,  but  there  was  no  work  for  then. 
They  saw  the  means  of  eomfortahle  sob* 
sistenee  around  them;  they  were  never- 
theless destitute  in  their  native  land.  They 
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were,  moreover^  a  sensitive  and  irritable 
people.  Was  it  to  be  expected,  under  these 
circumstances^  that  they  should  be  peaceable 
and  obedient  to  the  law.  He  expected 
that  the  present  Motion  would  be  met  by 
clap.trap  appeals  to  the  one-sided,  partial, 
and  evidently  got- up  scraps  of  evidence 
contained  in  the  reports  of  the  deputy 
poor-law  commissioners  just  published  for 
the  occasion.  Apart  fronk  the  illogical  un- 
fairness of  arguing^  against  the  use  from 
the  abuse,  he  would  protest  against  these 
appeals  as  being  necessarily  partial  and 
imperfect.  It  would  have  been  but  common 
justice  in  Ministers  to  have  suroended  the 
publication  of  these  extracts  till  the  whole 
of  the  evidence  and  the  general  report  was 
ready  for  publication.  But  even  this  got- 
up  one-sided  evidence  would  fail  in  its  ob- 
ject. If  they  wished  to  retain  Ireland  as 
an  essential  and  profitable  portion  of  the 
Empire,  they  must  induce  the  Irish  people 
to  respect  the  laws^  and  to  induce  them  to 
respect  the  laws  the  Irish  must  be  taught 
that  the  laws  were  protective,  conciliatory, 
just,  and  impartial.  What  was  their  pre- 
sent system — was  it  protective,  conciliatory, 
just,  and  impartial  ?  Certainly,  if  the  In- 
surrection Act  was  conciliatory,  and  if 
starvation,  rapine,  and  then  hanging  or 
transportation  were  the  proofs  of  concili- 
ation. Since  the  Union  there  was  hardly 
an  interval  of  two  or  three  years  without 
the  Insurrection  Act  being  enforced ;  and 
till  they  applied  a  remedy  to  the  parent 
evil — a  want  of  employment  and  a  legal 
security  against  starvation — things  would 
not,  indeed  could  not,  grow  better.  The 
fact  was,  there  was  no  choice  between  the 
most  iron  coercion,  or  the  remedial  policy 
of  Poor-laws ;  and  if  they  were  senously 
determined  to  apply  a  remedy  to  the  ills  of  ^ 
Ireland  which  the  Union  had  undoubtedly 
produced,  they  would  give  the  Irish  peasant 
an  interest  in  its  preservation.  It  was,  un- 
fortunately^  a  too  easy  task  to  show  that 
the  poor  of  Ireland  were  in  a  condition  of 
misery  so  great  as  to  call  upon  the  Legisla- 
ture for  some  remedy.  Mr.  Sadler  had 
shown,  that  such  was  the  case  in  his  able 
and  unanswerable  speech  delivered  last 
Session,  in  which  it  was  put  beyond  cavil, 
that  in  consequence  of  the  want  of  provi. 
sion  for  the  indigent,  famine  was  the  fre- 
quent visitant  of  Ireland.  Their  state  of 
miserable  existence  reduced  the  duration  of 
life  at  least  eight  per  cent  lower  than  it 
was  in  England.  That  was  the  constant 
state  of  their  miserable  being.  They  had 
beard  much  of  the  advantages  of  expending 
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capital  in  local  improvements ;  the  fact  was, 
experience  had  demonstrated,  that  such  ex- 
penditure, when  partial,  was  only  mis- 
chievous, and  that,  to  be  beneficial,  it  must 
be  universal.  Did  a  gentleman  expend 
thousands  in  giving  employment  to  the 
poor  in  his  neighbourhood,  he'itnmediately 
attracted  all  the  floating  misery  for  miles 
and  miles  about  him,  with  a  view  to  pro- 
fiting by  his  benevolence.  But  evidently 
the  heartless  landlord,  from  whose  district 
this  horde  of  paupers  had  emigrated,  was 
pro  tanto  benefited  at  the  expense  of  the 
humane  and  upright.  Then,  unless  the 
giving  employment  were  made  compulsory, 
the  absentee  landlord  would  never  apply 
himself  to  the  improvement  of  his  estate, 
so  long  as  his  agent  could  extract  the  rent 
from  the  impoverished  tenants.  Make  him 
provide  employment  for  the  poor  on  his 
estate,  and  in  self-defence  he  would  betake 
himself  to  domestic  improvements.  As  it 
was,  the  only  semblance  of  improvements 
attempted  in  Ireland  were  those  of  the 
justly  repudiated  jobbing  system  of  Grand 
Jury  Assessments.  Agam  he  repeated,  that 
they  had  no  choice  between  iron  coercion 
or  conciliating  the  poor  by  insuring  them 
against  destitution,  and  affording  them  pro- 
fitable employment — between  the  Repeal 
of  the  Union  and  Poor-laws.  They  had 
already  exhausted  every  expedient  and 
means  of  staving  off  Poor-laws.  They 
had  Mr.  Wilmot  Horton  and  his  Emigra- 
tion Committee,  and,  that  justly  failing, 
they  had  Mr.  Rice's  Committee  got  up  to 
make  out  a  case  against  the  adoption  of 
Poor-laws.  The  evidence  given  before 
that  Committee,  however,  was  itself  the 
antidote  of  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
appointed.  He  called  upon  the  House  to 
compel  the  Irish  landlords  to  do  their  duty 
to  themselves,  their  tenants,  and  their  coun- 
try. It  was  the  cause  of  humanity  and 
true  religion.  Already  the  Irish  landlords 
had  obtained  their  40f.  Disfranchisement 
Act,  which  cleared  their  estates  of  the  poor 
villains  when  no  longer  useful  upon  the 
hustings;  and  then  they  had  their  Sub- 
letting Act,  which  prevented  those  unfor- 
tunate outcasts  from  again  settling  down 
upon  the  soil  upon  wbich  they  were  bom. 
And  yet,  in  the  face  of  these  facts,  the 
Irish  landlords  hypocritically  talked  of  the 
abuses  and  demoralizing  effects  of  the  Eng- 
lish Poor-laws.  Out  upon  such  barefaced, 
such  sordid  hypocrisy;  it  was  not  the 
abuses,  but  the  long-tried,  long-proved 
uses,  of  the  Poor-laws  that  he  demanded 
for  Ireland.  Let  them  look  at  the  benefi- 
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tive  Resolution,  but  will  be  content  to  wait 
until  we  can  get  this  infonnation  wbicb  I 
propose  to  procure  by  the  means  of  this 
Commission. 

Mr.  CConncU  said,  that  he  wished  to  be 
permitted  to  second  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble   Lord.     In  making  that  offer,  the 
House  would  perceive  that  he  intended  to 
convey  his  humble  approbation  of  this  mode 
of  proceeding.     He  did  come  down  to  the 
House  determined  to  trespass  upon  the  pa- 
tience of  the  House,  perhaps,  to  exhaust  it, 
by  making  observations  at  some  length  upon 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member.     The 
proposition  which  had  been  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  had  dispensed  with  a  great  deal 
of  what  he  had  intended  to  say,  especially 
with  that  part  of  it  which  he  meant  to  urge 
in  favour  of  delay  and  of  full  inquiry  be- 
fore they  plunged  into  what  seemed  to  him 
the  horrors  of   the  Poor-laws.     No  man 
had  a  stronger  personal  interest  in  support- 
ing Poor-laws  than  he  had.     By  recom- 
mending them,  he  should  obtain  the  affec- 
tionate confidence  of  a  class  of  men  whom 
he  esteemed  most  highly — ^he  should  get  a 
great  deal  of  approbation  from  the  Catho- 
lic Clergy  of  Ireland,  who  were  strongly 
disposed  to  favour  the  introduction  of  the 
Poor-laws,  coming  in  contact,  as  they  did, 
with  the  misery  of  the  people,  and  being 
naturally  anxious  to  find  some  tangible  re- 
lief for  that  misery.     If  he  could  bring  his 
mind  to  think  that  the  Poor-laws  would  be 
advisable,  and  if  he  were  to  state  that  to 
be  his  opinion,  there  would  soon  be  a  cry 
for  them  in  Ireland  that  would  be  irresist- 
ible.    If  he  were  disposed  to  agitate  Ire- 
land for  purposes  that  would  lead  to  the 
shaking  of  the  foundations  of  society,  and 
that  would  tend  to  revolution  and  to  the 
insecurity  of  property,  he  did  not  know  one 
subject  more  likely  to  influence  the  minds 
of  men,  particularly  of  the  uneducated,  than 
this  subject  of  the  Poor-laws.  He  could,  by 
means  of  this  subject,  influence  all  those 
who  were  most  reckless  of  life  when  in 
pursuit  of  objects  that  they  thought  would 
be  beneficial  to  them,  but  he  was  thoroughly 
convinced  that  he  could  not  do  so  without 
a  sacrifice  of  principle,  and  he  must  seek 
his  private  advantage  by  a  violation  of  what 
he  esteemed  a  conscientious  duty.     So  far 
as  the  hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  the 
distress  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  the  case 
he  had  brought  forward  was  most  fully 
made  out.      There  was  no  doubt  of  the 
distress  of  the  country,  and  instead  of  being 
diminished,  it  was  increased — increased  too 
by  the  strong  arm  of  the  law.     He  was 


not  going  to  discuss  the  Coercion  BiUy  but 
he  must  say,  that  the  strong  arm  of  the  law 
encouraged  bad  landlords,  of  whom  he  did 
not  pretend  to  speak  with  forbearance,  to 
act  with  greater  rigour  than  ever  towards 
their  tenants.     There  were  more  notices  to 
quit  served  from  the  25th  of  March  and 
the  Ist  of  May  than  there  had  been  for 
twenty  years  past.     There  was  not  any 
demand  upon  the  peasantry  that  was  not 
now  rigorously  enforced,  and  the  result  was 
such,  that  he  was  sure  the  Grovemment 
would  require  the  same  Act  next  year,  in 
order  to  repress  those  heart-burnings  that 
the  misconduct  of  bad  landlords,  acting 
under  the  protection  of  the  present  Bill, 
had  occasioned.    It  was  said,  that  the  Poor- 
laws  would  assist  in  putting  an  end  to  the 
disorders  among  the  peasantry.     He  did 
not  entertain  that  opinion.     The  Report  of 
the  Commissioners   on  the  Poor-laws  of 
this  country  did  not  show  that  to  have  been 
the  case  here,  where  the  bumincs  of  ricb 
had  taken  place,  not  in  the  spirit  of  what 
the  Whitefoot  called  the  wud  justice  of 
revenge,  but  in  a  spirit  which  the  Irish 
peasantry  had  never  manifested.       The 
Whitefeet  committed  murder  from  a  thirst 
of  vengeance  not  from  a  spirit  of  plunder. 
When  the  hon.   Member  talked  of  this 
countiy  being  in  a  state  of  subordinatioii 
in  consequence  of  the  Poor^wSj  had  he 
forgotten  the  frightful  disturbances  which 
prevailed    within    the    last    two    yean? 
England  was  far  from  being  tranquil  at  the 
present  moment :  within  the  last  week  he 
hkd  read  in  the  newspapers  an  account  of 
400  head  of  cattle  having  been  burnt  alive 
by  the  act  of  some  wretched  incendiary* 
The  hon.  member  for  the  county  of  Wick- 
low  found  fault  with  the  Report  which 
had  been  presented  from    the    Poor-htw 
Commissioners.    He  talked  of  the  evidence 
being  partial  or  garbled.  This  was  a  serioos 
charge.     Now  who  were  these  Ccnmiaai. 
oners  ? — the  Bishop  of  London,  the  Bishop 
of  Chester,  Mr.  Sturges  Bourne,  Mr.  Se* 
nior,  and  Mr.  Coulson.     It  had  been  stated 
that  the  Poor-*laws  had  had  the  effect,  in 
this  country,  of  protecting  property,  and  of 
preserving  the  public  peace.  What  evidence 
had  they  of  that  ?  Was  it  in  the  incendisiy 
burnings  that  had  spread  horror  through 
the  country  a-year  and  a  half  ago  ?    Did 
the  Poor-law  Commisnoners  authoriie  anj 
such  statement?     No  such  thing;   they 
showed  that  through  the  operation  of  the 
Poor-laws,  in  many  parts  of  £ng1and,  the 
moral  feeling  of  the  lower  classes  of  society 
had  been  deeply  injured.    He  wonM  leier 
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to  the  Report  of  those  Commissioners^  if 
they  talked  of  the  beneficial  operation  of 
these  laws.     If  ever  there  was  a  book  of 
authority  published  on  any  subject^  it  was 
this   Report.     This    afforded  a    sufficient 
number  of  cases^  illustrative  of  the  working 
of  the  system  in  England — a  system,  which, 
he  hoped  to  God,  would  never  be  introduced 
into  Ireland.     No  one  had  yet  ventured  to 
contradict  a  single  case  stated  in  this  book, 
and  there  were  Members  who  would  be 
sufficiently  ready  with  refutations,  if  they 
could  adduce  them.    When  he  read  the 
horrid  detail  of  cases  stated  in  this  Report 
— ^when  he  found  what  had  been  the  fruits 
of  the  Poor-laws  in  Englatid;  that  they 
had  gone  far  to  sap  the  very  foundations  of 
society — that  they  had  destroyed  the  best 
feelings  of  the  human  breast — that  they 
had  torn  asunder  all  the  ties  of  social  life — 
that  they    had  set  fathers  against  their 
children,  and  children  against  their  fathers 
—that  they  had  implanted  a  principle  of 
brutal  selfishness  in  the  breasts  of  those 
who  came  within  their  baneful  influence  — 
he  turned  with  horror  from  the  idea  of 
introducing  such    a  system    into  Ireland. 
This  Report  emanated  from  a  body  of  men, 
incapable  of  deception,  who  could  have  no 
possible  motive  for  deceiving  Parliament, 
and  who,  at  the  same  time,  had  a  thousand 
eyes  upon  them,  ready  to  detect  any  error 
into  which  they  might  happen  to  fall.  This 
book  afforded  undeniable  evidence,    that 
these  laws  destroyed  all  motives  to  industry 
that  they  created  habits  of  improvidence — 
that  they  held  out  premiums  to  vice  in  a 
thousand  ways — ^that  they  encourag^  mar- 
riages based  upon  the  most  sordid,  and 
shameful,    and    degrading    motives — that 
they  operated  as  a  constant  incentive  to 
crime,  by   destroying  everything    like    a 
sense  of  moral  feeling.  This  volume  closed 
with  a  description  of  the  operation  of  the 
Bastardy  Laws,  which  he  would  not  then 
enter  upon.     It  was  sufficient  to  say,  that 
the  destruction  of  female  virtue  was  gene- 
rated by  the  system ;  and  that  prostitution 
was  rewarded  by  the  Poor-laws.     When, 
therefore,  he  heard  hon.  Gentlemen  contend 
that  all  these  evils  arose  from  the  abuse  of 
the  Poor-laws,  he  would  ask  them  to  get 
rid  of  the  abuse,  and  to  show  him  that 
such    evils    were    not   the  natural  fruits 
of  the  system  itself.     He  entreated  them 
not  to  send  over  a  system  of  laws  to  his 
country  which  would  produce  such  effects 
as  were  described  in  this  Report.     It  was 
said,  however,  "  we  do  not  wish  to  intro. 
duce  the  English  system  of  Poor-laws  into 


Ireland ;"  but  the  hon.  member  for  Knares- 
borough,  during  the  whole  course  of  his 
speech,  dwelt  on  the  blessings  which  he 
alleged  to  have  resorted  from  the  English 
system  of  Poor-laws— he  put  them  forward 
as  the  glory  and  boast  of  England — and 
said  that  the  tranquillity  of  the  country  was 
mainly  to  be  attributed  to  their  operation. 
The  hon.  member  had  not  pointed  out — he 
could  not  point  out — ^how  those  evils  which 
the  Poor-laws  had  produced  in  England^ 
could  be  avoided  under  any  other  system. 
Then,  again,  it  was  said,  that  the  introduc. 
tion  of  the  Poor-laws  into  Ireland  would 
prevent  the  annual  influx  of  Irish  labourers 
into  this  country.     It  would  have  no  such 
effect ;    but,  on  the  contrary,   when   the 
Irish  landlords  found  they  had  to  support 
'  the  family  of  the  poor  Irish  peasant,  they 
would  find  it  their  interest  to  send  the 
man  himself  off  to   England;  and  as  he 
would  not  have,  as  now,  to  save  money  for 
the  support  of  his  family,  he  would  be  able 
to  work  at  even  a  less  rate  of  wages  than 
at  present.     But  surely  that  was  not  to  be 
a  reason  for  agreeing  to  the  Poor-laws  for 
Ireland ;  and  if  their  poor  came  here  to 
make  labour  cheap,  surely  the  evil  was 
balanced  by  their  rich  coming  here  to  make 
labour  dear,  and  to  expend  in  this  country 
the  money  produced  by  the  industry  of  the 
Irish  labourer  in  his    own   country.     It 
must  be  recollected,  also,  that  the  Irish 
supplied    the  manufacturing  towns  with 
cheap    food.     If    there    were   a   resident 
gentry  in  Ireland,  the  food  would  still  be 
sent    to    England,    for    manufactures   or 
money ;  but  now,  instead  of  the  produce  of 
the  sale  of  the  Irish  com  and  cattle  being 
sent  back  to  Ireland,  it  was  spent  here,  by 
the  Irish  landlord.  God  had  blessed  Ireland 
with  a  most  fruitful  soil ;  but  the  inhabit- 
ants did  not  gain  by  it  in  consequence  of 
the  system  of  misgovemment  to  which  they 
had  been  so  long  exposed.     He  would  tell 
them,  the  British  House  of  Commons,  that 
they  were  responsible    for    this  state  of 
things ;  and  not  the  people  of  Ireland.     It 
was  too  much,  then,  to  say,  that  the  English 
labourer  should  be  benefited  at  the  expense 
of  the  Irish  labourer.     If  the  English  had 
grievances,  let  them  get  rid  of  them ;  but 
not  by  removing  the  burthen  from  their 
own  shoulders,  to  place  it  on  those  of  men 
whom  they  had  already  so  deeply  injured. 
What  was  to  become  of  the  Union  between 
the  two  countries,  if  those  labourers  whose 
hands  had  cultivated  the  wheat  and  com, 
and  reared  the  cattle,  which  were  annually 
sent  to  this  country  for  the  rent  of  the 
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absentee  hndbrd^  were  to  be  shouted  back 
to  tbeir  Irish  parishes  lest  they  should 
interfere  with  the  English  labourer.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  brought  forward 
this  question^  had  alluded  to  the  effect  of 
the  introduction  of  PoorJaws  in  the  reign 
of  Elizabeth^  and  said,  that  at  that  period 
pauperism — which  had  spread  far  and  wide 
•—was  effectually  stopped  by  them.  No- 
thing could,  in  his  opinion,  be  more  falla- 
cious than  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  45rd  of  Elizabeth  was  the 
year  I6OI.  About  tbat  period,  England 
established  no  less  than  eight  colonies  in 
North  America.  Thii)  afforded  a  vent  for 
a  large  body  of  her  population ;  and  about 
the  same  time,  an  impetus  was  given  to 
commerce  all  over  the  world.  At  the  end 
of  fifty  years,  a  civil  war  broke  out  in  this 
country,  which  occasioned  a  great  waste  of 
the.  population — first  in  England^  and  suh. 
sequently  in  Ireland.  The  destruction  of 
human  life,  during  that  war,  was  very  con. 
Biderable  in  England;  but,  according  to 
Sir  William  Petty,  the  population  of  Ire- 
land was  reduced  by  it  from  3,000,000  to  a 
1,500,000;  and  Englishmen  and  Scotch- 
men  were  sent  to  fill  up  the  vacuum  thus 
created.  Therefore,  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
Poor-laws  in  England,  during  the  seven- 
teenth century,  was  not  of  much  weight 
Since  that  time,  the  country  had  greatly 
increased  in  commercial  wealth  ;  and  vari- 
ous new  manufactures  had  been  discovered ; 
and  for  a  few  years  after  the  breaking  out 
of  the  French  war,  the  country  was  so  rich 
that  the  Poor-laws  might  rather  be  conni- 
dercd  a  charitable  fund  than  as  a  means  of 
relief,  to  which  the  poor  man  was  entitled 
to  resort.  But  now  only  the  evils  of  the 
system  came  upon  the  country  when  stag- 
*gering  under  a  load  of  debt;  having  to 
bear  an  enormous  taxation ;  and  when  its 
manufactures  were  competed  with  by  those 
of  other  nations.  Now  only  the  result  of 
the  Poor-laws  appeared  in  the  state  of 
society  which  he  had  alluded  to;  and 
which,  God  forbid !  should  ever  exist  in 
Ireland.  He  trusted  that  the  House  would 
never  consent  to  try  the  experiment  of  the 
Poor-la  ws  in  a  country  so  situated  as  Ireland. 
l^e  would  ask  any  advocate  of  this  proposi- 
tion whether  he  thought  that  the  adoption 
of  the  Poor-laws  would  make  Ireland 
richer,  or  that  she  would  gain  an  additional 
guinea  by  them?  This  question  could 
not  be  answered  in  the  affirmative.  The 
Poor-laws  could  not  be  regarded  as  a  prize 
}jx  the  lottery  of  l^slation;  and  Ireland 


would  not  became  richer  hj  their  ad^ytion. 
The  truth  was,  that  the  Poor-laws  would 
only  create  a  diSerent  distribution  of  pro- 
perty. He  w&a  not  desirous  of  putting  an 
end  to  fever  hospi^ls,  or  infirmaries,  or 
institutions  of  that  description ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  trusted  that  means  would  be 
adopted  greatly  to  enlarge  the  field  of  their 
utility.  This,  he  hoped,  would  be  qne  of 
the  objects  of  inquiry  involved  in  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Lord.  He  was  widing 
to  join  with  any  man  in  making  those 
institutions  more  useful,  but  he  would 
never  consent  to  any  measure  which  went 
to  give  relief  in  the  shape  of  alms  to  the 
able-bodied  labourer,  as  he  waa  satisfied 
tbat  the  only  result  of  this  system  of  relief 
would  be,  to  hold  out  a  premium  to  idle- 
ness. But  it  might  be  said,  "  why  not 
give  relief  to  the  labourer  who  is  unable  to 
obtain  work  ?  If  there  be  no  labour  for  him 
to  perform,  and  he  is  unable  to  obtain  food, 
he  would  soon  become  a  proper  object  for 
the  infirmary."  In  reply  to  this,  he  would 
observe,  that  no  man  would  go  into  the 
infirmary  as  an  excuse  for  idleness ;  but  if 
money  were  given  to  the  able-bodied  man,  a 
temptation  would  be  held  out  to  all  other  aien 
to  abandon  their  work.  This  was  a  very 
different  order  of  things  from  that  whidi 
would  exist  if  relief  were  not  given  to 
those  able  to  work.  How  very  easy  ic  was 
to  be  imposed  upon  by  a  man  who  was  too 
lazy  to  worL  It  was  quite  certain  if  a 
man  could  not  claim  relief  as  a  nsht,  that 
he  would  work  if  he  could  get  empbyment ; 
and  he  would  make  every  exertion  to  do  so. 
If  he  could  claim  relief  from  the  pari&b, 
and  obtain  the  means  of  subsistence  without 
labour,  it  was  equally  certain  that  he  would 
avail  himself  of  rhem.  The  love  of  case 
was  a  principle  of  human  nature;  no  man 
would  labour  for  his  food  if  he  could  obtaia 
it  without.  But  it  was  said,  that  the  abuses 
complained  of  had  originated  in  the  mal- 
administration  of  the  Poor-laws ;  and  that 
if  proper  persons  were  got  to  administer 
them,  all  the  ills  that  at  present  resulted 
from  them  would  cease.  It  appeared,  then, 
that  all  that  the  present  system  of  Engli^di 
Poor-laws  required  was,  proper  persons  to 
carry  them  into  effect.  It  was,  however, 
not  merely  necessary  that  a  man  selected 
for  such  office  should  be  extremely  intelli- 
gent and  industrious,  but  he  must  also  be 
removed  above  the  influence  of  human 
passions — he  must  be  indifferent  to  the 
affectation  of  appearing  humane — he  muat 
be  a  man  who  would  take  the  trouble,  in 
eveiy  case,  to  get  at  the  truth,  aad  be  per« 
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fectly  iiiidifrerent  to  the  awlauae  or  censure 
of  the  rest  of  the  world.  If  thev  could 
get  «uch  men  to  conduct  the  administration 
of  Poor-laws^  then^  indeed^  they  might 
avoid  ahuses;  but  if  such  men  could  be 
procure^  Ministers  should  resign  their  own 
offices  at  once«  and  Ic^ve  the  administration 
of  public  affairs  to  them.  But  was  the 
charge  just,  that  the  Poor-laws  were  badly 
administered  in  Endand  ?  He  contended 
when  he  considered  those  who  administered 
the  Poor  Jaws — that  the  fault  did  not  lie 
with  their  administration,  but  ii^  their 
system ;  in  that  system,  so  contrary  to  all 
sound  principle,  which  gave  one  man  a 
right  over  the  property  of  another*  The 
present  administrators  of  the  Poor-laws 
were  the^  Magistrates  and  the  country  gen- 
tlemen of  England.  They  were  men 
spoken  of  in  the  highest  terms  by  all ;  and^ 
taking  them  as  a  class;,  no  body  of  men, 
undoubtedly,  could  exceed  them  in  huma- 
nity ;  while,  at  the  same  time,  they  were 
remarkable  for  their  attention  and  care  in 
the  admini^ration  of  the  law.  Such^  then, 
was  the  class  of  persons  who  had  the 
administration  of  the  Poor-laws,  and  yet  it 
was  said^  that  the  evils  were  not  in 
the  system.  In  reply,  he  would  ask, 
before  it  was  resolved  to  introduce  such 
laws  into  Ireland^  either  to  find  out  a  better 
pet  of  administrators  than  they  had  iti  Eng^- 
land,  or  to  devise  a  system  of  Poor-laws 
which  was  not  liable  to  the  objections  which 
were  urged  against  that  of  this  country. 
Was  It  true,  «iat  the  Endish  gentry  had 
neglected  their  duty,  and  nad  been  so  in- 
different to  their  own  interests  93  to  allow 
a  state  of  things  such  as  existed  at  present 
to  grow  up  ?  A  state  of  things  under 
which  the  agricultural  population  had  be. 
come  demoralized^  and  under  which,  in 
many  partSj  the  land  had  been  thrown  out 
of  cultivation,  as  it  would  not  bear  the 
charge  of  the  Poor-laws  ?  He  must  deny 
that  the  fault  rested  with  the  gentry — ^it 
was  in  the  system  itself;  in  that  system 
which  involved  the  solecism  of  political 
economy,  the  giving  one  man  a  nght  in 
the  property  of  another.  He  knew  he 
should  be  told,  when  he  saw  the  effect  of 
these  laws  in  England,  that  the  non.intro- 
duction  of  them  into  Ireland  was  an  act  of 
inhumanity  !  This  he  would  deny ;  and 
he  was  satisfied  that  no  laws  could  be 
devised  better  calculated  to  destroy  the  feel- 
ings of  humanity  in  the  breasts  of  the  popula- 
tion, than  this  system  of  Poor-laws,  xhese 
feelings,  be  was  ham>y  to  say,  yet  existed 

in  IreJmd*    Ood  haa  planted  them  deep  in 


the  hearts  of  that  people ;  and  the  voice  of 
revealed  religion,  at  least  told  him  that  it 
was  a  duty  to  perform  acts  of  charity — that 
if  he  expected  reward  hereafter,  he  must 
wipe  away  the  tear  from  the  eye  of  the 
widow  and  the  orphan — and  that  he  must 
relieve  those  who  were  in  affliction  and 
distress.  Thank  God!  the  feeling  was 
general  in  Ireland,  to  afford  relief  to  those 
who  were  in  distress.  They  had  had  con^ 
stant  religious  feuds ;  but,  in  times  of  want 
s^nd  distress,  the  differences  of  the  Orange- 
men and  the  Catholic  were  forgotten,  and 
they  joined  to  afford  equal  and  ready  relief 
to  their  fellow-countrymen,  without  aoy 
reference  to  their  religious  differences.  He 
was  not  guilty  of  any  exaggeration  as  to 
the  degree  in  which  that  fedmg  prevailed. 
He  knew  that  it  existed  in  Ireland  and 
Scotland;  and  was  checked  in  England, 
only  by  the  feeling,  that  if  charity  was 
distributed  in  a  parish,  it  operated  as  an 
inducement  to  other  paupers  to  resort  there ; 
and  that  thus  a  man^  by  distributing  alms 
to  the  necessitous,  might  do  an  injury  to 
his  neighbours  by  increasing  the  Poor-rates. 
Reference  had  been  made  in  the  course  of 
the  present  discussion  to  the  state  of  the 
poor  In  Scotland,  and  the  authority  of 
Fletcher  of  Saltoun,  was  quoted  in  support 
of  the  position,  that  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  afforded  good  proof  that 
Ireland  should  be  subjected  to  the  influence 
of  a  Poor-law.  Now,  both  from  Fletcher 
of  Saltoun,  and  from  the  evidence  of  Dr. 
Chalmers,  itwas plain,  beyond  the  possibility 
of  dispute,  that  the  peace  which  ensued  in 
Scotland  at  the  time  to  which  they  refer- 
red, was  owing,  not  to  the  establishment 
of  a  provision  for  the  poor,  but  to  the 
removal  of  all  causes  of  religious  discord. 
There  was  at  that  time  an  end  to  the  per- 
secutions of  the  Episcopalians — it  was  not 
a  Poor-law,  but  liberty  of  conscience,  which 
gave  quiet  to  Scotland.  He  would  then 
mention  that  Dr.  Chalmers  and  others,  had 
shown  that  the  feeling  of  attachment 
between  parents  and  cmldren  was  very 
strong  both  in  Ireland  and  Scotland,  but 
the  evidenpjc  collected  by  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners  proved,  that  among  the  poor 
of  England  that  feeling  was  almost  un- 
known. Dr.  Doyle  said,  that  the  want  of 
affection  on  the  part  of  children  in  Ireland 
was  amazingly  rare.  The  Commissioners 
pi:oved,  that  in  England  its  existence  was 
a  greater  rarity.  The  hon.  aud  learned 
Gentleman  read  an  extract  from  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  to  prove  his  assertion. 
There  was  one  other  subject  connected  with 
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the  Poor-laws  to  whicli  he  had  not  yet 
adverted^  hut  respecting  which  it  was  im- 
possihle  to  he  silent ;  he  alluded  to  the 
demoralising  influence  of  the  laws  a^cting 
hastardy^  which  arose  out  of  the  provision 
for  the  poor^  as  it  existed  in  England.  It 
was,  as  the  House  well  knew,  in  some  parts 
of  the  country,  an  extremely  good  specula, 
tion  for  a  man  to  marry  a  woman  who  had 
had  two  hastards.  Good  God!  could  he 
he  then  speaking  of  Englishmen  ?  He  did 
not  for  a  moment  mean  to  insinuate  that 
Englishmen  did  not  naturally  entertain  as 
just  a  sense  of  personal  propriety  and 
domestic  honour  as  other  men ;  hut,  mer- 
ciful' Heaven !  how  they  must  have  heen 
degraded  and  demoralised  by  the  Poor-laws, 
before  they  could  have  sunk  to  such  a  depth 
below  the  moral  dignity  of  other  nations, 
as  thus  to  speculate  for  subsistence  upon  a 
double  prostitution,  and  live  upon  the  pro- 
duce of  their  wife's  dishonour!  They 
might  impose  what  restrictions  they  thought 
proper  on  the  unfortunate  Irish — they 
might,  in  the  exercise  of  the  power  intrust- 
ed to  them,  pbuse  their  authority,  and  make 
Ireland  the  subject  of  the  severest  and  most 
tyrannical  regulations  which  the  perverted 
ingenuity  of  man  could  devise ;  but,  do 
what  they  might,  let  them,  above  aU 
things,  not  destroy  the  sense  of  personal 
independence  which  still  remained  in  that 
country.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
concluded  by  seconding  Lord  Althorp's 
Amendment. 

Mr,  J).  W,  Harvey  observed,  that  if 
what  the  hon,  •  and  learned  member  for 
Dublin  said,  was  founded  in  fact,  and  sound 
in  reasoning,  it  would  amount  to  this — 
that  though  he  (the  member  for  Dublin) 
had  all  his  life  been  protesting  against  the 
tyrannical  government  of  Irekn£ — though 
he  had  ever  been  disclaiming  against  the 
cruel  and  arbitrary  laws  imposed  upon  the 
Irish  people,  and  the  desolation  which  those 
laws  spread  over  the  land,  and  the  degraded 
condition  to  which  the  people  were  in  con- 
sequence reduced — ^yet  now  he  came  for- 
ward to  picture  to  them  the  moral  beauty, 
the  propriety,  and  the  rectitude,  which,  if 
they  were  to  take  his  representation  for 
the  fact,  showed  that  Poor-laws  were  not 
only  not  wanted  in  Ireland,  but  would  be 
positively  mischievous.  The  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  as  much 
directed  against  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  as  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member,  for,  according  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  inquiries  even  were  not 
necessary.    The  object  of  the  Government 


was  manifest.  It  wanted  to  get  rid'  of  a 
troublesome  and  difficult  subject,  and  throw 
it  on  the  shoulders  of  Commissioners.  They 
had  no  plan  of  their  own — ^they  were, 
perhaps,  incapable  of  forming  a  plan,  and 
they  thought  that  they  might  slumber  on 
in  their  places  doing  nothing,  if  they  dele, 
gated  part  of  their  power  to  a  few  well 
paid  Commissioners.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  by  his  arguments,  lent  himself 
to  the  doctrines  of  the  political  economists, 
who  treated  man  as  if  he  was  a  machine, 
or  an  article  of  merchandise,  and  who  would 
apply  to  human  beings  the  rules  of  supply 
and  demand,  and  contend  that  these  intel- 
ligent beings  could  be  subjected,  as  if  they 
were  bales  of  cloth  or  barrels  of  sugar. 
He  regretted  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Dublin,  possessing,  as  he  did, 
so  much  influence  in  Ireland,  should  lend 
himself  to  opinions  so  adverse  to  the  com- 
monest feelings  of  humanity,  and  so  op- 
posed to  every  right  that  man  could  daun 
of  society.  It  was  not  then,  he  hoped,  a 
matter  to  be  discussed,  but  to  be  taken  for 
granted,  that  the  people  of  every  country 
were  entitled  to  subsistence — that  the  rich 
were  but  the  trustees  of  the  poor — that 
the  fee-simple  of  the  land  was  in  the  chil- 
dren of  Heaven,  the  great  body  of  the 
people.  In  Ireland  at  various  times,  the 
people,  in  consequence  of  some  periodical 
famine,  or  its  uniform  follower,  pestilence, 
were  seen  upon  the  roads  or  in  the  ditches  by 
thousands ;  and  was  it  to  be  endured  that 
appeals  on  behalf  of  human  beings  so  cir- 
cumstanced should  be  met  by  the  dry  caU 
culations  of  political  economy  ?  The  histoiy 
of  past  centuries  had  shown  them  thai 
there  could  be  no  security  for  pn^)erty 
until  something  like  a  proviaon  for  the 
poor  had  been  established ;  and  were  they 
to  be  told  that  the  first  objects  of  humanityr 
and  the  most  obvious  dictates  of  prudeace, 
were  to  be  set  at  nought  for  the  sake  of 
fine  theories  ?  The  English  system  of  Poor- 
laws  had  been  grievously  decried ;  boi  he 
would  put  this  question— had  not  aU  the 
evils  which  they  produced  arisen  within  the 
last  thirty  years?  The  l^;ialation  of  re- 
cent years,  and  not  the  Act  of  Eliaaheth, 
had  been  the  fertile  source  of  the  diiordeis 
which  were  the  cause  of  what  he  admitted 
to  be  well-founded  complainta.  HeasKTted 
that  the  8,000,000/.  paid  under  the  same 
of  a  Poor-rate  was  not  a  Poor-rate  in  re- 
ality; it  was  wages  belonging  to  the  la- 
bourer, which,  by  various  contrivances,  hid 
been  carried  to  the  Poor-rate,  in  order  to 
relieve  those  who  ought  to  payj  and  tluo^ 
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the  burthen  on  those  who  ought  not.  If 
the  poor  man  was  to  receive  no  succour  from 
the  law^  let  him  then  not  be  oppressed  by 
the  law.  Make  the  necessaries  of  life  cheap 
to  him^  and  do  not  tax  the  bread  which  he 
eats.  The  poor  would  be  quite  willing  to 
give  up  the  8,000,000/.  they  received  in 
the  shape  of  Poor-rate,  if  the  landlords 
would  only  forego  the  15,000,000/.  they 
took  from  the  poor  by  raising  the  price  of 
their  bread.  He  did  not  think,  that  the 
powers  given  to  the  Commission  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord  were  comprehensive 
enough,  but  he  trusted  it  would  be  an 
honest  one.  He  thought  they  ought  to  be 
directed  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  distress 
existing  among  the  labourer^,  and  to  explore 
its  cause.  Was  it  to  be  wondered  at  that 
so  much  crime  existed  in  Ireland  when  no 
steps  were  taken  to  relieve  it?  If  they 
deplored  the  amount  of  crime  in  that  un- 
happy country,  why,  he  asked,  did  they 
make  it  ?  He  contended  that  a  poor  man 
could  only  preserve  his  existence  in  Ire. 
land  by  becoming  a  criminal.  That  was 
the  only  means  left  him  of  asserting  the 
integrity  of  bis  nature,  and  his  right  to  a 
subsistence.  In  his  opinion  no  very  great 
difficulties  existed  to  the  introduction  of  a 
Poor-law  into  Ireland.  The  ground  was 
clear ;  there  was  nothing  to  do  away — no 
deep-rooted  prejudices  to  remove;  and  he 
thought  that,  instead  of  waiting  until  they 
regenerated  their  own  Poor-laws,  they 
should  at  once  apply  an  improved  plan  to 
Ireland,  and  adapt  whatever  advantages 
might  be  discovered  in  its  operation  to  the 
English  system. 

Mr*  Slanev  thought,  that  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Chancdlor  of  the  Exchequer)  had 
adopted  the  only  practical  course,  under  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  he  felt 
confident  that  the  Commission  to  be  ap. 
pointed  would  be  an  honest  and  a  compre- 
hensive one.  He  was  opposed  to  the  applic- 
ation of  the  English  Poor-law  system  to 
Ireland ;  and  he  thought  that  there  was  a 
marked  distinction  between  the  title  which 
the  able-bodied  man,  impoverished  by  his 
ownimprudence,  had  to  relief,  and  the  right 
possessed  by  the  aged  and  afflicted.  He  did 
not  object  to  the  immigration  of  the  Irish 
poor  into  this  country,  butas  the  effect  of 
that  was  to  depress  the  English  labourer, 
he  thought  that  a  fair  ground  existed  for 
entering  into  a  calm  inquiry  how  far  pro- 
vision might  be  made  for  the  poor  of  Ire- 
land. He  should  support  the  appointment 
of  the  Commission,  because,  if  the  estab- 
lidunent  of  a  modified  system  of  Poor«laws 


were  not  recommended  by  it,  some  useful 
measures  for  ameliorating  the  condition  of 
the  people  would  be  suggested. 

Mr.  Henry  Grattan  said,  the  present 
Motion,  which  was  one  out  of  twelve  which 
stood  on  the  books  referring  to  the  distcess 
of  the  people,  had  been  brought  forward 
with  the  view  to  relieve  the  people  of  Ire- 
land; and  how  had  it  been  met?  The 
noble  Lord  had  proposed  as  an  Amendment 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  subject  The  Amendment  not 
only  affected  the  present  Motion,  but  also 
the  Motions  of  which  notices  had  been 
given  by  his  hon.  relative,  the  member  for 
Wicklow,  and  by  another  hon.  Gentleman. 
Thus,  then,  after  aU  the  investigation  which 
the  state  of  the  peasantry  of  Ireland  had  un- 
dergone, it  was  to  be  made  a  subject  of 
renewed  investigation  by  a  Commission. 
But  was  not  Government  bound  to  apply  a 
remedy  to  the  crying  evil  at  once,  as  well 
for  the  sake  of  the  people  of  England,  as 
for  the  suffering  population  of  Ireland? 
He  was  convinced  of  the  fact, — that  most 
of  the  objections  which  had  been  started  to 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  arose 
from  ignorance.  What  had  been  the  main 
objection  of  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  the 
member  for  Dublin  ?  He  had  taken  the 
extracts  from  the  Reports  of  the  Commis- 
sioners appointed  to  inquire  into  the  state 
and  administration  of  the  Poor-laws  in 
England ;  and  said,  '*  that  the  reading  of 
it  had  satisfied  his  mind  as  to  the  impoHcy 
of  introducing  Poor-laws  into  Ireland." 
By  this  observation  he  had  proved,  that  he 
had  altogether  mistaken  the  meaning  and 
object  of  that  book,  which  was  to  pCHnt 
out  the  evils  that  had  arisen  from  the  de- 
partures that  had  taken  place  from  the 
principle  of  the  Poor-laws.  But  he  would 
remind  his  hon.  and  learned  friend,  thai 
not  one  of  those  who  advocated  the  intro- 
duction of  Poor-laws  into  Ireland  desired 
that  the  English  Poor-laws  should  be  adopt- 
ed. The  hon.  member  for  Colchester,  had 
truly  said,  that  they  did  not  wish  ta  carry 
this  system  of  laws  into  Ireland,  but  to 
have  such  a  system  established  there  as 
would  enable  the  poor  and  destitute  to  ob- 
tain relief.  The  industrious  and  peaceable 
peasant  had  a  right  to  demand  support, 
rather  than  be  su&red  to  starve.  His  hon. 
and  learned  friend,  in  the  course  of  his 
impassioned  speech,  raked  up  the  evib  which 
had  been  superinduced  on  the  good  principle 
by  the  bad  system  followed  in  the  south 
of  England,  and  exclaimed-*^'  Good  God  1 
,  will  you  introduce  such  a  state  of  things  into 
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cial  consequences  of  tlie  partial  attempts 
that  had  been  made  towards  afibrding  the 
poor  of  Ireland  employment.  In  the 
western  districts  of  Ireland  a  large  army, 
distributed  over  twelve  barracks^  was  hardly 
sufficient  to  keep  the  peace,  when  Mr. 
Griffiths,  *the  mining  engineer,  under  the 
direction  of  the  Government,  superintended 
the  application  of  some  money,  about 
140,000/.  or  150,000/. — ^to  public  works 
for  some  ten  years :  such  was  the  beneficial 
result  of  this  employment  as  a  mere  means 
of  restoring  social  order,  that  deven  out 
of  twelve  of  those  barracks,  with  their 
military  occupants,  were  dispensed  with. 
And  so  it  would  be,  though  to  a  greater  ex« 
tent,  under  a  general  system  of  employ- 
ment* These  racts  proved,  that  what  had 
hitherto  been  attempted  for  the  pacification 
of  Ireland  had  been  in  vain.  Let  not  the 
first  reformed  House  of  Commons  act  to- 
wards Ireland  as  its  predecessors  had  uni^ 
formly  done, — impose  upon  her  acts  of  co- 
ercion, instead  of  granting  her  measures  of 
relief :  if  they  did,  all  hope  of  making 
Ireland  of  benefit  to  this  country  was  at  an 
end.  Ireland  had  a  right  to  PoorJaws: 
she  acquired  that  right  by  the  Act  of  Union, 
and  if  they  were  not  granted,  he  would  not 
only  join  in  the  cry  for  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union,  but  would  go  further,  and  say,  that 
he  would  not  live  m  a  country  where  mar- 
tial law  prevailed,  and  where  he  was  com* 
pelled  to  see  his  countrymen  starving 
around  him*  Mr.  O'Connor,  a  Catholic 
clergyman,  who  gave  evidence  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  last  year,  stated,  that 
the  poor  peasants  were  accustomed  to  ex- 
claim to  him,  *'  We  cannot  live  upon  Srf. 
a-day."  He  agreed  with  them;  it  was 
impossible  for  uie  peasantry  of  Ireland  to 
be  satisfied,  whilst  the  produce  which  their 
hands  had  raised  was  exported  to  England 
to  furnish  the  means  of  supplying  luxuries 
to  absentee  landlords.  The  hon.  member 
concluded  by  expressing  a  hope  that  the 
Reformed  House  of  Commons  would  adopt 
a  measure  which  would  make  them  live  in 
the  grateful  recollection  of  the  people  of 
Ireland. 

Lord  AUhorp :  I  agree,  Sir,  with  th» 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  proposed  the  Mo* 
,tion,  that  this  is  a  subject  of  the  greatest 
possible  importance;  and  I  think,  also,  that 
it  requires  the  greatest  consideration  to  be 
bestowed  upon  it  before  we  adopt  it  I 
must  say,  however,  that  considering  the 
evils  which  we  know  to  exist  in  the  Poor 
Law  system  of  this  country,  it  would  hare 
been  more  advisable  for  the  hon.  Member 


not  to  move  a  direct  Resolution,  flficlaring 
that  Poor-laws  should  be  adopted  in  Ireland 
without  explaining,  at  the  same  time,  how 
he  expects  to  remedy  those  evils  in  applying 
the  system  to  Ireland.  There  is  one  part 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  whidi 
I  hope  wiU  not  have  much  weight  with 
this  House.  I  hope  that  this  House  will 
consider  the  question  of  the  Poor-laws  with 
reference  to  tne  benefit  to  be  conferred  upon 
Ireland,  and  upon  Ireland  alone,  by  their 
introduction ;  and  that  the  argument  whidi 
he  has  used  to  show  that  the  introduction 
of  Poor-laws  into  Ireland  would  be  bene- 
ficial to  England,  by  preventing  the  annual 
influx  of  Irish  labourers  into  this  country ; 
and  that  the  appeal  which  he  afterwards 
made  on  the  same  topic  to  English  Mem- 
bers-^I  say  I  hope  that  this  argument  and 
this  appeal  will  not  have  much  efiect.  No- 
thing  can  be  more  itnHt,  nothing  can  be 
more  unworthy  of  English  Members,  than 
that  they  should  vote  for  a  measure  for 
Ireland,  not  because  it  vrould  be  beneficial 
to  Ireland,  but  because  it  Wouli  be  bene- 
ficial to  England.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  a  roost  extraordinary  statement  on 
this  Subject,  and  I  should  wish  to  cavtion 
the  House  against  supposing,  that  because 
great  distress  exists  in  Ireland,  it  therefore 
follows  as  a  matter  of  course  that  Uie  in- 
troduction of  Poor-laws  there  would  re- 
medy that  distress,  and  prove  of  the  high, 
est  advantage  to  Ireland.  The  hon.  Metn. 
her  says,  that  the  effect  of  the  Poor-laws  in 
this  country  has  been  most  beneficial ;  that 
they  have  separated  virtue  from  dissolute- 
ness, and  industry  from  idleness.  I  am  sony 
to  say,  that  the  experience  we  have  had  of 
the  Poor-laws  in  England  has  rather  shown 
the  reverse  to  be  the  fact  I  admit,  that 
this  has  not  been  the  necessary  consequence 
of  the  Poor-laws  themselves.  I  am  iiu 
clined  to  believe,  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
evil  has  been  caused  by  the  faulty  admin- 
istration of  those  laws.  As  they  are  at 
present  administered,  the  efifect  of  them 
certainly  is  to  take  away  the  inducements 
to  industry,  and  to  place  the  industrious  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  idle*  llie  hon. 
member  for  Wicklow  who  seconded  die 
Motion  said,  that  he  would  loin  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Dublin,  and  cry 
out  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Union,  unless  Poor- 
laws  were  introduced  into  Ireland.  I  shall 
only  observe  upon  this,  that  if  they  jaia 
in  their  object,  they  certainly  wul  not 
agree  in  their  reasons ;  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  does  not  pretend  to  put 
the  want  of  Poor.laws  forward  aa  otie  of 
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the  grounfls  on  which 'he  has  raised  the 
quesnon  of  the  Repeal.  The  ohject  that  I 
have  in  addressing  the  House  thus  early, 
is  to  request  that  they  will  not  rush  hand 
over  head  into  the  adoption  of  this  mea- 
sure ;  that  they  will  not  declare  Poor-laws 
expedient  for  Ireland,  without  first  making 
due  inquiry — ^without  ascertaining  what 
will  be  the  effect  of  the  Poor-laws  there — 
what  wUl  be  the  means  of  preventing 
abuses  in  them^  and,  above  all«  whether 
there  are  not,  at  this  moment,  institutions 
possessed  of  funds  to  a  considerable  amount, 
which,  by  law,  are  applicable  to  the  relief 
of  the  Poor.  All  these  points  ought  to  be 
inquired  into  before  we  adopt  this  Resolu- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member.  It  is  desirable, 
too,  that  we  should  inquire  Into  the  state 
of  the  poorer  classes  in  IrelancI — ^how  far 
the  poorer  classes  of  people  are  differently 
ntuated  in  the  two  countries — ^and  to  as- 
certain whether  the  effect  of  such  difference 
is  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  poorer  classes 
in  Ireland ;  and  if  so.  Whether  those  dis- 
advantages might  be  removed  from  any  sys- 
tem of  Poor-mws  that  we  should  think 
proper  to  introduce  into  Ireland.  Although 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  that  Poor-laws 
ought  not  to  be  introduced  into  Ireland^  I 
do  feel  considerable  doubt  and  hesitation  as 
to  the  question  whether  the  introduction  of 
such  a  measure  would  be  beneficial  or  not. 
The  effect  of  the  system  here  appears  to 
have  been  to  lead  the  labouring  dasses  to 
trust  to  the  Poor-laws  for  their  ultimate 
support,  and  not  to  exert  sufficient  industry 
ot-  providence  to  maintain  themselves.  If 
I  am  right  in  the  idea  which  I  have  formed 
of  what  the  lower  classes  of  the  population 
of  Ireland  are,  I  do  not  think  that  they 
would  be  less  likely  to  trust  to  the  support 
to  be  afforded  them  by  the  Poor-laws  tnan 
the  population  of  England.  On  the  con- 
trary, 1  believe  they  would  be  more  likely 
to  do  so,  and  that  the  effect  of  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Poor-laws  into  Ireland 
would  be  to  induce  the  poorer  classes  in  that 
country  to  be  even  less  provident  than  they 
are  said  to  be  at  present.  Indeed,  I  think 
that  they  would  conceive  a  wirt  of  imputa- 
tion on  their  discernment  and  skill,  if  they 
did  not  contrive,  by  some  means  or  other, 
to  get  frequent  assistance  from  them.  There 
are  two  or  three  modes  by  which  we  might 
proceed  in  making  the  inquiries  1  propose 
to  institute.  We  might  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee  of  this  House  for  the  purpose  of 
inquiry,  but  there  are  many  and  great  ob- 
jections to  such  a  Committee.  One  effect 
of  it  would  be,  to  bring  evidence  from  Ire- 


land at  a  considerable  expence,  and,  afterall^ 
it  might  possibly  be  said,  that  that  evidence 
had  been  brought,  because  it  was  in  ac 
cordance  with  the  particular  opinions  of  the 
Gentlemen  who  had  sent  for  it.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  expressed  himself  dissatis- 
fied with  the  inquiry  instituted  in  the  year 
1830,  and  other  persons  might,  in  like  man- 
ner, be  dissatisfied  with  an  inquiry  of  the 
same  kind  now,  and  we  should  not  attain 
the  end  which  we  all  desire.  I  think,  there- 
fore, and  the  Government,  taking  all  the 
circumstances  into  consideration,  are  of 
opinion,  that  the  inquiry  should  take  place 
in  Ireland  itself;  and  for  that  purpose  I 
intend  to  move  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member,  that  an  Ad- 
dress be  presented  to  the  Crown,  praying 
that  a  Commission  may  be  appointed.  In 
drawing  up  that  Motion — having  stated,  as 
I  have,  my  own  doubts  upon  tne  subject, 
and  mv  wish  that  the  House  should  remain 
unpledged  till  flill  information  is  laid  be- 
fore them — I  shall  endeavour  to  word  it  in 
such  a  manner  as  not  to  give  any  opinion 
whatever  as  to  the  propriety  or  impropriety 
of  introducing  Poor-laws  into  Ireland. 
The  Amendment  I  shall  move  is  tHis-^ 
"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
his  Majesty,  prayins  that  he  will  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  direct  a  Commission  to 
issue,  to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  the 
poorer  dasses  in  Ireland,  and  into  the  vari- 
ous institutions  at  present  established  by 
law  in  that  country  for  their  relief."  I  do 
not  think  it  right  to  caU  upon  them  to  re- 
port their  opinion  as  to  what  is  expedient 
to  be  done.  All  that  I  should  require  from 
them  is,  that  they  should  lay  the  case  fairly 
before  this  House— that  they  Should  state 
what  is  the  condition  of  the  population  in 
Ireland,  in  order  that  the  House  might 
have  the  case  brought  fairly  before  it,  and 
may  be  able  to  determine  whether  Poor- 
laws  should  be  introduced  into  Ireland  ; 
and  what  alterations  should  be  nmde  in  the 
English  system  to  adapt  it  to  Ireland.  If 
the  House  should  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  no  Poor-laws  should  be  introduced  in 
Ireland  at  least,  it  would  have  the  means 
of  deciding  that  question  with  a  degree  of 
authority ;  and  of  showing,  that  it  is  not 
from  a  want  of  humanity — not  from  a  want 
of  sympathy  with  the  Irish  people — that  we 
so  decide  it ;  but  because,  looking  at  their 
best  interests,  we  have  felt  compdled  so  to 
act.  This  is  the  proposition  which  I  have 
to  make  ;  I  hope  it  wiU  be  sufficient  to  sa^ 
lisfy  the  hon.  Member,  and  that  he  will 
not  wish  to  press  the  House  to  adopt  a  posi- 
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tive  Resolution,  but  will  be  content  to  wait 
until  we  can  get  this  information  which  I 
propose  to  procure  by  the  means  of  this 
Commission. 

Mr.  G'Connell  said,  that  he  wished  to  be 
permitted  to  second  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble   Lord.     In  making  that  offer,  the 
House  would  perceive  that  he  intended  to 
convey  his  humble  approbation  of  this  mode 
of  proceeding.     He  did  come  down  to  the 
House  determined  to  trespass  upon  the  pa- 
tience of  the  House,  perhaps,  to  exhaust  it, 
by  making  observations  at  some  length  upon 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member.     The 
proposition  which  had  been  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  had  dispensed  with  a  great  deal 
of  what  he  had  intended  to  say,  especially 
with  that  part  of  it  which  he  meant  to  urge 
in  favour  of  delay  and  of  full  inquiry  be- 
fore they  plunged  into  what  seemed  to  him 
the  horrors  of   the  Poor-laws.     No  man 
had  a  stronger  personal  interest  in  support- 
ing Poor-laws  than  he  had.     By  recom- 
mending them,  he  should  obtain  the  affec- 
tionate confidence  of  a  class  of  men  whom 
he  esteemed  most  highly — ^he  should  get  a 
great  deal  of  approbation  from  the  Catho^ 
lie  Clergy  of  Ireland,  who  were  strongly 
disposed  to  favour  the  introduction  of  the 
Poor-laws,  coming  in  contact,  as  they  did, 
with  the  misery  of  the  people,  and  being 
naturally  anxious  to  find  some  tangible  re- 
lief for  that  misery.     If  he  could  bring  his 
mind  to  think  that  the  Poor-laws  would  be 
advisable,  and  if  he  were  to  state  that  to 
be  his  opinion,  there  would  soon  be  a  cry 
for  them  in  Ireland  that  would  be  irresist- 
ible.    If  he  were  disposed  to  agitate  Ire. 
land  for  purposes  that  would  lead  to  the 
shaking  of  the  foundations  of  society,  and 
that  would  tend  to  revolution  and  to  the 
insecurity  of  property,  he  did  not  know  one 
subject  more  likely  to  influence  the  minds 
of  men,  particularly  of  the  uneducated,  than 
this  subject  of  the  Poor-laws.  He  could,  by 
means  of  this  subject,  influence  all  those 
who  were  most  reckless  of  life  when  in 
pursuit  of  objects  that  they  thought  would 
be  beneficial  to  them,  but  he  was  moroughly 
convinced  that  he  could  not  do  so  without 
a  sacrifice  of  principle,  and  he  must  seek 
liis  private  advantage  by  a  violation  of  what 
he  esteemed  a  conscientious  duty.     So  far 
as  the  hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  the* 
distress  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  the  case 
he  had  brought  forward  was  most  fully 
made  out.      There  was  no  doubt  of  the 
distress  of  the  country,  and  instead  of  being 
diminished,  it  was  increased — ^increased  too 
by  the  strong  arm  of  the  law.     He  was 


not  going  to  discuss  the  Coercion  BiDy  but 
he  must  say,  that  the  strong  arm  of  the  law 
encouraged  bad  landlords,  of  whom  he  did 
not  pretend  to  speak  with  forbearance,  to 
act  with  greater  rigour  than  ever  towards 
their  tenants.  There  were  more  notices  to 
quit  served  from  the  25th  of  March  and 
the  Ist  of  May  than  there  had  hoesi  for 
twenty  yeai^  past  There  was  not  any 
demand  upon  the  peasantry  that  was  xxvt 
now  rigorously  enforced,  and  the  result  was 
such,  that  he  was  sure  the  Government 
would  require  the  same  Act  next  year,  in 
order  to  repress  those  heart-burnings  that 
the  misconduct  of  bad  landlords,  acting 
under  the  protection  of  the  present  Bill, 
had  occasioned.  It  was  said,  that  the  Poor. 
laws  would  assist  in  putting  an  end  to  the 
disorders  among  the  peasantry.  He  did 
not  entertain  that  opinion.  The  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  on  the  Poor-laws  of 
this  country  did  not  show  that  to  have  been 
the  case  here,  where  the  burnings  of  ricks 
had  taken  place,  not  in  the  spirit  of  what 
the  Whitefoot  called  the  wild  justice  of 
revenge,  but  in  a  spirit  which  the  Irbh 
peasantry  had  never  manifested.  The 
Whitefeet  committed  miurder  from  a  thirst 
of  vengeance  not  from  a  spirit  of  plunder. 
When  the  hon.  Member  talked  of  this 
country  being  in  a  state  of  subordination 
in  consequence  of  the  Poor-laws,  had  he 
forgotten  the  frightful  disturbances  which 
prevailed  within  the  last  two  years  > 
England  was  far  from  being  tranquil  at  the 
present  moment :  within  the  last  week  he 
hkd  read  in  the  newspapers  an  account  of 
400  head  of  cattle  having  been  burnt  alive 
by  the  act  of  some  wretched  incendiary. 
The  hon.  member  for  the  county  of  Wi(£- 
low  found  fault  with  the  Report  whidi 
had  been  presented  from  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners.  He  talked  of  the  evidence 
being  partial  or  garbled.  This  was  a  serious 
charge.  Now  who  were  these  Commissi- 
oners ? — the  Bishop  of  London,  the  Bishop 
of  Chester,  Mr.  Sturges  Bourne,  Mr.  Scs 
nior,  and  Mr.  Coulson.  It  had  been  stated 
that  the  Poor4aw8  had  had  the  eflfect,  in 
this  Country,  of  protecting  property,  and  of 
preserving  the  public  peace.  What  erideiice 
had  they  of  that?  Was  it  in  the  incendiary 
burnings  that  had  spread  horror  through 
the  country  a-year  and  a  half  ago  }  Did 
the  Poor-law  Commisnoners  authoriJK  any 
such  statement?  No  such  thing;  they 
showed  that  through  the  operation  of  the 
Poor-laws,  in  many  parts  of  England,  the 
moral  feeling  of  the  lower  classes  of  society 
had  been  deeply  injured.    He  would  refer 
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to  the  Report  of  those  Commissioners,  if 
they  talked  of  the  beneficial  operation  of 
these  laws.     If  ever  there  was  a  book  of 
authority  published  on  any  subject^  it  was 
this  Report.     This    afforded  a    sufficient 
number  of  cases,  illustrative  of  the  working 
of  the  system  in  England — a  system,  which, 
he  hop^  to  God,  would  never  be  introduced 
into  Ireland.    No  one  had  yet  ven'tured  to 
contradict  a  single  case  stated  in  this  book, 
and  there  were  Members  who  would  be 
sufficiently  ready  with  refutations,  if  they 
could  adduce  them.    When  he  read  the 
horrid  detail  of  cases  stated  in  this  Report 
— when  he  found  wliat  had  been  the  fruits 
of  the  Poor-laws  in  Englatid;  that  they 
had  gone  far  to  sap  the  very  foundations  of 
society — that  they  had  destroyed  the  best 
feelings  of  the  human  breast — that  they 
had  torn  asunder  all  the  ties  of  social  life — 
that  they    had   set  fathers  against  their 
children,  and  children  against  their  fathers 
—that  they  had  implanted  a  principle  of 
brutal  selfishness  in  the  breasts  of  those 
who  came  within  their  baneful  influence — 
he  turned  with  horror  from  the  idea  of 
introducing  such    a  system    into  Ireland. 
This  Report  emanated  from  a  body  of  men, 
incapable  of  deception,  who  could  have  no 
possible  motive  for  deceiving  Parliament, 
and  who,  at  the  same  time,  had  a  thousand 
eyes  upon  them,  ready  to  detect  any  error 
into  which  they  might  happen  to  fall.  Tiiis 
book  afforded  undeniable  evidence,    that 
these  laws  destroyed  all  motives  to  industry 
that  they  created  habits  of  improvidence — 
that  they  held  out  premiums  to  vice  in  a 
thousand  ways — ^that  they  encourage  mar- 
riages based  upon  the  most  soraid,  and 
shameful,    and    degrading    motives — that 
they  operated  as  a  constant  incentive  to 
crime,  by  destroying  everything    like    a 
sense  of  moral  feeling.  This  volume  closed 
with  a  description  of  the  operation  of  the 
Bastardy  Laws,  which  he  would  not  then 
enter  upon.     It  was  sufficient  to  say,  that 
the  destruction  of  female  virtue  was  gene- 
rated by  the  system ;  and  that  prostitution 
was  rewarded  by  the  Poor-laws.     When, 
therefore,  he  heard  hon.  Gentlemen  contend 
that  all  these  evils  arose  from  the  abuse  of 
the  Poor-laws,  he  would  ask  them  to  get 
rid  of  the  abuse,  and  to  show  him  that 
such    evils    were    not   the  natural  fruits 
of  the  system  itself.     He  entreated  them 
not  to  send  over  a  system  of  laws  to  his 
country  which  would  produce  such  effects 
as  were  described  in  this  Report     It  was 
said,  however,  '^  we  do  not  wish  to  intro- 
duce  the  English  system  of  Poor-laws  into 


Ireland ;"  but  the  hon.  member  for  Knares. 
borough,  during  the  whole  course  of  his 
speech,  dwelt  on  the  blessings  which  he 
alleged  to  have  resorted  from  the  English 
system  of  Poor-laws— he  put  them  forward 
as  the  glory  and  boast  of  England — and 
said  that  the  tranquillity  of  the  country  was 
mainly  to  be  attributed  to  their  operation. 
The  hon.  member  had  not  pointed  out — he 
could  not  point  out — ^how  those  evils  which 
the  Poor-laws  had  produced  in  England^ 
could  be  avoided  under  any  other  system. 
Then,  again,  it  was  said,  that  the  introduc. 
tion  of  the  Poor-laws  into  Ireland  would 
prevent  the  annual  influx  of  Irish  labourers 
into  this  country.     It  would  have  no  such 
effect ;    but,  on  the  contrary,   when   the 
Irish  landlords  found  they  had  to  support 
the  family  of  the  poor  Irish  peasant,  they 
would  And  it  their  interest  to   send  the 
man  himself  off  to   England;  and  as  he 
would  not  have,  as  now,  to  save  money  for 
the  support  of  his  family,  he  would  be  able 
to  work  at  even  a  less  rate  of  wages  than 
at  present.     But  surely  that  was  not  to  be 
a  reason  for  agreeing  to  the  Poor-laws  for 
Ireland ;  and  if  their  poor  came  here  to 
make  labour  cheap,  surely  the   evil  was 
balanced  by  their  rich  coming  here  to  make 
labour  dear,  and  to  expend  in  this  country 
the  money  produced  by  the  industry  of  the 
Irish  labourer  in  his    own   country.     It 
must  be  recollected,  also,  that  the  Irish 
supplied    the  manufacturing  towns  with 
cheap    food.     If    there    were   a   resident 
gentry  in  Ireland,  the  food  would  still  be 
sent    to    England,    for    manufactures   or 
money ;  but  now,  instead  of  the  produce  of 
the  sale  of  the  Irish  com  and  cattle  being 
sent  back  to  Ireland,  it  was  spent  here,  by 
the  Irish  landlord.  God  had  blessed  Ireland 
with  a  most  fruitful  soil ;  but  the  inhabit- 
ants did  not  gain  by  it  in  consequence  of 
the  system  of  misgovemment  to  which  they 
had  been  so  long  exposed.     He  would  tell 
them,  the  Briti&  House  of  Commons,  that 
they  were  responsible    for    this  state  of 
things ;  and  not  the  people  of  Ireland.     It 
was  too  much,  then,  to  say,  that  the  English 
labourer  should  be  beneflted  at  the  expense 
of  the  Irish  labourer.     If  the  English  had 
grievances,  let  them  get  rid  of  them ;  but 
not  by  removing  the  burthen  from  their 
own  shoulders,  to  place  it  on  those  of  men 
whom  they  had  already  so  deeply  injured. 
What  was  to  become  of  the  Union  between 
the  two  countries,  if  those  labourers  whose 
hands  had  cultivated  the  wheat  and  com, 
and  reared  the  cattle,  which  were  annually 
sent  to  this  country  for  the  rent  of  the 
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absentee  landlord,  were  to  be  shouted  back 
to  their  Irish  parishes  lest  they  shoqld 
interfere  with  the  English  labourer.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  brought  forward 
this  question,  had  alluded  to  the  effect  of 
the  introduction  of  PoorJaws  in  the  reign 
of  Elizabeth,  and  said,  that  at  that  period 
pauperism — which  had  spread  far  and  wide 
«— was  effectually  stopped  by  them.  No- 
thing could,  in  his  opinion,  be  more  falla- 
cious than  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  45rd  of  Elizabeth  was  the 
year  I6OI.  About  that  period,  England 
established  no  less  than  eight  colonies  in 
North  America.  This  afforded  a  vent  for 
a  large  body  of  her  population ;  and  about 
the  same  time,  an  impetus  was  given  to 
commerce  all  over  the  world.  At  the  end 
of  fifty  years,  a  civil  war  broke  out  in  this 
country,  which  occasioned  a  great  waste  of 
the.  population — first  in  England,  and  suh. 
sequently  in  Ireland.  The  destruction  of 
human  Hfe,  durins  that  war,  was  very  con- 
siderable in  Enghmd;  but,  according  to 
Sir  William  Petty,  the  population  of  Ire- 
land was  reduced  by  it  from  3,000,000  to  a 
1,500,000;  and  Englishmen  and  Scotch- 
men were  sent  to  fill  up  the  vacuum  thus 
created.  Therefore,  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
Poor-laws  in  England,  during  the  seven- 
teenth century,  was  not  of  much  weight 
Since  that  time,  the  country  had  sreatly 
increased  in  commercial  wealth  ;  and  vari- 
ous new  manufactures  had  been  discovered ; 
and  for  a  few  years  after  the  breaking  out 
of  the  French  war,  the  country  was  so  rich 
that  the  Poor-laws  might  rather  be  consi- 
dered a  charitable  fund  than  as  a  means  of 
relief,  to  which  the  poor  man  was  entitled 
to  resort.  But  now  only  the  evils  of  the 
system  came  upon  the  country  when  stag- 
'gering  under  a  load  of  debt;  having  to 
bear  an  enormous  taxation ;  and  when  its 
manufactures  were  competed  with  by  those 
of  other  nations.  Now  only  the  result  of 
the  Poor-laws  appeared  in  the  state  of 
society  which  he  had  alluded  to;  and 
which,  God  forbid!  should  ever  exist  in 
Ireland.  He  trusted  that  the  House  would 
never  consent  to  try  the  experiment  of  the 
Poor-la  ws  in  a  country  so  situated  as  Ireland. 
He  would  ask  any  advocate  of  this  proposi- 
tion whether  he  thought  that  the  adoption 
of  the  Poor-laws  would  make  Ireland 
richer,  or  that  she  would  gain  an  additional 
guinea  by  them?  This  question  could 
not  be  answered  in  the  affirmative.  The 
Poor-laws  could  not  be  regarded  as  a  prize 
}n  the  lotterjr  of  legislation ;  and  Ireland 


would  not  become  richer  1^  their  «do|<inn- 

The  truth  was,  that  the  Poor-laws  would 
only  create  a  different  distribution  of  pro- 
perty.   He  i^ras  not  desirous  of  putting  an 
end  to  fever  hospi^ls,  or  infirmarieSp  or 
institutions  of  that  description^    an  the 
contrary,  he  trusted  that  means  would  be 
adopted  ffreatly  to  enlarge  the  field  of  their 
utihty.    Thisj  he  hopeC  would  be  one  of 
the  objects  of  inquiry  involved  in  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Lord.   He  was  willing 
to  join  with  mj  man  ia  n«ddng  th« 
institutions  more  useful^  but    he    would 
never  consent  to  ^ny  measure  which  went 
to  give  relief  in  the  shape  of  alms  to  the 
able-bodied  labourer^  as  he  was  satisfied 
that  the  only  result  of  this  system  of  relief 
would  he,  to  hold  out  a  premium   to  idle- 
ness.    But  it  might  be  saidj  "  why  not 
give  relief  to  the  labourer  who  is  unable  to 
obtain  work  ?  If  there  be  no  labour  for  him 
to  perform^  and  he  is  unable  to  obtain  food, 
he  would  soon  become  a  proper  object  for 
the  infirmary."     In  reply  to  thh^  he  would 
observe^  that  no  man  would  go  into  the 
infirmary  as  an  excuse  for  idleness  ;  but  if 
money  were  given  to  the  able-bodied  man,  a 
temptation  would  be  held  out  toall  other  oien 
to  abandon  their  work.     This  was  a  very 
different  order  of  things  from  that  which 
would  exist  if  relief  were  not  giren  to 
those  able  to  work.     How  very  easy  ii  was 
to  be  imposed  upon  by  a  man  who  was  too 
Inssy  to  work.     It  was  quite  certain  if  a 
man  could  not  claim  relief  as  a  risht^  that 
he  would  work  if  he  could  get  employment ; 
and  he  would  make  every  exertion  to  do  so. 
If  he  could  claim  relief  from  the  parish* 
and  obtain  the  means  of  subsistence  without 
labour^  it  was  equally  certain  that  he  would 
avail  himself  of  rhem.     The  love  of  case 
was  a  principle  of  human  nature ;  no  man 
would  labour  for  his  food  if  he  could  obtain 
it  without.  But  it  was  said^  that  the  abuses 
complained  of  had  originated  in  the  maL 
administration  of  the  Poor-laws ;  and  that 
if  proper  persons  were  got  to  administer 
thera^  all  the  ills  that  at  present  resulted 
from  them  would  cease.   It  appeared^  then, 
that  all  that  the  present  system  of  English 
Poor-laws  required  was,  proper  persons  to 
carry  them  into  effect.     It  was^  however^ 
not  merely  necessary  that  a  man  sekctod 
for  such  office  should  be  extremdy  intellt* 
gent  and  industrious,  but  he  must  also  be 
removed  above  the  influence   of   human 
passions — he  must  be  indifferent  to  the 
affectation  of  appearing  humane— he  must 
be  a  man  who  would  take  the  trouUej  in 
eveiy  case,  to  gat  at  the  truth,  and  be  per« 
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fectly  ipdifrerent  tQ  th^  anplause  or  censure 
of  the  rest  of  the  world.  If  they  could 
get  fuch  men  to  conduct  the  administration 
of  Poor-laws^  then^  indeed^  they  might 
avoid  abuses;  but  if  such  men  could  be 
procure^  Ministers  should  resign  their  own 
offices  at  once,  and  l^ve  the  administration 
of  public  affairs  to  them.  But  was  the 
charge  just^  that  the  Poor-laws  were  badly 
administer^  in  En^^and  ?  He  contended 
when  he  considered  those  who  administered 
the  Poor  Jaws — that  the  fault  did  not  lie 
with  their  administration,  but  ii^  their 
system ;  in  that  system,  so  contrary  to  aU 
sound  principle,  which  gave  one  man  a 
right  over  the  property  of  another-  The 
present  administrators  of  the  Poor-laws 
were  th^  Magistrates  and  the  country  gen- 
tlemen of  England.  They  were  men 
spoken  of  in  the  highest  terms  by  all ;  and^ 
taking  them  as  a  class,  no  body  of  men, 
undoubtedly,  could  exceed  them  in  huma- 
nity ;  white,  at  the  same  time,  they  were 
remarkable  for  their  attention  and  care  in 
the  administration  of  the  law.  Such,  then, 
was  the  class  of  persons  who  had  the 
administration  of  the  Poor-laws,  and  yet  it 
was  said,  that  the  evils  were  not  in 
the  system.  In  reply,  he  would  ask, 
before  it  was  resolved  to  introduce  such 
laws  into  Ireland,  either  to  fmd  out  a  better 
set  of  administrators  than  they  had  in  Eng^- 
land,  or  to  devise  a  system  of  Poor-laws 
which  was  not  liable  to  the  objections  which 
were  urged  against  that  of  this  country. 
Was  it  true,  3iat  the  Endish  gentry  had 
neglected  their  duty,  and  nad  been  so  in- 
different to  their  own  interests  as  to  allow 
a  state  of  things  $uch  as  existed  at  present 
to  grow  up?  A  state  of  things  under 
which  the  agnricultural  population  had  be. 
come  demordized-  and  under  which,  in 
many  parts,  the  land  had  been  thrown  out 
of  cultivation,  as  it  would  not  bear  the 
charge  of  the  Poor-laws  ?  He  must  deny 
that  the  fault  rested  with  the  gentry — ^it 
was  in  the  system  itself;  in  that  system 
Nprhich  involved  the  solecism  of  political 
economy,  the  giving  one  man  a  right  in 
the  property  of  another.  He  knew  he 
should  he  told,  when  he  saw  the  eflfect  of 
these  laws  in  England,  that  the  non-intro- 
duction  of  them  mto  Ireland  was  an  act  of 
inhumanity!  This  he  would  deny;  and 
he  was  satisfied  that  no  laws  could  be 
devised  better  calculated  to  destroy  tlie  feel- 
ings of  humanity  in  the  breasts  of  the  popula- 
tion, than  this  system  of  Poor-laws.  These 
fselinfis,  be  was  happy  to  say,  yet  existed 
in  Ixcwid»    God  haa  planted  them  deep  in 


the  hearts  of  that  people ;  and  the  vcace  of 
revealed  religion,  at  least  told  him  that  it 
was  a  duty  to  perform  acts  of  charity — thai: 
if  he  expected  reward  hereafter,  he  must 
wipe  away  the  tear  from  the  eye  of  the 
widow  and  the  orphan — and  that  he  must 
relieve  those  who  were  in  affliction  and 
distress.  Thank  God!  the  feeling  wa^ 
general  in  Ireland,  to  afford  relief  to  those 
who  were  in  distress.  They  had  had  con- 
stant religious  feuds ;  but,  in  times  of  want 
s|nd  distress,  the  differences  of  the  Orange- 
men and  the  Catholic  were  forgotten,  and 
they  join(?d  to  afford  equal  and  ready  relief 
to  their  fellow-countrymen,  without  any 
reference  to  their  religious  differences.  He 
was  not  guilty  of  any  exaggeration  as  to 
the  degree  in  which  that  feeling  prevailed. 
He  knew  that  it  existed  in  Ireland  and 
Scotland;  and  was  checked  in  England^ 
only  by  the  feeling,  that  if  charity  was 
distributed  in  a  parish,  it  operated  as  an 
inducement  to  other  paupers  to  resort  there ; 
and  that  thus  a  man,  by  distributing  alms 
to  the  necessitous,  might  do  an  injury  to 
his  neighbours  by  increasing  the  Poor-rates. 
Reference  had  been  made  in  the  course  of 
the  present  discussion  to  the  state  of  the 
poor  in  Scotland,  and  the  authority  of 
Fletcher  of  Saltoun,  was  quoted  in  support 
of  the  position,  that  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  afforded  good  proof  that 
Ireland  should  be  subjected  to  the  influence 
of  a  Poor-law,  Now,  both  from  Fletcher 
of  Saltoun,  and  from  the  evidence  of  Dr. 
Chalmers,  itwas plain,  beyond  the  possibility 
of  dispute,  that  the  peace  which  ensued  in 
Scotland  at  the  time  to  which  they  refer- 
red, was  owing,  not  to  the  establishment 
of  a  provision  for  the  poor,  but  to  the 
removal  of  all  causes  of  religious  discord. 
There  was  at  that  time  an  end  to  the  per- 
secutions of  the  Episcopalians — it  was  not 
a  Poor-law,  but  liberty  of  conscience,  which 
gave  quiet  to  Scotland.  He  would  then 
mention  that  Dr.  Chalmers  and  others,  had 
shown  that  the  feeling  of  attachment 
between  parents  and  children  was  very 
strong  both  in  Ireland  and  Scotland,  but 
the  evidenqe  collected  by  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners  proved,  that  amons  the  poor 
of  England  that  feeling  was  almost  un- 
known. Dr.  Doyle  said,  that  the  want  of 
affection  on  the  part  of  children  in  Ireland 
was  amaringly  rare.  The  Commissioners 
proved,  that  in  England  its  existence  was 
a  greater  rarity.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  read  an  extract  from  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  to  prove  his  assertion. 
There  was  one  other  subject  cannected  with 
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such  laws  sboald  now  be  introduced  into 
Ireland^  he  could  not  but  have  some  doubts 
on  the  subject.  He  should  wish,  however^ 
to  see  a  modified  system  of  Poor-laws  intro- 
duced into  Ireland.  The  parishes  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  tax  themselves^  and  then  it  would 
be  seen  how  the  system  worked.  Certainly, 
he  wished  that  more  information  should  be 
obtained  on  the  subject,  and  therefore  he 
supported  the  noble  Lord ;  but  he  trusted 
the  inquiry  would  end  in  recommending  a 
modified  system. 

Lord  Sandon  only  desired  to  say  a  few 
words  from  the  peculiar  situation  of  the 
town  which  he  represented.  That  town 
was  greatly  interested  in  the  question ; 
and  a  public  meeting  had  lately  been  held 
there  on  the  subject.  The  question,  it 
must  be  admitted,  was  doubtful,  for  they 
had  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Dublin  on  one  side,  and  the  learned 
Dr.  Doyle  on  the  other.  The  House  must 
not  take  up  the  opinions  of  the  Poor-laws 
Commissioners,  without  reflection.  Their 
inquiries  were  aU  partial.  He  would  as 
soon  form  his  opinion  of  the  animal 
economy  from  a  descriptioh  of  disease,  as 
form  an  opinion  of  the  Poor-laws  of  Eng- 
land from  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners. 
They  were  ordered  to  select  and  inquire 
into  the  most  remarkable  cases,  not 
into  the  general  system.  He  admitted 
that  the  Report  gave  a  correct  view 
of  the  abuses  which  prevailed  in  the 
southern  counties  of  England  ;  but  those 
abuses  were  not  the  general  characteristics 
of  the  system.  He  deilied  that  they  dried 
up  the  sources  of  charity ;  for  there  was  no 
country  more  charitable  than  England. 
But  charity  itself  led  to  many  abuses,  and 
that  was  no  argument  against  charity. 
They  were  not  to  argue  frc:m  the  abuses  of 
a  system  to  its  uses.  He  certainly  was 
ready  to  support  inquiry ;  but  he  wished 
it  to  be  conducted  without  prejudice.  It  was 
impossible,  he  believed,  to  maintain  two 
din^reni  systems  in  the  two  countries.  In 
order  to  get  correct  information,  he  would 
suggest,  that  some  of  the  gentlemen  who 
had  been  employed  to  inquire  into  the 
operation  of  the  Poor.laws  in  England, 
should  be  employed,  to  inquire  into  the  state 
of  the  poor  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  Clay  denied  that  this  Was  a  mere 
Irish  question,  as  had  been  asserted — ^it 
was  essentially  an  English  question.  If 
the  produce  of  Irelatid  was  allowed  to 
enter  into  competition  tvith  the  agricultural 
indilstry  of  this  country,  without  any  pro- 
tection to  thfe  latter— but  that,  on  the  con- 


trary, England  was  to  have  to  support  the 
paupers  of  Ireland,  as  well  as  her  own- 
nothing  but  ruin  would  follow.  He  re- 
gretted to  see  any  opposition  in  the  House 
to  Poor-laws  in  Ireland,  however  modified. 

Mr.  Borrow  was  an  advocate  for  the  intro- 
duction  of  Poor-laws  into  Ireland,  at  the 
same  time  he  Would,  for  the  jJresent,  tirefer 
that  an  inquiry,  such  as  the  noble  Lord's 
Amendment  proposed,  should  precede  any 
legislation  on  the  subject,  for  he  was  sore 
that  the  more  inquiry  was  made,  the  more 
the  House  and  the  country  would  be  con« 
vinced  of  the  necessity  of  the  application 
of  some  system  of  Poor-laws  to  that  coun- 
try. He  did  not  mean  that  system  of  Poor- 
laws  which  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Dublin  seemed  to  apprehend*  but  a 
system  which,  adopting  the  princifile  of 
giving  relief  to  the  destitute,  would  avoid 
the  evils  rtf  the  present  Poor-laws  of  Eng- 
land. He  contended,  that  if  Pbor.laws 
were  established  in  Ireland,  the  poor  would 
tiot  emigrate  to  this  dountry,  lis  some  hon. 
Members  seemed  to  apptehend ;  nor  did  he 
think  that  it  would  have  the  effect  of 
destroying  the  rent  of  land.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  would  be  a  security  U>  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland.  Would  the  House,  he 
would  aslc,  allbw  the  peasantry  to  take 
forcible  possession  of  the  property,  for  that 
must  be  the  consequence  of  having  no  pro- 
vision made  for  them  ?  If  the  miuse  de- 
nied to  the  landlords  the  protection  which 
a  modified  system  of  Poor-laws  would 
afford  them,  it  must  lead  to  their  inevitable 
ruin.  He  did  hope,  that  in  any  system  of 
Poor.laws  which  might  be  applied  to 
Ireland,  the  Churth  would  not  be  forgotten, 
— ^that  they  would  remember  that  monstrous 
robbery  and  plunder  of  the  poor  which  had 
been  committed  on  the  poor,  in  applying 
the  property  of  monasteries,  from  which 
the  poor  had  derived  so  much  benefit  in 
former  times. 

Mr.  Estcouri  would  be  glad  tif  the  in. 
troduction  of  any  measure  which  would 
tend  to  mitigate  the  evils  of  the  poor  in 
Ireland,  and  which  would  also  remove 
some  of  the  evils  which  their  poverty  had 
entailed  on  this  countrv,  which  were  se- 
verely  felt  in  the  county  in  which  he  re- 
sided. On  these  grounds  he  was  disposed 
to  give  his  support  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Knaresborough ;  hnt 
when  he  found  so  many  members  for  Ire- 
land opposed  to  that  Motion,  which  they 
seemea  to  suppose  would  pledge  the  Houk 
to  the  introduction  of  the  Poor-laws  of 
England  into  Ireland,  he  hesitated  to  accede 
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in   sayingi  that^  on  the  Crown  Lands  in 
tlie   counties  of  Monaelian  and  Longford 
alone,  tlie  farmers  and  peasantry  provided 
food  and  lodging  for  upwards  of  2,000  of 
tihe  poor  and  destitute  inhabitants  of  the 
country  ;   while  the  gentry  and  owners  of 
the  sou  did  not  contnbute  one  shilling  for 
that  purpose.    Thus  it  was^  that  the  Pbor- 
rate  was  paid  by  the  poor  instead  of  the 
rich.      And^  therefore^  he  would  repeat^ 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to 
take  care  that  the  subsistence  of  the  poor 
be  paid  for  by  those  who  ought  to  pay  it. 
Reference  had  been  made  to  the  period 
when    Poor  -  laws  were  introduced  into 
£ngland.      It  ifiust  be  recollected^   that 
they  were  adopted  in  this  country  in  con. 
sequence  of  the  poor  having,  in  many  dis- 
tricts^ been  deprived  of  that  aid  and  assist- 
ance which  they  previously  derived  from  the 
numerous  religious  institutions.     Previous 
to   the   Reformation,  there  were  various 
hospitals  and  monasteries,  in  all  parts  of 
the    country^  where    the    poor    obtained 
food^  and  where  beds  were  provided  for 
travellers.     With  the  Catholic  Church,  all 
these  charitable  institutions  were  abolished; 
and  it  became  necessary  to  find  some  substi- 
tute for  them.    The  poor  and  destitute 
were  formerly  supported  out  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church ;  and  the  Church  should 
be  made  now  to  contribute,  as  it  formerly 
did,  to  the  support  of  the  poor.  He  (rusted, 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  would 
take  up  this  point,  and  press  it  upon  the 
attention  of  Parliament,  as  he  could  do  so 
with  much  greater  ability  and  power  than 
he  (Mr.  Grattan)  could  pretend  to.     He 
trusted,  that  he  would,  in  the  course  of  the 
discussions    on    the  affairs  of   the   Irish 
Church,  induce  the  House  to  make  some 
provision  out    of   the    property   of   that 
Church  for  the  pauper  population.    The 
Legislature  was  now  about  to  make  a  new 
settlement  of  Church  property;  and  if  they 
neglected  to  make  the  clergy  do  what  their 
pr^ecessors  did,  to  that  extent  they  would 
be  guilty  of  a  dereliction  of  duty.     Hon. 
Gentlemen  might    express  doubts  as    to 
whether  the  poor  were  maintained  out  of 
the  property  of  the  Church ;  but  he  could 
adduce  irrefragable  evidence  on  that  point. 
It  would  be  seen,  by  reference  to  a  book 
recently  published,  entitled  The  Irish  Gen^ 
tleman  in  Search  of  a  Religion,  the  writer 
of  which  turned  out,  to  the  surprise  of  every 
one,  to  be  the  author  of  Little's  Poems^that 
the  principal  fathers  of  the  Church — for  in- 
stance, Origen,  Chrysostom,  and  Jerome— 
maintained^  that  the  Church  w^s  bpund  to 


contribute  to  the  support  of  the  poor.  He 
had  himself  known,  that  five  Coroner^ 
Inquests  had  sat,  within  a  short  period,  on 
the  bodies  of  persons  who  had  died  from 
starvation  ;  and  when  he  was  Member  for 
Dublin,  the  number  of  persons  who  were 
to  be  seen  in  that  city  in  a  state  of  starva- 
tion and  nakedness  almost  exceeded  belief. 
He  had  been  a  member  of  the  Mansion 
House  Committee  appointed  to  distribute 
the  funds  raised  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  of 
Ireland,  and  he  could  assure  the  House, 
that  facts  of  such  a  deplorable  nature  were 
disclosed  before  that  Committee,  that  they 
had  not  the  courage  to  publish  an  account 
of  the  inhumanity  of  their  own  country- 
men. If  England  and  Ireland  should  ever 
be  separated — which  he  trusted  in  God 
they  never  would  be  —  the  separation 
would  be  caused  by  the  Government  of 
England  persisting  in  its  error,  and  in  its 
excluding  the  people  of  Ireland  from  those 
good  and  equal  laws  under  which  it  was 
the  good  fortune  of  the  people  of  this 
countiy  to  live. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  said,  that  the 
powerftil  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Dublin  had  gone  far  to  persuade  the  House 
that  the  object  of  the  present  Motion  was 
to  impose  upon  Ireland,  not  only  the  Eng- 
lish system  of  Poor-laws,  but  also  the  almost 
incredible  abuses  which  of  late  years  had 
been  grafted  upon  that  systenu  He  ap« 
pealed  to  those  hon.  Members,  who  had 
heard  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Knaresborough,  whether  that,  or  anything 
like  that,  was  the  case  ?  He  contended  that 
it  was  matter  of  right  that  the  poor,  who 
could  not  provide  subsistence  for  them- 
selves, should  have  subsistence  provided  for 
them  by  the  State;  and,  such  being  his 
opinion,  he  was  prepared  to  go  further,  and 
say,  that  it  was  incumbent  upon  the  House 
to  make  a  legislative  provision  for  the  poor 
in  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  had  met  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  Knares. 
borough  with  a  proposition  for  inquiry, 
which,  to  be  effectual,  he  thought  should 
be  wider  than  the  noble  Lord  at  present 
seemed  prepared  to  make  it.  He  was  de« 
cidedly  of  opinion,  that  if  this  Motion  had 
been  taken  into  consideration  at  an  earlier 
period,  it  would  have  done  more  to  quiet 
the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  to 
remove  the  disturbances  which  prevailed 
among  them,  than  any  resolution  to  which 
the  Hoiue  could  now  come.  If  the  £ng^ 
lish  Poor-laws  were  so  objectionable  as 
some  Gentlemen  represented  them  to  be, 
why  should  they  not  apply  to  Iidand  the 
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Scotch  Poor-laws^  which  gave  relief  to  the 
old  and  infinnj  but  refused  it  to  the  able- 
bodied  labourer  ? 

Mr.  Hume  was  sorry  to  see.  so  great  a 
difference  of  opinion  upon  this  subject  in 
the  House,  and  was  surprised  to  find  that 
hon.  Members  were  inclined  to  consider  the 
facts  contained  in  the  Poor-law  Report  as 
unworthy  of  attention  and  credence.  He 
was  himself  friendly  to  the  poor,  but  he 
should  be  guilty  of  a  dereliction  of  his  duty, 
if,  believing,  as  he  did,  in  the  existence  of 
the  evils  arising  out  of  the  Poor-laws  in 
England,  he  should  consent  to  the  intro- 
duction of  the  same  laws  into  another 
country  which  was  sufficiently  afflicted  with 
evils  of  almost  every  sort  at  present.  He 
concurred  with  the  hon.  member  for  Col- 
chester in  saying  that,  from  the  day  the 
Corn-laws  were  passed,  the  deterioration  of 
the  peasantry  of  England  commenced ;  but 
he  could  not  concur  with  his  hon.  friend  in 
asserting,  that  every  man  who  wanted  food 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  help  himself  to  it 
from  his  neighbour's  food  or  his  neighbour's 
house.  It  was  the  disposition  of  all  classes, 
high  as  well  as  low,  to  indulge  themselves 
at  the  expense  of  others.  Now,  nothing 
conduced  more  to  the  happiness  of  a  state 
than  to  make  the  people  trust  to  themselves, 
and  depend  upon  there  own  industry.  The 
principle  which  had  just  been  laid  down  by 
his  hon.  fiiend,  the  member  for  Kirkcud- 
bright, was  decidedly  opposed  to  this  maxim, 
and,  if  followed  up,  would  lead  to  the  de- 
stmction  of  every  species  of  property.  He 
believed  that  if  the  Poor-laws  of  England 
were  not  speedily  amended,  they  would  de- 
moralize the  whole  country.  The  present 
was  a  question  with  which  it  was  the  duty 
of  Government  to  grapple ;  but  he  hoped 
that  they  would  not  grapple  with  it  until 
they  were  in  possession  of  full  information, 
or  at  least  of  fuller  information  than  any 
which  they  had  at  present  He  suggested 
to  the  noble  Lord  die  propriety  of  sending 
a  Commission  to  Scotland,  in  order  to  col- 
lect the  same  information  in  the  parishes  of 
that  country  which  had  been  recently  col- 
lected in  the  parishes  of  England.  The 
report  presented  by  the  General  Assembly 
of  Scotland  proved,  that  in  proportion  as 
the  English  Poor-laws  had  been  introduced 
into  the  south-western  parts  of  that  country, 
they  had  aggravated  the  distresses  and  in- 
creased the  numbers  of  the  poor.  He  was 
happy  to  say,  that  in  the  north  of  Scotland, 
and  particularly  in  the  county  in  which  he 
was  bom,  the  prindple  of  giving  food  to 
aUe-bodiel  labourers  bad  never  been  ad- 


opted, and  thus  none  of  the  evils  were  known 
there  which  now  afflicted  the  south-western 
parts  of  Scotland,  and  reduced  them  to  the 
same  degradation  in  which  many  parts  of 
England  were  unfortunately  involved.  If 
the  Government  appointed  such  a  Commis- 
sion as  he  had  sugsested,  he  was  certain 
that  they  would  cmlect  a  mass  of  facte 
which  would  make  the  House  pause  before 
it  ventured  to  apply  to  Ireland  the  Poor, 
laws  of  England.  He  supported  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  because  it 
would  collect  information  ;  and  the  collec- 
tion of  information  would,  he  was  quite 
sure,  convince  the  House  of  the  impolicy 
of  assenting  to  the  original  Motion. 

Colonel  ConoUy  said,  that  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Elnaresborough  was 
so  vague  and  indefinite,  that  he  did  not  see 
how  any  rational  man  could  support  it.  He 
gave  the  hon.  Member  full  credit  for  the 
best  possible  intentions  to  remedy  the  evils 
under  which  Ireland  laboured;    but    as^ 
in  legislating  on  a  great  and  important 
question,  it  was  necessary   to  have  some 
fundamental  proposition  upon  which  to  act 
— and,  as  the  proposition  submitted  by  the 
hon.  Member  was  devoid  of  all  distinctness 
— however  benevolent  he  might  think  the 
hon.  Member's  intentions  (and  nothing  was 
further  from  lus  wish  than  to  detract  from 
his  motives),  he  must  vote  against  the  Re- 
solution.     He  would  beg   to  ask,  what 
benefit    had    the   system    of    Poor-laws 
conferred  upon  England  ?     Were  they,  he 
would  ask,  attended  with  such  advanti^  to 
this  great  country,  as  to  warrant  the  House 
in  extending  the  system  to  Ireland,  where 
a  total  want  of  the  necessary  machineiy  by 
which  to  work  them  existed  ?  A  great  deal 
of  the  misery  of  Ireland  arose  firom  the 
want  of  a  resident  gentry  ;  and  how  could 
any  system  of  Poor-laws  be  worked  bene- 
ficially, or  with  any  prospect  of  success, 
without  a  readent  gentry?      Could  the 
House,  he  would  a^,  expect  to  see  the 
system  conducted  in  Ireland  with  the  same 
beneficial  results  as  in  Scotland,  where,  not 
only  the  spirit,  but  the  letter  of  the  lav 
of    Elizabeth    was    maintained?     If  he 
thought  the  Poor-laws  could  be  introduced 
into  Ireland  with  anything  like  similar  re- 
sults, he  should  be  ready  to  adopt  them. 
But,  as  it  appeared  to  him  that  Uiere  was 
no  evil  already  existing  in  Ireland  that  they 
were  not  calculated  to  increase — that  there 
was  no  one  moral  good  they  were  calculated 
to  achieve — ^that,  as  they  could  not  be  con- 
ducive to  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  but,  on 
the  contrarys  a^  vx  hbopimoni  they  would 
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^end  to  ag^vate  the  state;  of  demoraliza- 
tion in  which  that  country  was  at  present 
plunged^  he  was  hound  to  oppose  the  Re- 
solution of  the  hon.  Member^  and  support 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  object 
<  of  the  noble  Lord  was  simply  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  the  poor.  To  that  he  could 
not  object ;  but  carrying  such  a  Resolution 
as  that  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  would, 
in  his  opinion,  be  a  direct  invasion  of  pro. 
perty,  which  he  was  bound  to  resist  to  the 
utmost  of  his  power.  It  was  necessary  to 
disabuse  the,  public  mind  of  an  impression 
which  appeared  to  be  entertained — ^namely, 
that  the  effect  of  extending  a  system  of 
Poor-laws  to  Ireland  would  be  to  relieve 
England  from  the  influx  of  Irish  labourers, 
of  which  such  complaints  had  been  made. 
Hon.  Members  never  laboured  under  a 
greater  delusion  than  to  suppose  that  it  was 
the.  inert  portion  of  the  population,  which 
travelled  to  England  in  search  of  employ- 
ment. No  such  thing — ^it  was  the  most 
industrious. and  laborious  class  of  persons 
on  the  face  of  the  earth  that  periodically 
arrived  in  England.  And  so  far  from  a 
system  of  Poor-laws  in  Ireland  checking 
what  had  been  termed  an  invasion  of  this 
country  by  the  Irish  peasantry,  they  would 
rather  have  a  contrary  effect.  In  agreeing, 
on  the  present  occasion,  with  ^e  hon. 
member  for  Dublin — and  as  it  was  a  cir- 
cumstance  of  very  rare  occurrence — ^he 
could  not  help  paying  his  tribute  of  praise 
to  the  eloquence  he  displayed,  and  of 
thanking  him  for  the  assistance  he  affi)rded 
in  rescuing  Ireland,  from  what  he  could 
not  but  consider  one  of  the  greatest  afflic- 
tions by  which  it  could  be  visited.  Having 
expressed  himself  so  strongly  against  the 
introduction  of  Poor  Jaws  into  Ireland,  he 
ielt  it  necessary,  on  his  own  behalf,  to  say, 
that  he  was  most  friendly  to  a  power  being 
given  to  parishes  to  assess  themselves  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  poor — he  would 
not  go  the  length  of  saying  the  destitute — 
for  he  feared  that  would  embrace  many 
who  were  able  to  work ;  but  he  would  say, 
the  physically  destitute ;  and  he  would  add, 
on  the  part  of  the  body  of  the  gentry  of 
the  county  which  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present, that  they  were  most  anxious  to 
assess  themselves  for  the  relief  of  those  whom 
nature  had  deprived  of  the  means  of  help- 
ing themselves.  Such  a  system  would  not 
engender  pauperism.  The  Poor-laws,  re- 
lieving able-bodied  men,  did  engender  pau- 
perism— and  for  that  reason  he  opposed  the 
introduction  of  them  into  Ireland. 


Mr.  Shaw  said,  as  there  appeared  an  al« 
most  unanimous  disposition  to  agree  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, he  would  merely  observe  that 
he  found  himself  placed  in  the  peculiar 
situation  of  agreeing  in  the  sentiments 
uttered  by  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Dublin  ;  while,  at  the  same  time,  he  as- 
sented to  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord ; 
he  was  satisfied  that  the  more  the  matter 
was  inquired  intOr  the  more  would  the 
House  and  the  country  be  convinced  of  the 
entire  inexpediency,  if  not  the  utter  im- 
possibility, of  introducing  Poor-laws  into 
Ireland.  The  great  fallacy  which  pervaded 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Knaresborough  (Mr.  Richards),  and  those 
who  supported  him,  was,  that  they  assumed 
the  introduction  of  PoorUaws  would  ne- 
cessarily relieve  Ireland  from  the  poverty 
which  it  was  admitted  on  all  hands  existed. 
Now,  his  (Mr.  Shaw's)  opinion  was,  that 
they  would  considerably  aggravate  that 
poverty,  and  only  increase  the  evils  that 
already  afflicted  that  country.  The  only 
argument  in  favour  of  the  introduction  of 
Poor-laws  into  Ireland,  which  appeared  to 
be  of  any  force,  was  that  of  assimilating 
the  laws  on  the  subject  in  England  ana 
Ireland.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  no 
objection  to  extending  such  laws  as  were 
good  to  Ireland ;  and,  if  assimilation  was 
the  object,  let  those  laws  which  were  found 
to  be  injurious  in  their  effects  in  England 
be  abolished.  He  believed  it  was  of  the 
essence  of  the  Poor-laws  to  engender 
poverty  and  crime,  and  that  they  had  al- 
ready that  effect  in  England — besides  hav- 
ing, in  many  instances,  driven  the  owners 
and  cultivators  of  the  soil  to  abandon  their 
properties  to  the  devouring  appetite  of 
pauperism.  He,  therefore,  for  one,  would 
never  consent  to  extend  such  a  system  to 
Ireland-— calculated  as  it  was,  also,  to  wither 
the  sources  of  true  benevolence,  and  dry  up 
the  streams  of  real  charity.  If  Poor-laws 
were  established  in  Ireland,  he  was  per- 
suaded that  the  whole  labouring  population 
would  be  reduced  to  a  state  of  legalised 
pauperism,  and  that  scarcely  a  single  indi- 
vidual could  earn  his  bread  independently. 
He  had,  however,  no  objection  to  inquiry ; 
and  as  he  considered  that  the  tendency  of 
the  noble  Lord's  Amendment  would  not  be 
to  introduoe  such  a  system,  but  the  con- 
trary, it  should  have  his  support 

Lord  Acheson  could  not  overlook  the 
fact,  that  England  had,  under  her  system 
of  Poor-laws,  enjoyed  a  long  career  of  pros- 
perity; still,  as  the  question  was,  whether 
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from  his  Majesty's  service.    Further  he 
niust  state,  that  previous  to  the  last  elec- 
tion, his  Grace  had  forwarded  a  circular 
to  all  the  Post-masters  in  the  kingdom, 
pointing  out  the  penalties  they  would  be 
subject  to  by  any  attempt  in  their  official 
character  to  promote  the  success  of  the 
different  candidates.    But  lest,   as   had 
lackily  been   foremen,   any  thing  inight 
hereafter  arise,  which,  by  the  malevolence 
of  some,  or  from  the  disappointment  of 
others,  might  be  turned  into  a  means  of 
attack  upon  the  Government,  a  letter, 
which  he  should  read,  had  been  forwarded 
in  November  last  by  Sir  Francis  Freeling, 
to  Mr.  Hart,  the  agent  for  the  Dover  packets, 
warning  him  that  any  interference  whatever 
by  him  or  those  under  him  with  the  fullest 
freedom  of  election,  *'  would  not  fail  to  be 
viewed  and  treated  in  the   most  serious 
manner,  and  that  he  must  not  fall  to  take 
an  early  opportunity  of  acquainting  all 
under  him  with  the  notice  then  sent.'* 
[Sir  James  here  read  the  letter,  and  also 
one  from  Mr.  Hart,  stating  **  that  the  cap* 
tains  of  all  the  vessels  had  at  the  time  of 
the  election   allowed  those  under  them 
who  had  votes  to  remain  on  shore,  and 
had  not  by  word  or  deed  influenced  their 
votes,  and,  indeed,  knew  not,  till  all  was 
over,  which  party  they  had  supported.^ 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  had  appealea 
to  the  Honse,  and  he  would  follow  the 
hon.  Member's  exaitaple.     He  would  ask 
them  whether  they  could  not  form  a  cor- 
rect idea  of  the  whole  of  the  hon.  Member's 
charges  from  that  ^which  he  had   just 
refuted,  and  which  he  believed  might  be 
considered  as  the  touchstone  of  the  whole. 
He  tho\]ght  the  House,  however,  had  had 
too  much  of  the  subject  already,  and  he 
should  not  call  down  expressions  of  im- 
patience by  pursuing  it.  The  House  ^uld 
not  condescend  to  interfere  in  what  were, 
in  fact,  only  party  souabbles-— disputes 
between  Tory  and  Radical — between  blue 
and  Yellow,  or  whatever  colour  might  be 
assumed— *they  would  no  longer  bear  with 
a  subject  which  had  such  infinite  varieties, 
that  no  one  could  tell  what  it  really  was, 
or  to  what  good  end  it  really  tended. 
One  principle  the  Government  had  never 
departed  from.     They  never  wished,  and 
never  sought  to  turn  their  ofiioial  influence 
to  the  support  of  their  own  power  as  a 
Ministry,  but  they  certainly  did  expect 
that  it  should  not,  on  any  occasion,  be 
unduly  exercised  against  them. 
Motion  Negatived. 


HOUSE  -OF   LORDS, 
Friday^  May  3,  1833. 

MtNirrca.]  Petitions  pMented.  ByttieAidibiabopQfroiKi 
the  B'uhopi  of  Liifoour  aoA  BAJfOon.  liy  fttak  Hows 
and  RooBK*  lyy  Loid  Roi.ui,  and  »  Nof  ui  1/>B9,  Horn 
a  Number  of  Plaoes.-^for  a  Better  Observance  of  the  Sab- 
bath.— By  the  Dukes  of  Susskx,  t>BTOir8HiKB,  and  Noa- 
f  PLX,  by  tiie  ArabbWiop  of  Yaw,  Um  1i«n|0CH0f  BAra, 
by  Earlx  Roogti,  Mohuy^  HoMiuERT.and  Uo«fQ«D,  and 
by  Lords  Wbstkrn,  SurFiBLp»  Dacri*  Poltimorji, and 
ELLsifBonousB,  ftom  a  great  Number  of  |%cia,— agdn* 
filavwy.— By  the  DM^wof  DavoifayiiiK*  ftiyn  Yffif^^Pf^ 
i^aiQst  granting  (o  apy  frivate  CkMQpaniep.  or  Aimriattopm 
any  Bxotusive  Privities  and  Immunitief  destructhre  of 
Ezlitiiig  Interaitas  and tnm  the  Corpoiatiaii  of  tht  tiina 
|?laoe,  fioir  a  Prot«ctiQn  of  Uiflir  lUgbtaof  PrrmtfttM  to 
Ecclesiastical  Preferment ;  also  from  the  Members  of  the 
Established  Church  of  Waterftird,  against  the  |»ropo»eil 
MMfure  of  Churoh  Raftvm  for  Inland.^By.tfat  Bariol 
RootM,  from  the  Pvovinc^al  3yuo4  of  fito,  091  snnliiv 
to  the  Irish  the  Means  of  Education  in  th^r  own  Lan- 
guage.— By  the  Duke  of  RfCHMowp,  Aram  Burwaah,  for  a 
Rflpml  of  tlie  Ml)(  nuty.^By  Loitf  BvMF.  tnm  9xIn|H, 
for  9  more  Impvtial  fnd  Equal  Afwwmfnt  $tt  tiM  HcUcf 
of  the  poor  throughout  the  Country. 

* 

Occupation  of  Algiers.]    The  Earl 
of  Aherdeen    rose,   in   pursuance    of  a 
notice  be  had  given  to  their  Lordships  in 
the  previous  week,  to  bripg  fbrweird  a 
Motion  in  reference  to  a  matter  of  g^t 
public  importance,  but  which  be  should 
not  have  brought  forward  at  the  present 
moment  had  ft  not  been  connected  with 
considerations  of  a  personal  nature.  Their 
Lordships  would  probably  recollect  that 
when,  in  the   course    of    last   summer, 
the  subject  of  Algiers  was  incidentsUy 
mentioned,  a  declaration  was  made  by  the 
noble  Duke  behind  him,  and  by  himself, 
that  the  French  government  had  entered 
into  engagements  with  respect  to  Algiers 
which  they  had  not  fulfilled.    Since  that 
declaration   was  made,  the  subject  had 
been  alluded  to  elsewhere  by  high  authori- 
ties, and  in  terms  directly  leading  to  an 
opposite  conclusion.     Seeing  this,  he  had 
been  natnrally  desirous  to  bring  the  sub- 
ject again  before  their  Lordships,  and  had 
expressed  his  wish  and  intention  to  do  so 
to  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  befbre  the 
Blaster  holidays.    But  as  the  oommunics- 
tion  he  then  had  with  the  noble  Earl  gave 
him  to  understand  that  negotiations  were 
at  the  time  going  on  between  the  two 
governments  which  might  be  injuied  by  a 
public  discussion,  he  consented  to  post- 
pone   mentioning   the    matter.    Shortly 
afterwards  the  declaration  to  which  he  bsd 
alluded,  was  repeated,  and  he  again  ex- 
pressed his  anxiety  upon  the  subject  to  the 
noble  Earl,  who  did   not  then  think  it 
proper  to  interpose  any  further  obstacle  to 
I  his  bringing  the  matter  under  their  Lord- 
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Dover  there  was  a  very  perceptible  dis- 1 
Unction  between  them.  He,  therefore, 
wrote  again  to  the  right  hon.  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  that  he  (Mr.  Halcomb) 
should  think  it  his  duty  to  bring  the  mat- 
ter before  the  House  of  Commons,  unless 
he  received  the  support  at  the  poll  of  every 
voter  in  the  service  of  the  Government. 
As  a  further  proof  that  Government  had 
interfered  against  him,  he  might  mention 
that  a  hand-bill  had  been  distributed  in 
Dover,  which  set  forth  *'  that  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  right  hon.  Charles  Poulett 
Thomson  were  authorised  to  state,  that 
the  right  hon.  Charles  Grant  was  to 
offer  himself  as  a  candidate  for  their 
suffrages."  That  showed  that  all  had  been 
done  which  was  possible  to  throw  him  out. 
The  hon.  Member  then  read  a  passage 
from  the  Journals  of  the  House,  in  which 
it  is  declared  a  great  crime  for  any  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown  to  interfere  in  the  election 
of  a  Member  of  Parliament,  and  concluded 
by  moving  'Uhat  a  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  the  interference  by 
or  in  name  of  the  Government,  particularly 
in  the  Post  Office  and  Ordnance  Depart- 
ments, at  the  two  last  elections  at  Dover." 

Colonel  Perceval  seconded  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  said,  he  would 
not  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by 
renewing  those  topics  he  had  formerly 
discussed  on  the  hustings  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Dover.  He  was  astonished, 
after  the  flourish  of  trumpets  with  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  introduced  his 
name,  that  not  a  single  fact  had  been 
brought  forward  to  connect  him  with  the 
second  election  at  Dover.  He  only  had 
stated  something  about  having  heard  that 
a  gentleman  of  Dover  had  sent  the  names 
of  sixteen  individuals  belonging  to  the 
Ordnance,  who  had  given  their  votes  for 
the  hon.  Member.  Now,  he  would  ask  if 
there  was  anythingin  thatto  justify  the  hon ^ 
Member  in  bringing  such  a  charge  against 
him  ?  As  far  as  regarded  his  connection 
with  Dover,  he  could  state  (as  he  had  the 
poll  books  before  him)  that  more  of  those 
in  the  employment  of  the  Government  had 
voted  in  favour  of  his  opponent  than  in 
bis  favour.  That  showed  what  the  nature 
of  the  Government  interference  in  Dover 
was.  Indeed,  so  far  from  the  Government 
candidate  (as  he  was  called)  receiving 
8opport,hehad  considered  himself  as  rather 
badly  used  in  not  receiving  more  support. 
He  had  that  morning  taken  the  trouble  to 
refer  to  the  various  poll-books;  when  he 
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found  that,  at  the  time  he  sat  on  the 
Opposition  Benches,  he  actually  received 
more  support,  and  was  returned  by  greater 
majorities,  than  when  he  was  backed  by 
the  Government  influence.  But  he  would 
not  pursue  the  subject  further ;  he  would 
leave  it  at  once  to  the  judgment  of  every 
one  who  had  heard  him,  and  to  the  de« 
cision  of  the  House.  All  he  would  say 
was,  that  a  more  cock-and-bull  story  he 
never  heard  in  his  life,  and  he  felt  pretty 
sure  the  House  had  had  quite  enough  of 
it. 

Sir  James  Graham  confessed,  that  he 
almost  felt  ashamed  at  having  a  word  to 
say  on  such  a  question  as  this ;  but,  as 
the  character  of  a  noble  friend  had  been 
as  undeservedly  as  unwisely  attacked,  he 
was  compelled  to  say  a  word  or  two  in 
justification  of  him.  The  noble  Duke 
alluded  to  had,  in  every  transaction  since 
he  came  into  office,  acted  with  those 
under  him  in  the  most  fair,  manly,  and 
straightforward  manner;  and  he  defied 
any  one  to  bring  an  instance  where  he  had 
turned  the  power  of  office  to  a  party  purpose. 
In  no  instance  had  he  used  his  authority 
in  an  unworthy  manner ;  but  even  if  he  had 
done  so — if  there  had  been  any  malversa- 
tion of  his  power,  was  this  the  proper 
place  in  which  to  get  redress  ?  Had  not 
the  hon.  Member  access  to  the  Courts  of 
Law,  in  the  practice  of  which  he  could 
boast  so  much  experience — where  he  was 
accustdmed  to  argue  cases  with  the  same 
ability  which  distinguished  him  in  that 
House?  The  hon.  Member,  with  his  legal 
acquirements,  must  Know,  that  any  such 
offence  as  he  had  been  attempting  to 
prove  was,  under  the  statute  of  Anne, 
visited  with  special  penalties,  and  that  the 
Postmaster-general,  if  convicted,  would 
be  rendered  incapable  of  ever  holding 
office  again.  But  the  noble  Duke,  though 
utterly  regardless  of  any  attempt  to  injure 
his  character — well  knowing  how  signally 
that  attempt  would  fail^-was  still  anxious 
to  clear  himself  in  the  eyes  of  that  House, 
and  showing  to  it  that  he  had  in  no  wise 
departed  from  that  respect  which  was  ever 
due  to  it — that  he  had  not  forgotten  what 
was  due  to  his  own  high  station,  or  vio« 
lated  the  trust  reposed  in  him  by  his  office. 
As  an  instance,  he  would  just  mention 
that  the  Post-master  at  Cardigan  having 
unduly  interfered,  by  the  influence  of  his 
official  situation,  in  the  election  at  that 
town,  his  Qrace,  on  being  satisfied  of  the 
fact,  instantly  and  for  ever  dismissed  him 
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expedition,  dated  in  the  months  of  March  | 
and  May,  1830,  and  delivered  by  him  to 
bis  Majesty *s  Government.  Also,  copies 
or  extracts  of  a  despatch  from  his  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  at  Paris,  communicating 
the  intention  of  his  Majesty  the  King  of 
the  French  to  fulfil  all  the  engagements 
of  the  preceding  government  relative  to 
Algiers." 

Earl  Grey  said,  that  not  intending  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  Motion,  he 
should  abstain  from  any  discussion  of  the 
very  important  subject  as  he  admitted  it 
to  be,  to  which  the  Motion  referred.  For 
he  did  not  think  it  expedient,  nor  did  he 
think  their  Lordships  would  deem  it  so,  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  upon  subjects  of 
such  a  nature,  respecting  which  further 
communications  were  still  expected  from 
the  French  government.  He  thought  that 
in  a  question  affecting  not  only  the  interests 
of  France  and  England,  but  also  those  of 
other  European  Powers  to  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  alluded,  nothing  but  inconveni- 
ence and  mischief  could  result  from  forcing 
a  premature  discussion.  What  were  the 
circumstances  under  which  they  stood 
with  regard  to  the  question?  In  the 
Chambers  of  France  there  was  a  party 
pressing  the  government  upon  the  subject, 
and  asserting  that  the  honour  and  interests 
of  France  were  involved  in  maintaining 
possession  of  Algiers.  And  if  Ministers 
here  were  to  be  pressed  in  the  same  way, 
their  Lordships  must  see,  that  the  embar- 
rassments arising  out  of  excited  national 
feelings,  would  render  it  most  difficult,  if 
not  altogether  impossible,  for  the  two 
governments  to  come  to  a  satisfactory 
arrangement.  He  did  not  mean  to  attri- 
bute to  the  noble  Earl  the  least  desire  to 
.produce  that  effect,  but  when  he  called 
for  such  information  at  such  a  time  the 
course  he  took  created  the  danger  of  pro- 
ducing it.  At  the  same  time  he  begged 
to  express  his  entire  conviction  that  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Earl  could  not  have 
been  urged  in  a  more  temperate  and  judi« 
cious  manner.  He  should  content  himself, 
therefore,  with  saying,  that  with  regard  to 
the  two  first  descriptions  of  papers  he  had 
no  objection  to  their  production  whatever. 
He  had  certainly  hoped,  that  the  Motion 
altogether  might  have  been  deferred  for 
some  time  longer,  but  it  having  been  made 
he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  no 
public  inconvenience  would  result  from 
granting  the  papers,  or  at  least  none  to  be 
put  in  comparison  with  what  might  be 


expected  to  arise  from  an  adverse  diaciu- 
sion  of  the  subject.    He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  House  would  give  its  consent  to 
the   Motion.    The  noble  Earl  bad   the 
goodness  to  communicate  to  him  what 
papers  would  be  necessary  to  his  object, 
and  he  was  content  that  they  should  be 
produced,  reserving  to  himself  the  discre- 
tion of  making  any  additions  which  he 
might  deem  necessary  to  the  further  elaci- 
dation  of  the  matters  to  which  they  re- 
ferred.   To  produce  the  two  first  seta  of 
papers  demanded,  he  repeated  he  had  no 
objection.    The  third  was  of  a  difierent 
character  from  the  rest,  and  upon  the 
propriety  of  acquiescing  in  the  production 
of  that  document  he  had  strong  doubts — 
perhaps  more  than  doubts,  for  he  believed 
it  would  be  injurious.    In  the  first  place 
he  did  not  know  of  the  existence  of  any 
paper  in  the  Foreign  Office  coming  within 
the  description  of  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Earl.    Tliere  was  undoubtedly  a  despatch 
from    the    noble    Lord    oppoute    (Loid 
Stewart  de  Rothsay)  bearing  the  date  of 
the  16th  of  August,  1830,  communicating 
an  account  of  a  conversation  which  took 
place  between  him  and  the  King  of  the 
French.     Now,  certainly  he  had  no  inten- 
tion to  question  the  propriety  of  that  com- 
munication, for  it  was  clearly  not  only 
correct,  but  the  first  duty  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  communicate  to  nis  govemneot 
the  nature  and  particulars  of  such  a  con- 
versation.    But  he  would  state  die  diffi- 
culty which  appeared  to  him  in  producing 
the  document  through  which  that  com- 
munication was  made.     The  private  con- 
versation held  by  the  noble  Lord  with  the 
King  of  the  French,  took  place  on  the 
18th  of  August;  a  period  at  which  the 
new  government  had  not  been  recognised 
by  his  Majesty,  and  when,  consequently, 
it  could  hold  no  official  communication 
with  his  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Pam. 
It  was,  therefore,  a  matter  of  doubt  with 
him  whether  such  a  communication  coaM 
be  deemed  to  partake  of  an  official  cht- 
racter.     But,  besides  this  objection,  be 
desired  to  submit  it  to  their  Lordships* 
consideration,  whether  in  any  case  such 
conversation  as  this  could  be  taken  by  one 
government  as  the  act  of  another  ?  In  the 
first  place  it  was  not  a  communication  of 
a  conversation  held  with  a  responsible 
minister  in  the  presence  of  the  king,  and 
for  which  the  minister  might  be  respon- 
sible ;  it  was  a  private  conversation  with 
the  illustrious  person  himself.  He  did  not 
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mean  to  impugn  the  step  taken  by  the 
noble  Lord ;  he  bad  already  said,  that  it 
was  bis  duty  to  communicate  the  informa- 
tion to  his  government,  and  he  had  no 
reason  to  doubt  that  the  communication 
was  strictly  and  accurately  correct.    But 
he  knew,  as  their  Lordships  well  knew, 
that  all  verbal  communications  of  this 
kind  incurred  the  risk  of  misinterpretation, 
and  of  doubts,  which  could  only  be  cleared 
up  by  subsequent  explanations.     In  the 
case  of  such  matters  being  discussed  with 
re^nsible  Ministers,  the  assurances  given 
were  deliberately  considered,  on  account 
of  their  responsibility,  records  were  kept, 
explanations  might    be  demanded,   and 
misunderstandings  were  thereby  avoided. 
But  when  the  discussion  was  held  with  the 
Sovereign,    and   that,  perhaps,    showed 
the  general  inconvenience  of  such  con- 
versations between  Sovereigns  and   Fo- 
reign Ministers,  it  was  impossible  that  any 
Minister  could  be  held  responsible.  These 
were  his  reasons  for  doubting  the  propriety 
of  producing  the  third  paper,  and  he  trusted 
they  would  induce  the  noble  Earl  to  con- 
sent to  withdraw  that  part  of  his  Motion. 
There  was  another  document  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  expressed  a  wish  to  have, 
but  which,  he  thought,  should  not  be  pro- 
duced.    It  was,  perhaps,  not  of  much  im- 
portancein  itself,  but  much  more  importance 
might  be  attached  to  it  than  it  deserved  if 
made  public.     In  that  view  bethought  it 
not  pooper  to  produce  the  paper,  as    it 
might  prove  injurious  to  the  settlements  of 
pending  negotiations.    Having  now  stated 
the  course  he  meant  to  pursue  with  regard 
to  the  Motion,  he  would  only  add,  that  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  go  into  any  dis- 
dussion  upon  the  subject  whatever.     He 
admitted  its  great  importance,  but  should 
express  no  opinion   whatever  upon   the 
documents,  leaving  them  to  the  House  for 
its  consideration  and  judgment.     With 
regard  to  the    general   subject    of  the 
position  of  the  Turkish  empire,  he  could 
assure  the  noble  Earl,  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  as  sensibly  alive  as  he 
could  be  to  all  the  interests,  British  and 
European,  which  that  question  involved ; 
and  tnat  they  would  endeavour  to  do  their 
duty  to  the  best  of  their  power  in  pre- 
senrtng  those  interests  from  injury.     He 
certainly  regretted,  that  the  noble  Earl 
considered  it  a  part  of  his  duty  to  make 
some    severe   animadversions    upon    the 
general  policy  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment*   Bttty  at  presenti  he  should  only 


declare,  that  he  and  his  colleagues  in  the 
course  they  had  pursued,  and  should  con- 
tinue to  pursue,  were  influenced  by  a 
sincere  desire  to  maintain  the  general 
peace  of  the  world,  and  a  sincere  desire 
to  uphold  the  honour  and  the  interests  of 
the  country.  To  that  course  he  should 
adhere,  and  when  the  proper  time  arrived 
he  should  be  prepared  to  explain'  the 
principles,  and  to  support  and  vindicate 
the  measures  which  the  Government  had 
adopted. 

The  Earl  o?  Aberdeen  said,  he  was  not 
disposed  to  press  for  the  production  of  the 
two  documents  to  which  the  noble  Earl  ob- 
jected. With  respect  to  the  first,  the  verbal 
communication  of  the  king  of  the  French 
with  the  English  Ambassador,  he  thought 
the  reasons  assigned  for  the  non-production 
of  this  document  by  the  noble  Earl  were 
sufficiently  satisfactory.     As  regarded  the 
second  paper,  it  did  not  appear  to  him 
that  the  reasons  against  producing  it  were 
equally  satisfactory.     The  only  object  he 
proposed  to  himself  in  moving  for  these 
papers  was,  to  show  that  the  present  go- 
vernment of  France  considered  itself'  in 
the  same  situation,  and   bound  by   the 
same  engagements,  as  the  late  govern- 
ment of  that  country.     That  such'  was 
considered  to   be  the  state  of  thingfs  at 
the  time  was  clear  from  the  speech  of  his 
present  Majesty  on  opening  the  Parlia- 
ment.    His   Majesty,  in  his  speech,  de- 
clared, that  he  had  received  the  most 
authentic  declarations  that  the  king  of 
the  French  would  recognize  all  the  en- 
gagements of  the  preceding  French  go- 
vernment.   It  was  on  this  ground  that  his 
Majesty,   the  king  of  the  French,  was 
instantly  recognized.     His  own   hostility 
to  the   noble  Earl  and  his  Government 
was  at  times  represented  as  passing  the 
bounds  of  moderation.      He  might  oc- 
casionally   have    been     led    into     some 
warmth    of   language  upon  subjects   in 
which   he    considered    the    honour    and 
interests  of  the  country  to  be  deeply  in- 
volved, but  not  greater  than  the  occasion 
justified.     From    the    first    day  of    the 
Session  up  to  the  present  time  he  had 
not  said  one  word  on  the  foreign  policy 
of  the  country,  or  on  any  one  of  those 
subjects  which  it  was  natural  to  suppose 
must  have  occupied  his  attention  day  and 
night.     After  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Earl  he  could  not  for  a  moment 
doubt,  that  the  relations  of  this  country 
with  foreign  governments  were  such  as  he 
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represented  them.  He  trusted  that,  at  no 
distant  period,  an  opportunity  would  be 
afforded  to  their  Lordships  of  entering 
fully  into  this  most  important  subject 

Motion  agreed  to,  except  the  last  para- 
graphi  which  was  withdrawn. 


'    HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 

Friday,  May  3,   1833. 

MiHUTKB.]  Pl^)en ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Lord  HowicK, 
an  Account  of  all  Offices  Abolished  in  the  Colonies,  or  ot 
which  the  Eraolunienti  have  be«i  reduced  between  No> 
vember  82nd,  1830,  and  April  5rd,  1835«  and  of  otter 
means  takoi  to  reduce  the  Expenditure  incurred  by  the 
■aid  Colonies. 

BUIs,    Read  a  flnt  time :-- Jutiee  (Ireland)  t  Privy  CottnoU. 

Fetilions  presented.  By  Bilr.  Hod«B8,  ftroro  Gondhurst*  for 
the  Repeal  or  Amendment  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act— -By 
Ylaoount  CABTLanxAOH,  Sir  AKoaxve  AflNiw,  Oenend 
O'Njbai.,  Colonel  Oonn  Lamotqm,  11^  Handuy, 
Lord  MAMoaTiLLX,  Sir  William  Ooirk,  Lord  RoBaar 
MANNsaa,  Sir  S.  R.  Olyiyks,  and  Mr.  Bvivo,  Mr.  G. 
BiifCLAiK,  Mr.  JoMw  Smith,  Mr.  Oaori,  Mr.  GiLtiO«, 
Mr.  M'LsoD,  Mr.  HAwaSk  and  Mr.  Rosbuck,  fit»n  a 
Number  of  PlaeGs,~for  the  Better  Observance  of  the 
Sabbath.— By  General  O'Nkil,  Sir  Gborob  SrAtmroft, 
Sir  CsABLBa  CooTK,  Sir  William  GoigB.  Sir  J.  Hak* 
mbr,  Lord  RoBXBT  Manwbiis,  and  by  Mr.  Hawbb,  Mr. 
Fasakbrlby,  Mr.  J.  P.  CBicHBmca,  Mr.  Atrbrlet, 
Mr.  JoBtN  Smith,  Mr.  M'Lxod,  Mr.  Byho,  Mr.  Hiu^ 
Mr.  W.  ETAMa,  Mr.  F.  North,  Mr.  Slahbt,  Mr.  Gillob, 
Mr.  Kbmtbb  Tymtb,  Mr.  Grbbnb,  Mr.  C.  Rubsbll, 
Mr.  Poultbr,  and  by  Lord  Cavkvomh,  ftrom  a  great 
many  Places, — ftnr  the  Abolition  of  Slavery.— By  Mr. 
GiLLON,  from  Lanark,  and  other  PUuses,  for  Inquiry  into 
the  prevailing  Distress :  also  from  the  Hand-loom  Weavers 
of  Alrdrie,  and  Falkirk,  and  by  Mr.  Bollibo,  from  those 
of  BdtoD,  for  Inquiry  and  Relief. — ^By  Mr.  Oillon, 
Ihun  the  Political  Union  of  Kilmarnock  i  and  by  Mr. 
Hill,  from  Kingston-upon-Hull,— for  a  Repeal  of  the 
Septennial  Act->By  Mr.  Oillob,  tram  Glugom,  Hamil- 
ton, and  other  Places,  fof  severing  the  Connexion  .between 
Church  and  State.— By  Mr.  Oillon,  from  Kirkintilloch; 
by  Mr.  Slvclair,  ttcm  Dyee,  and  other  Places;  and  by 
Mr.  M'Lxoo,  fkom  Kincardine  and  DdUar,— for  alteiteg 
the  ptcsent  System  of  Church  Patzon^  in  Scotland. — 
By  Mr.  Robbuck,  trotn  Bristol;  and  by  Mr.  Clay,  from 
St.  Mary,  Whitechapel,— for  Amending  tlie  Law  relating 
to  Imprisonment  for  Debt;— By  General  Palmbb,  Mr. 
KbmysbTyntx,  Lord  John  Russbliw  and  Mr.  Harland, 
fhnn  several  Places,— against  the  Assessed  Taxes.— By 
Colonel  GorbLaboton,  Mr.  Bybo,  Mr.  KbmTssTtbtb, 
Mr.  BarcoiniT,  Sir  W.  Gdibb,  and  Mr.  Clat«  tHm 
seversl  PlaoeB,--iDr  the  Repeal  or  Amendment  of  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act.— By  Mr.  Clay,  from  the  Inn  and 
Tavern  Keepers  of  the  Metropofls,  ftir  Amendfaig  the  LBws 
for  graatim  Muric  Licenses. — ^By  Mr.  M'Lbod,  from 
Kincardine,  for  Permission  to  Import  Foreign  Sugar  to  be 
Refined  for  Exportation.— By  Mr.  Hill,  ttom  Hull,  for 
Yote  by  BaOot;  and  ftom  the  Ouvdian  Society,  Hull,  for 
the  Rspcal  of  tke  Duty  on  Stamped  Receipts.— By  Sir  S. 
R.  Gltbnx,  from  Flint,  for  Poor  Laws  to  Ireland. — ^By 
Mr.  HAWxa,  from  the  Licensed  Victuallers  of  Surrey,  for 
Exemptions  frtnn  Taxes  nofw  daaged  on  their  Premises. 
»<By  Mr.  Athbblby,  from  Southampton;  and  Mr. 
Byno,  flrom  Hanwell,— in  favour  of  the  Factories  Regu- 
lation BUL— By  an  Ho^.  Mbmbbr,  fhxn  Penance,  for 
Removiqg  tte  CIvU  DiaahiUtias  of  the  Jcwi. 

.  CORPORATIOK    OF    LEICESTER.]      Mr. 

Halford  held  in  hU  hand  a  Petition  from 
the  Mayor,  BailiiTs,  and  Burgesses  of 
the  Borough  of  Leicester  signed  by  the 


Mayor  on  behalf  of  thai  body,  and  miM 
with  their  common  seal.  This  petition 
was  occasioned  by  one  which  bad  bMs 
presented  a  few  days  back  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Leicester  (Mr*  Evans), oonlsia- 
ing  some  reflections  injurtons  to  the  public 
character  and  integrity  of  that  body*  The 
petitioners  stated,  that  they  had  becone 
acquainted  with  the  real  oontents  of  the 
petition  from  seeing  it  advertised  in  Ih 
LeicBBter  Chronicle  newspaper,  and  alio 
distributed  and  posted  in  hand*bills  aboot 
the  town,  but  that  it  contained  acandaloui 
misrepresentations,  and  imputed  miscon* 
duct  to  the  Corporation,  both  as  to  tbt 
administration  of  justice  and  the  disiribn- 
tion  of  charitable  funds  as  trustees  for 
various  charitable  purposes;  that  tbe} 
felt  themselves  so  aggrieved  by  those  false 
and  scandalous  misrepresentatioas,  and 
that  they  should  be  so  exposed  to  public 
odium  and  disgrace^  that  they  felt  re- 
solved to  ado|2  the  only  means  they 
had  —  namely,  that  of  moving  in  bis 
Majesty's  Court  of  King's  Bench  ibr  a 
criminal  information  against  the  parUts 
concerned  in  the  said  scandalous  libel; 
and  that  as  a  necessary  qualificatioB  for 
moving  for  such,  they  were  obliged  to 
deny  on  oath  all  and  every  charge  of 
mismanagement  and  corruption  whiob  (be 
said  petition  imputed  to  them«  and  in 
compliance  with  such  rules,  affidavits  from 
the  Bar  had  been  filed,  iu  which  each  sad 
every  charge  contained  in  the  said  petition 
was  denied.  He  begged  leave  to  more, 
that  the  petition  be  referred  to  the  Cor- 
poration Committee. 

Mr.  William  Evans,  in  reference  to  the 
petition  which  he  had  the  honour  to  pre- 
sent, and  which  was  now  aaid  to  contain 
gross  and  scandalous  libels,  aaid,  it  was 
signed  by  .5,800  individuala*  includiofc  s 
great  portion  of  the  most  respectable 
inhabitants  of  the  town  of  Leiceater,  wbo^ 
he  believed,  were  utterly  incapable  of 
getting  up  such  a  petition,  unless  tbejf 
knew  that  there  were  abuses  in  the  Cor* 
poration,  and  that  they  felt  the  grievances 
of  which  they  complained.  A  part  of  the 
allegations  in  the  petition  he  knew  to  be 
true,  and  his  opinion  was,  that,  aubstaoti* 
ally,  they  were  all  true.  The  boiu  Mem* 
her  (Mr.  Halford)  could  not  deny  that 
the  Corporation  made  2,000  freesaea  si 
nearly  one  time ;  and,  he  would  ask,  wtf 
not  that  an  abuse  t  Was  that  a  false  sod 
gross  libel  ?  It  was  true  that  all  of  those 
2,000  did  not  take  up  their  freedoOi  bet 
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many  of  tbein  did.  He  believed,  that  the 
inhabitants  of  Leiceater  had  very  great 
^use  of  complaint,  on  acoount  of  various 
instances  of  misconduct  in  the  Corpora- 
tion, and  that  nothing  would  gratify  the 
inhabitants  more  than  a  full,  fair,  and 
complete  investigation  into  the  conduct  of 
that  body. 

Mr.  lioebuek  said,  that  the  present 
petitioners  expressed  an  anxious  wish,  as 
a  means  of  refuting  the  allesations  of  the 
former  petition,  thai  a  full  and  strict 
investigation  might  be  made  into  their 
proceedings,  and  yet  they  were  about  to 
proceed  by  criminal  information.  Why, 
if  they  wished  for  an  impartial  inquiry, 
did  they  not  proceed  so  as  to  allow  the 
parties  an  opportunity,  if  they  could,  of 
justifying  themselves  f  Great  stress  was 
laid  on  the  affidavits  of  the  Corporation 
functionaries ;  the^  might  consider,  from 
long  habit,  that  their  conduct  was  correct ; 
but  so  lonff  as  they  proceeded  in  the  way 
cEey  had  cfone^  h^  snould  look  with  great 
auspieibn  not  otily  on  their  statements, 
but  upon  their  affidavits. 

Mr.  ttaybrdf  in  explanation,  said,  that 
they  were  only  anxious  to  vindicate  them- 
selves, and»  he  betiei^ed,  the  only  cause  of 
complaint  that  existed  against  them  was, 
that'  they  were  staunch  friends  to  the 
Constitution  in  Church  and  State. 

"f  he  Petition  to  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
tnictee  on  Corporations* 

Church  £!sTABLISHME1IT(tR£LAND).] 

Mr.  Gitlon  presented  several  Petitions, 
all  of  them  very  numerously  signed,  from 
most  respectable  bodies  of  persons  in 
Scotland,  for  the  general  abolition  of 
the  Church  Establishment  of  Ireland. 
They  were  from  the  Members  of  the 
Political  Union  of  the  Borough  of  Kil- 
marnock ;  from  the  inhabitants  of  Hamil- 
ton ;  from  the  Chairman  and  Members 
of  the  Glasgow  Political  Union ;  from  the 
Inhabttants  of  Carfon,  signed  by  1,200 
persons;  and  from  the  Inhabitants  of  the 
City  of  Glasgow,  signed  by  16»000  of  the 
Inhabitants  of  that  place.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber stated,  they  had  all  the  same  object, 
though  their  phraseology  was  different, 
and  they  considered  that  the  alliance 
between  the  Church  and  State  was  un- 
seripturalt  and  injurious  to  the  Church, 
and  prayed  the  House  to  take  some 
meaoa^  as  speedily  as  possible,  to  re- 
dress the  evils  complained  of.  lu  his 
opinioni  the  Coercive  Bill  they  bad  lately  | 


passed  was  a  Bill  to  keep  up  that  Estab- 
lishment. It  was  passed  to  keep  up 
that  Establishment  in  defiance  of  public 
opinion.  The  prayer  of  the  petition  he 
considered  most  reasonable.  The  principle 
of  it  was,  that  all  Christians  should  be 
allowed  to  worship  God  as  they  pleased, 
and  that  they  snould  not  have  their 
feelings  affronted  by  being  compelled  to 
support  the  doctrines  which  other  men 
embraced,  and  of  which  they  disapproved. 
The  petitioners  were  strengthened  in  their 
support  of  this  sacred  principle  by  re- 
membering that  the  blood  of  their 
martyred  fathers  had  been  shed  in  that 
same  cause.  He  was  satisfied,  that  no 
means  would  ever  be  devised  to  tranquillize 
Ireland  till  the  Church  Establishment 
there  was  completely  extinguished.  Great 
complaints  hao  of  late  been  made  of  the 
distress  of  the  people,  and  he  had  willingly 
lent  his  aid  to  reduce  taxation.  He  would 
on  all  occasions  do  that ;  but  he  would 
never  give  his  vote  for  the  substitution 
of  any  other  tax  for  those  be  might  vote 
to  abolish,  till  the  whole  property  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  had  been  appropriated 
to  the  uses  of  the  State.  The  petitioners 
considered  that  property  to  belong  to  the 
State ;  so  did  he  }  and  he  would  never 
vote  for  the  imposition  of  any  new  tax,  till 
the  whole  of  it  was  appropriated  to  relieve 
the  public  burthens. 

Mr.  Sinclair  trusted,  that  the  last 
petition  which  had  been  presented  would 
hot  be  considered  as  speaking  the  sense 
of  alt  the  inhabitants  from  whence  that 
petition  came.  The  people  of  Scotland 
were  sensible  that  they  had  derived  many 
blessings  from  their  own  Establishment, 
They  were  also  sensible,  that  the  Estab- 
lished Church  had  rendered  many  im- 
portant servkes  to  the  general  cause  of 
Christianity ;  and  though  they  desired  all 
reasonable  reforms,  the  abolition  contem- 
plated by  these  petitions  they  would  con- 
sider the  downfall  of  the  establishment  of 
the  country,  which  would  be  one  of  the 
greatest  misfortunes  that  could  befall  the 
United  Kingdom. 

Petition  laid  Upon  the  Table. 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland).]  Mr.  William 
Roche:  Sir,  having  recently  received 
from  a  most  respectable  portion  of  my 
constituents,  in  the  city  of  Limerick,  the 
Petition  which  I  hold  in  my  hands  relating 
to  the  interesting  and  important  subject  of 
last  night's  debate,  namely,  the  expediencjf 
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of  devising  a  system  of  Poor-laws   for 
Ireland  suitable  to  the  necessities  and  cir- 
cumstances of  that  country;  I  had  intended 
presenting  it  that  evening,  and  adverting  to 
the  subject  matter  of  it;  but  from  the 
anxiety  of  the  House  to  close  the  debate 
after  the  very  satisfactory  proposition  of 
the  noble  Lord,   the   Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  I  could  not  obtain  an  oppor- 
tunity.    My  feelings  incline  me,  as  far  as 
'  may  be  practicable,  to  advocate  that  sys- 
tem of  protection  for  the  poor  which  would 
comprehend  employment  for  those  anxious 
and  able  to  earn  their  bread,  when,  not- 
withstanding their  best  individual  exer- 
tions, they  are  unable  to  obtain  employment, 
or  in  other  words,  when  want  of  employ- 
ment is  no  fault  of  their  own ;   because 
I  think,  Sir,  that  without  some  plan  or 
provision  to  this  effect,  we  do  imperfectly, 
and  hut  by  halves,  approach  the  justice, 
policy,  or  humanity  of  the  case.    Sir,  that 
a   rtan   who   has    not   property    already 
acquired  should,  so  long  as  he  is  able, 
earn  his  own  bread,  is  a  maxim  equally  re- 
quired and  supported  by  religious  morals, 
and  political  principles,  but  to  enable  him 
to  do  so,  when  he  is  well-disposed,  is 
I  think,  equally  an  obligation  on  the  other 
classes  of  society.     The  poor  man.   Sir, 
who  is  anxious  to  support  himself  and 
family  honestly  and   independently,  but 
who,   in  despite  of  his  best  unaided  ex- 
ertions, cannot  accomplish  it  from  want  of 
employment,  is  not  very  far  from  being, 
even  in  the  eye  of  humanity  alone,  an 
equal  object   of  public    protection  and 
sympathy  with  those  physically  incapa- 
citated;   and  were   we   to  be  actuated 
solely  by  the    maxims   of  civil   policy, 
perhaps  more  so ;  because  such  a  man,  if 
neglected,  is  susceptible  of  the  worst  im- 
pressions towards  society  by  the  discontent 
his  situation   is  so   likely   to  generate, 
disposing  him,  probably,    to  obtain  by 
force  or  fraud  what  is  refused  to    his 
honest  endeavours.     Or  if,  on  the  other 
handy  he  should  bear  up  peacefully  and 
patiently  against  his  distress,  destitution 
and  disease  will,  ere  long,  place  him  and 
his  family  in  the  indisputable  list  of  the 
impotent.     Sir,  I  make  these  observations 
only  to  show, that  though,  imdoubtedly, 
the  subject  is  difficult  of  arrangement,  it  is 
nevertheless  entitled  to  our  best  consider- 
ation; for,  as  was  properly  observed  during 
the  debate,  it  is  not  because  abuses  may 
have    crept  into  the  Poor-laws  in  this 
country  that  we  should  reject  or  lose 


sight  of  their  preponderating  advantages, 
particularly  as  most  of  those  abases  are 
quite  susceptible  of  being  remedied.    In 
Ireland,  Sir,  I  often  had  occasion  to  see 
and  commiserate  the  poor  labourer  leaving 
his  humble  dwelling  morning  after  rooming 
with  his  spade,    shovel,   or  some  such 
instrument  of  labour  in  his  hand  in  seatch 
of  a  day's  work,  but  returning  evening 
after  evening  disappointed,  disconsolate 
also  from  his  inability  to  purchase  even 
one  meal  for  his  family— then,  pawning 
article  after  article  of  bis  scanty  fumttnre, 
till,  when  no  more  remained,  he  was  com- 
pelled to  beg,  his  misery,  even  then,  often 
mocked  by  being  told  he  was  but  aa 
idle  lazy  fellow  who  could  get  work  if  he 
wished.   Sir,  such  a  distressing  case— and 
such  cases  abound  in  Ireland — sorely  de- 
mands, both  from  humanity  and  poKcy, 
some  attention  and  redress.     But,  Sir,  as 
the  remedy,  however  desirable,  involves 
so  many  serious  considerations  and  con- 
sequences, it  is  no  doubt  proper  to  proceed 
with  circumspection,  and  the  noble  Lord's 
proposition   appears    therefore  advisable. 
Provision  for  the  poor  would  have  the 
advantage,   too,   Sir,  of  compelling  the 
absentee  to  repair  some  part,   at  least, 
of  the  evils  his  apathy  and  neglect  create; 
and  the  enormous  property  of  the  Churcb 
Establishment  in  Ireland  could  well  spare 
to  contribute  effectually  to  this  end.   But, 
Sir,  to  return  to  the  petition  ;  I  have  said 
it  came  from  a  most  respectable  portion  of 
my  constituents.  It  is,  in  fact,  exclusively 
signed  by  the  wealthier  classes,  which 
circumstances,  as  they  are  to  be  the  payers, 
not  the  receivers,  gives  it  greater  authority, 
for  when  people  recommend  an  impost  on 
themselves,  its  urgency  must  indeed  be 
very  manifest.    That   circumstance  also 
renders  it  highly  creditable  to  their  feelings 
and  character.   The  prayer  of  the  petition 
only  extends  to  provision  for  the  aged 
and  infirm,  unwilling,  at  least  as  a  com- 
mencement, to  proceed  further.   It,  there- 
fore. Sir,  is  I  think,  free  from  any  possible 
objection,  as  no  one  disputes  the  necessity 
of  a  provision  for  the  poor  to  that  exteot. 
With  regard  to  myself.   Sir,  I  have  no 
partiality  for  Poor-laws  to  a  greater  extent, 
provided  employment  can  be  obtained  in 
any  other  more  eligible  way,  whether  by 
allocations  of  land  or  otherwise;  but  ' 
fear  that,  until  society  be  roused  by  tbe 
argumentHm  ad   Crumenam  it  will  no^ 
take  up  the  matter  with  the  atteotioO) 
promplitiidei  and  efficiency  it  desertes* 
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I  BOW,  Sk,  beg  leave  to  lay  the  Petkkm 
m  the  Table. 

Stamp  Dittiks — Ukequal  Tax- 
ATioir.]  Loitl  Althorp  niofed  the  Order 
of  tbe  Day  lor  the  House  to  reaolre  itadf 
into  a  Cdamitlee  of  Supply. 

Upon  the  Order  of  the  Day  being  read 
on  the  question  that  the  Speaker  leave  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  Cohhett  rose  to  make  a  complaint, 
OB  the  part  of  the  labonriag  and  working 
clasaes  of  England  and  Ireland,  and  Scot- 
land too,  of  great  partiality  in  Taxation. 
He  <romplained,  npon  their  part,  that 
heavy  Stamp-dnties  and  Anction-dnties 
were  laid  npon  them,  while  the  rich  part 
of  his  Majesty's  subjects  escaped  the  far 
greater  of  those  duties.  Tins  was  what 
he  had  to  show  to  the  House ;  bat  before 
be  pfoceeded  widi  his  statement,  he  must 
make  <Hie  or  two  observations  npon  cer- 
tain reproaches  that  had  been  cast  upon 
him  at  different  times  for  having  an  inten- 
tion, and  being  desirous  to  set  the  poor 
against  the  rich.  Why,  if  a  Member  of 
Parliament  must  not  complain  that  the 
poor  were  iil-trealed  by  the  rich — if  he 
most  never  put  forward  the  claims  of  the 
poor,  in  opposition  to  those  of  the  rich, 
wKhout  incurring  this  charge — ^then  that 
House  must  consist  of  the  Representatives 
of  the  rich,  and  not  of  the  Representathres 
of  the  poor.  However,  disregarding  that 
impntation — disregarding  the  imputation 
of  making  statements  as  the  hon.  member 
for  Hull  had  accused  him  of  doing — 
(his  learning  and  good  manners  had  pre- 
vented him  from  doing  so  in  English),  for 
the  purpose  of  misleading  the  vulgar,  he 
would  proceed  with  his  statement,  and  he, 
in  general,  complained,  that  of  eight 
minions  of  taxation,  raised  upon  the 
people  of  this  kingdom,  including  the 
cost  of  the  collection,  a  very  small  portion 
indeed  was  paid  by  those  who  were  best 
able  to  pay,  and  he  was  afraid  it  would 
appear  (though  he  was  by  no  means 
anxiovs  that  it  should),  that  this  had  been 
done  by  premeditation  and  design,  and 
that  it  coidd  not  have  been  done  other- 
wise. As  he  had  done  on  a  former  occa- 
sioii  when  he  brought  forward  this  matter, 
he  should  submit  what  he  had  to  offer 
to  the  House  in  the  shape  of  Resolutions, 
which  Resolutions,  in  divers  successive 
propositions,  would  contain  a  statement 
of  facts  drawn  from  the  Acts  of  Parlia- 


loose  coojectnre.  What  he  had  to  state 
was  quite  undeniable — ^it  was  not  to  be 
refeired  to  tbe  errors  of  aaaessocB,  com- 
missioners, and  so  Corth,  as  the  hon. 
Gentlemm  had  6xm&  the  other  night, 
coanting  up  windows  and  doofs.  Unless 
it  could  be  proved  that  the  Acts  of  Par- 
liament did  not  exist,  he  could  not  be 
answoed.  The  first  Resolution  was 
rather  a  prelude  to  tbe  rest— it  was  a  pre- 
amUe,  a>Qtaining  a  statement  which  he 
thought  would  not  be  questioned.  It  was 
this : — 

*' Resolved — ^Tl&at  an  impost,  which, 
according  to  the  letter  of  the  law  imposing 
it,  is  made  to  press  with  greater  weight  on 
one  man,  or  on  one  class  of  men,  tbian  on 
other  men,  or  on  another  class  of  men,  is, 
properly  speaking,  not  a  tax,  but  a  confis- 
cation, and  the  law  imposing  it  is,  if  pro- 
perty defined,  a  penal  law,  such  as  were 
the  laws  imposing  double  taxes  on  the 
Catholics  of  England,  and  on  the  Qua- 
kers of  the  United  States  of  America; 
and  that  when  one  part  of  the  commonity 
is  compelled  to  pay  a  tax,  from  which 
another  part  of  the  same  community  is 
wholly  exempted,  there  is  a  clear  and 
undeniable  confiscation ;  and  that,  if 
such  confiscation  be  inflicted  without 
crime  committal  by,  and  proved  npon, 
the  party  on  whom  it  is  inflicted,  such 
confiscation  is  an  act  of  tyranny." 

**  This  was  a  Resolution  to  which  the 
Committee  could  not  object.  If  the  noble 
Lord  said,  that  the  taxation  was  not  an 
imposition  on  one  class  from  which 
another  was  exempt,  then  let  him  not 
complain  of  a  graduated  Property-tax, 
of  which  it  had  been  so  much  the  fashion 
to  talk.  Dr.  Johnson  had  written  a 
celebrated  pamphlet  called  ^*  Taxation  no 
Tyranny ;  "  and  it  was  no  tyranny  if  fairly 
imposed.  Speaking  of  di&rent  districts, 
he  had  taken  very  good  care  to  say,  *'  if 
each  part  of  the  kingdom  pays  only  in 
due  proportion.*'  Tbe  tax  of  which  he 
was  s|)eaking,  was  no  tyranny  if  the 
nobility  and  gentry  paid  in  due  propor- 
tion to  those  in  the  middle  ranks  of  life ; 
but  if  he  showed,  that  those  in  the  middle 
and  lower  ranks  of  life  paid  ten,  forty,  a 
hundred,  a  thousand  fold  more  than  the 
rich,  was  not  that  taxation  a  tyranny? 
Would  Dr.  Johnson  have  said  that 
that  taxation  was  not  tyranny?  Tlie 
noble  Lord,  when  he  first  came  into  office, 
had  proposed  a  tax  upon  the  funds,  and 
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him  out  of  thtt  he  (Mr,  Cobbett)  did  not 
know ;  but  that  would  not  have  been  the 
taxation  of  which  he  was  speaking.  The 
noble  Lord  was  certainly  frightened  out  of 
that  taxation,  for  property  in  the  funds 
Was  not  mere  personal  property— it  was 
something  more  — it  was  assured  by  law— 
— it  was  a  solemn  interest  a  fixed  thing  as 
much  as  freehold.  But  the  taxes  of 
which  he  spoke  were  of  a  different  nature. 
He  now  came  to  another  branch  of  his  ar- 
gument— he  meant  the  manner  in  which 
the  rich  and  great  bad  guarded  themselves 
in  the  enactment  of  the  duty  on  stamps, 
and  he  intended  to  propose  the  following 
resolution: — 

**  By  the  Acts  of  Parliament  passed  on 
the  1 1th  of  July,  1815,  being  chapter 
184  of  the  fifty-fifth  of  George  3rd.  and 
by  the  Act  passed  on  the  5th  of  August, 
1822,  being  chapter  117  of  the  third  of 
George  4th  imposing  certain  duties  on 
stamps,  amounting  annually,  in  the  aggre- 
gate, to  upwards  of  seven  millions  a-year, 
the  utmost  care  has  been  taken  to  exempt 
the  nobility  and  g^eat  landed  proprietors 
from  bearing  any  but  a  very  small  share 
of  the  burthen  ;  and  further  to  make  the 
tax  heavier  and  heavier,  in  proportion  to 
the  small ness  of  the  amount  oi  property 
on  which  it  is  levied ;  so  that  each  tax 
goes  on,  pressing  heavier  and  heavier, 
from  the  verv  rich  down  to  the  very  poor, 
as  will  clearly  appear  by  a  reference  to 
the  letter  of  the  said  Acts.*' 

These  were  his  words,  as  Well  now  as 
on  former  occasions ;  and  if  these  words 
should  prove  to  be  true,  then  he  trusted 
the  House  would  be  prepared  (notwith- 
sanding  the  vote  of  Tuesday  last)  to  go 
along  with  him  in  making  the  taxes  fall 
equally  on  all  the  people  of  these  realms. 
He  now  came  to  the  legacies,  and  the 
effect  which  the  stamp  duties  had  upon 
them.  This  was  the  Kesolution  he  pro- 
posed on  that  subject : — 

"  By  the  first  of  the  said  Acts,  various 
duties  on  legacies,  and  on  property  com- 
ing by  intestate  succession,  are  imposed 
applicable  to  different  degrees  of  relation- 
ship between  the  legatees  and  the  suc- 
cessors and  the  deceased,  beginning  at 
one  per  cent»  and  going  oa'to  ten  per  cent ; 
but  that  from  these  duties  all  freehold 
property  is  whollv  exempt,  and,  therefore, 
from  the  tax,  which  is,  on  an  average, 
about  three  per  cent,  on  all  other  property 
in  the  kingdom  left  by  will,  or  coming  by 

inteitale  eucGeBsioo,  tba  estates  of  the 


nobility  atid  landed  gentry,  (iiicliMling  the 
advowsons  and  lay -tithes)  are  exenipted, 
while  the  father,  the  mother,  the  child,  of 
thefundholderi  the  tradesman,  the  farmer, 
or  other  person  bequeathing  personal  pro- 
perty^  has  one  per  cent  to  pay  on  the 
amount  of  the  legacy  or  intestate  aoeces- 
sion,  while  a  brother  who  has  had  1»000/. 
left  him  by  a  brother,  has  30i.  to  pay  on 
this  duty,  and  while  a  distant  relation  of 
the  deceased  has,  on  a  legacy  of  the  tame 
amount,  to  pay  100/." 

Now,  unless  it  was  asserted  from  the 
other  side,  and  meant  to  contradict  these 
facts — unless  they  were  prepared  to  say 
that  the  Act  of  Parliament  itself  was 
untrue,  where,  he  would  ask,  was  the 
answer  of  the  noble  Lord,  or  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  near  the  noble  Lordt  to 
be  fonnd  ?  He  could  hardly  believe — ^he 
could  hardly  bring  himself  to  believe,  that 
if  the  legislators  by  whom  these  Acts  were 
passed  knew  the  hundredth,  nay,  the 
thousandth  part  of  the  hardship  and  injorj 
they  would  inflict  on  the  middling  and 
lower  classes,  they  would  have  ventiued  to 
pass  them  into  a  law.  In  fact  there  were 
many  cases  in  which  the  whole  of  a  legacy 
was  absorbed  hy  the  doty,  the  fees  of  the 
lawyer,  and  other  charges;  so  that,  to  the 
person  to  whom  the  legacy  was  bequeathed, 
It  was  of  no  benefit.  One  person  wrote  to 
him  from  the  country,  stating  that  he  had 
been  bequeathed  a  legacy  of  50/.  a-year, 
for  himself,  his  wife,  and  children,  but 
that  he  had  to  pay,  in  the  first  year  132/., 
a  sum  far  exceeding  the  produce  of  two 
years  of  the  legacy.  He  was  obliged  to 
borrow  money  to  meet  this  enormons  de- 
mand ;  and,  in  fact,  if  the  party  had  not, 
there  would  have  been  a  loss  instead  of  a 
gain  upon  the  bequest.  Could  it  ever 
have  been  intended  that  this  should  be  the 
law  of  the  land  ?  Either  those  who  enacted 
these  laws,  knew  what  their  effects 
would  be,  or  they  did  not.  If  they  did 
not  know  what  those  effects  would  be,  it 
was  time  that  they  should  be  diade  ac- 
quainted with  than ;  but  if  ther  did  know 
what  those  effects  would  be,  then  it  was 
time  that  the  people  should  be  made 
acquainted  with  the  fact  that  they  did. 
His  next  Resolution  was  on  the  proliates 
on  wills  and  letters  of  administration.  It 
was  this — 

**That,  in  regard  to  the  probates  of 
wills  and  letters  of  administration,  if  the 
deceased  leave  property  above  the  iwiLuB 
of  20/.,  his  successors  have  U>  pajr  a  ilamp 
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^ty  of  10f»  I  thut  18  to  B9J,  at  the  rate  of 
2L  per  oent  on  the  value  of  the  property ; 
but  that,  if  the  party  dyiDgp  leare  by  will 
u»j  ram  from  30»000;.  to  500,000/.  the 
duty  is  only  IL  lOt.  per  cents  and  that, 
io  this  caae  again^  all  freehold  property  is 
exempted/' 

He  would  ask  the  House  whether  this 
was  not  monstrous?  Was  it  dot^  in  the 
first  nlacei  an  almost  total  exemption  of 
the  woole  of  the  great  estates  of  the  coun- 
try from  the  operation  of  this  tax.  Well, 
they  were  safe  enough ;  they  could  not  be 
touched.  But  then  there  was  generally 
some  personal  property  left^  as  the  large 
estates,  which  oould  not  be  so  easily 
proteeted.  It,  of  course,  must  pay ;  but 
was  it  enacted  that  it  should  pay  in  a  fair 
proportion  with  that  of  the  poor  manf 
Oh|  BO  I  How  would  hon.  Members 
justify  themselves  in  taking  45/«  out  of 
1«000(.  left  to  the  orphan  or  widow  (for 
even  the  poor  widow  was  not  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  this  tax),  while, 
from  the  property  left  by  a  rich  bishop, 
amounting  to  some  300,000/.,  it  took  only 
one«half  that  sum  ?  How  would  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  justify 
this?  It  had  been  stated,  th«|t  a  right  hon« 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel),  who  usually 
sat  near  him  (Mc«  Cobbett),  had  paid  the 
largest  legacy  duty  ever  paid  in  JSngland 
—that  he  had  paid  15,000/.  But  if  that 
duty  were  paid,  as  he  understood  it  was, 
on  1,000,000/.  of  money,  the  duty,  at  the 
rate  paid  by  the  poor  man,  ought  to  have 
amounted  to  30,000/.  And  yet  the  people 
were  called  to  look  upon  this  as  a  noble  and 
generous  act  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  But  should  the  1,000,000/.  or 
the  300|000/.  only  pay  half  the  poor 
man's  proportion?  Let  those  who  ap« 
peered  to  understand  the  subject  so  well, 
snd  who  had  dared  him  to  the  combat, 
tell  him  upon  what  ground  it  was,  that  the 
300,000/.  should  pay  only  half  of  the 
proportmn  paid  by  the  single  1,000/.,  why 
should  the  latter  pay  double  the  proper- 
tk>n  of  the  former?  If  he  possessed 
oae  acre  of  land  and  his  neighbour 
1,000  acres,  and  if  his  neighbour  paid 
1,000  times  as  much  duty  on  that  land  as 
he  did  for  his  one  acre,  the  tax  would  be 
equal;  but  if  the  holder  of  the  1,000 
acres  paid  any  more  than  that  proportion, 
it  would  be  so  far  a  confiscation  of  his 
estate*  These  .were  the  principles  of  tax- 
atk>n  which  he  bad  uniformly  advocated, 
and  whkh  be  held  to  be  just.    He  hoped 


hbn.  Gentlemen  would  attend  to  theordlir 
in  which  he  had  made  his  objections,  and 
answer  them  in  the  same  order*  No 
general  answer  would  satisfy  him^  and  he 
was  sure  it  would  not  satisfy  the  country* 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  had  told  hlhi  on 
a  former  night,  when  he  (Mr.  Gobbett) 
was  a  little  angry f  and  perhaps  his  lan« 
guage  a  little  stronger  than  usual,  **  that 
if  the  nobility  and  great  landed  proprietors 
of  the  country  were  to  be  taxed  in  the 
same  proportion  with  persons  in  more 
humble  classes  of  life,  the  whole  property 
of  the  country  would  pass  away  in  the 
course  of  100  years."  To  be  sure  it  would, 
and  in  far  less  time.  By  a  calculation 
made  by  Baron  Mazeres,  the  most  able 
calculator  of  his  time,  it  appeared  that  in 
16 J  years  the  taxes  would  take  away  all 
the  property  of  the  country.  This  was 
litersily  the  fact  with  many  of  the  middling 
and  some  humble  classes  of  society  t  they 
had  lost  their  property,  and  were  obliged  to 
work  for  their  bread.  The  poor  were  obliged 
to  toil  under  great  privations*  They  lived 
less  happy  lives ;  while  those  immediately 
above  them  were  rendered  less  wealthy  by 
this  unjust,  intolerant,  and  iniquitous  tax. 
But  the  noble  Lord  must  have  mistaken 
him.  He  (Mr.  Cobbett)  never  proposed 
to  take  away  the  landed  estates  of  lords 
or  gentlemen ;  he  should  be  sorry  to  see 
any  tax  introduced  which  would  have  that 
effect.  He  wished  not  to  wrong  any  ofie, 
but  he  might  be  allowed  to  ask  why  the 
rich  landlord  should  not  pay  in  due  pro- 
portk>n  with  the  poor  ?  He  wished,  too, 
the  estates  of  the  middling  classes  should 
not  be  taken  from  them,  by  calling  on 
them  to  pay  an  undue  proportion  of  tax* 
ation.  But  if  the  estates  of  the  middling 
classes  were  to  be  taken  away  why  not 
take  those  of  the  higher  classes  also?  The 
middling  classes,  aye,  and  the  working 
classes  too,  asked  why  this  was  to  be  so, 
while  they  were  obliged  to  give  up  the 
fruits  of  their  labour.  It  had  been  said 
the  other  day  that  if  the  property  of  EarL 
Fitzwilliam  had  been  taxed  in  proportion 
to  more  humble  individuals,  he  would 
have  to  pay  no  less  than  180,000/.  Now 
he  did  not  wish  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
be  called  upon  to  pay  that  sum ;  he  did 
not  wish  that'  the  noble  Lord's  family 
should  be  stripped  of  their  estate,  as  they 
undoubtedly  soon  would  be,  if  called  upon 
to  pay  such  enormous  duties ;  but  he  said 
it  was  too  bad  that  the  fortunes  of  men  of 
rank  should  be  protected,  while  the  mid* 
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diing  classes  were  ruined,  and  that  too  by 
the  very  same  Act  of  Parliament.  He 
next  came  to  the  conveyances  of  estates 
of  all  descriptions,  and  his  Resolution 


**  That  in  the  case  of  conveyances  of  all 
sorts,  the  duty  upon  a  thing  of  51.  or  any 
thing  under  20/.  value  is  1  Os.,  and  the  duty 
upon  a  thing  of  200,000/.  value,  or  any 
sum  above  that,  is  1,000/. ;  so  that,  in  the 
latter  case,  it  may  be  less  than  lOs.  per 
cent  on  the  value  of  the  thing  conveyed  ; 
and,  in  the  former  case,  if  of  51,  value,  it 
is  200s.  per  cent  on  the  value  of  the  thing 
conveyed ;  and  thus,  in  this  case,  the  poor 
man  pays  twenty  times  as  much  tax  as  the 
rich  man  on  precisely  the  same  sort  of 
property,  and  under  the  same  Act  of  Par- 
liament ;  and  that,  as  the  Act  will  show, 
the  weight  of  the  duty  goes  on  increasing 
from  10s.  per  cent  to  200s,  per  cent, 
exactly  in  the  proportion  that  the  value  of 
the  property  becomes  smaller  and  smaller 
in  amount." 

His  next  Resolution  related  to  leases, 
and  this  would  exhibit  another  instance 
of  the  injustice  that  was  done  by  these 
Acts  to  the  labouring  classes,  viz. : — 

"  That  in  the  case  of  leases  of  lands, 
tenements,  &c.,  where  the  yearly  rent  is 
5/.,  the  Stamp-duty  is  1/.,  or  twenty  per 
cent;  but  when  the  yearly  rent  is  1,000/., 
or  any  sum  above  that,  the  Stamp-duty  is 
10/.,  or  one  per  cent ;  and  that  the  tax 
goes  on,  from  400/.  a-year  rental  to  51. 
a-year  rental,  getting  heavier  and  heavier, 
but  increasing  in  the  small  rentals  in  a 
most  disproportionate  manner.'' 

Now,  the  noble  Lord  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  had  stated,  when  he 
brought  forward  this  subject  on  a  former 
occasion,  that  the  poor  man  did  not  suffer 
under  these  duties.  Before  he  went  fur- 
ther he  would  read  to  the  House  a  letter 
from  a  poor  man  in  Cornwall,  which  would 
show,  that  the  contrary  was  the  case.  The 
writer  of  that  letter  referred  to  three 
Members  of  Parliament,  whom  as  he,  (the 
writer)  said,  he  was  sure  would  assist  him 
(Mr.  Cobbett)  in  his  endeavours  to  remove 
the  pressure  of  those  taxes.  Would  those 
hon.  Members  afford  him  their  assistance? 
He  sincerely  hoped  they  might  be  found 
ready  to  do  so.  TTie  hon.  Member  proceed- 
ed to  read  the  letter,  in  which  the  writer 
stated,  that  having  seen  his(Mr.Cobbett'0 
observations  on  the  inequality  of  the 
Stamp»daty,  he  wished  to  point  out  the 
maoner  in  which  it  pressed  upon  him  and 


many  others  in  his  neighbourhood.     In 
that  part  of  the  country  (Cornwall)  where 
he  resided,  it  was  customary  for  persons  in 
humble  life  to  rent  from  one  to  three  and 
sometimes  up  to  five  acres  upon  a  lease  of 
ninety-nine  years,  or  three  lives.    In  this 
manner  waste  lands  were  often  enclosed, 
the  landlord  receiving  2t.  6d.  per  acre ; 
but  the  above  lease  was  renewable  upon 
the  falling  in  of  any  life  upon  the  payment 
of  a  small  fine.     But  upon  such  renewal 
of  the  lease  the  stamp  upon  it  and  its 
counterpart  cost  3/.  5s.,  however  small 
the  fine.    The  writer  went  on  to  say  that 
he  had  been  obliged  to  renew  his  lease  the 
other  day,  and  on  complaining  to  the 
attorney  of  the  hardship  of  the  Stamps 
duty,  that  gentleman  informed  him  that 
he  considered  tliat  Stamp-duty  was  newer 
intended  by  the  Legislature  to  apply  to 
the  poor  and    industrious    classes.    **l 
hope  not,"    said   Mr.  Cobbett  <*  I  sin* 
cerely  hope  too— nay,  i  am  sure,  that 
after  this  statement,    I  shall  have  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer)  on  my  side  of  the  question.   The 
writer  proceeded  to  state,  that   perhaps 
more  than  one  hundred  leases  of  this  kind 
were  renewed  every  year,   the  fines  of 
which  were  frequently  lor  small   sums, 
sometimes  so  low  as  10/.  or  to  5/.**    He 
(Mr.  Cobbett)  felt  assured  that  the  Act 
was  never  intended  to  apply  to  persona  of 
this  description,  and  now  that  they  had 
the  subject  before  them,  he  trusted  they 
would  put  it  to  rights.   The  letter  further 
stated,  that  there  was  Mr.  Peter,  now  in  the 
House,  who  let  lands  in  this  way,  and  he 
was  sure  that   Gentleman,   and   several 
others  would  assist  him  (Mr.  Cobbett)  on 
this  occasion  however  they  might  differ 
from  him  on  other  points.    These  odioos 
taxes  produced  a  great  deal  of  sorrow  and 
misery  amongst  the  middling  classes,  so 
much  so,  that  next  to  the  loss  of  a  father 
or  mother,  their  greatest  grief  was  being 
obliged  to  deal  with  these  Stamp  Offices, 
and  he  doubted  which  was  found  to  tie 
the  greater  cause  of  sorrow.    All  property 
was  taxed ;  book-debts  and  mortgages, 
although  one  halfpenny  of  either  might 
never  be  collected,  were  not  exempted 
from  the  legacy  duty ;  but  there  could  be 
no  hope  of  ever  recovering  back  again  a 
single  farthing  paid  for  Stamp-duties,  a 
kid  might  as  well  expect  to  escape  from 
the  lion's  den.     He  wished  he  could  say 
he  fully  believed  that  these  taxes  were  not 
intended  to  operate  in  thif  manner.    He 
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wished  his  right  hon.  combatant  (Mr. 
Sprixig  Rice)  opposite,  would  give  him 
proof  that  such  was  the  fact.  If  it  were 
so  intended,  there  was  no  word  in  the 
English  language,  copious  as  it  was,  which 
would  sufficiently  describe  the  baseness 
of  the  framers  of  that  Act  of  Parliament 
The  3rd  Act  of  George  the  4th  pro- 
vided for  mortgages.  Hon.  Members 
would  bear  in  mind  that  in  1822 
there  was  a  great  transfer  of  mortgages. 
The  Bank  of  England  generously  took  the 
estates  of  the  landed  interest  to  nurse  at 
that  period.  That  was  to  say,  that,  having 
got  all  the  money  out  of  their  pockets, 
they  took  estates,  and  gave  them  back 
some  money,  to  the  amount  of  some 
^000,000/.  At  that  time  an  Act  was 
passed,  he  would  not  say  on  purpose  to 
screen  the  great  estates  from  paying  the 
Stamp-^uty,  but  it  had  the  effect  of  alter- 
ing the  law,  so  that  upon  every  transfer 
instead  of  having  what  he  must  call  a 
sham  ad  valorem  duty,  an  estate  of 
200,000/.  paid  no  more  than  an  estate  of 
200/.  He  would  again  repeat  that  they 
made  the  law  in  order  to  exempt  their  own 
estates  from  the  operation  of  that  Act, 
and  to  keep  it  to  be  imposed  upon  the 
middling  classes.  Now  if  the  right  hon. 
Member  opposite  wished  to  plead  a  justifi- 
cation for  such  conduct,  let  him  at  once 
stand  forward  and  say  '*  It  is  right  that  it 
should  be  so,"  or  else  let  him  say  *'  It  is 
not  so/'  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  do  one  of  these  things — and  they 
were  his  only  defence — he  would  save  him 
the  labour  of  addressing  the  House,  and 
of  unmercifully  belabouring  the  poor  box 
on  the  table  with  thumps  as  he  had  done 
in  the  course  of  his  former  address.  He 
next  came  to  mortgages,  and  must  observe 
that  in  the  case  of  leases  of  lands,  tene- 
ments, &c.,  where  the  yearly  rent  is  5/., 
the  Stamp'duty  is  1/.,  or  twenty  per  cent.; 
but  where  the  yearly  rent  is  1 ,000/.,  or 
any  sum  above  that,  the  Stamp-duty  is 
10/.,  or  one  per  cent.;  and  that  tax  goes 
on,  from  400/.  a-year  rental  to  51.  a-year 
rental,  getting  heavier  and  heavier,  but 
increasing  in  the  small  rentals  in  a  most 
disproportionate  manner.  Now  if  this  had 
even  the  semblance  of  justice,  still  he 
would  ask  was  it  sound  policy?  He 
would  read  the  next  Resolution,  it  was — 
*^  That  in  the  case  of  mortgages,  bonds 
and  securities  of  every  description,  if  the 
amount  of  the  mortgage,  for  instance,  be 
25/.,  the  amount  of  the  stamp  is  1/.,  or 


8s.  per  cent ;  but  if  the  amount  of  the 
mortgage  be  20,000/.  the  amount  of  the 
stamp  is  20/.,  or  2s.  per  cent;  that  in  this 
case,  the  poor  man  pays  forty  times  as 
much  taxes  as  the  rich  man ;  and  that  the 
stamp  is  no  more  if  the  amount  of  the 
mortgage  be  100,000/.;  so  that,  in  a  case 
like  this,  the  poor  man  pays  two  hundred 
times  as  much  tax  as  the  rich  man  ;  and 
that,  in  this  case  also,  the  tax  goes  on 
increasing  in  weight  as  the  taxed  person 
becomes  poor." 

He  again  called  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  or  any  hon.  Gentleman,  for  a 
justification  or  a  denial  of  this  statement. 
Next,  he  would  .advert  to  the  case  with 
respect  to  annuities — and  here  he  would 
observe  that  no  man  who  had  even  a 
partial  spark  of  human  feeling  could  have 
passed  this  Act  He  believed  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
and  many  other  Members,  had  seats  in 
that  House  when  it  was  passed.  But  it 
could  not  have  been  drawn  up  by  any  man 
of  feeling.  It  must  have  been  the  work  of 
some  dirty  underling — some  scrub  of  a 
lawyer.    His  resolution  was — 

'*  That  in  the  case  of  annuities,  if  the 
annuity  be  for  10/.,  or  under,  the  amount 
of  the  stamp  is  1/. ;  and  that,  in  due  pro- 
portion, an  annuity  of  2,000/.  ought  to 
pay  a  Stamp-duty  of  200/, ;  but,  instead 
of  that,  it  pays .  a  Stamp-duty  of  only 
25/. ;  and  if  the  annuity  be  for  10^000/. 
or  any  greater  amount,  it  sUU  pays  a 
Stamp-duty  of  only  26/. ;  so  that  here  the 
poor  man  pays  forty  or  fifty  times  as  much 
tax  as  the  rich  man  ;  and  that  in  this  case 
also,  the  tax  goes  on  getting  heavier  and 
heavier  as  the  parties  become  more  and 
more  poor." 

He  was  sorry  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
did  not  pay  more  attention  to  his  state- 
ments; indeed,  the  noble  Lord  ought  to 
have  the  Acts  of  Parliament  before  him  in 
order  to  see  if  he  were  correct  in  his  state- 
ments. He  now  came  to  promissory  notes 
and  bills  of  exchange,  upon  which  point 
something  like  an  offer  had  been  made  by 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  meet  him.  That  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  famous  for  financial  reasoning,  and 
had  constructed  tables  on  the  subject. 
He  should  like  to  meet  the  right  hon. 
Member  on  his  own  ground.  The  next 
Resolution  was — 

"  That  in  the  case  of  promissory  notes 
and  bills  of  exchange,  not  exceeding  two 
months  after  date,  if  the  sum  be  40s^y  or 
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above  40f.,  wad  not  exceeding  51.  5s,,  the 
•tamp  is  If. ;  and  in  the  same  proportion, 
the  stamp  on  3,0001.  ought  to  be  38/.  11^., 
but  that  it  pays  only  15s. ;  and  that  for 
any  higher  sum  the  stamp  is  no  more  than 
IL  5s.,  instead  of  being,  on  10,000/., 
95/,  4s. ;  and  that,  therefore,  in  the  former 
case,  while  the  poor  man  pays  nearly  1/. 
per  cent,  the  rich  man  pays  6</.per  cent; 
and,  in  the  latter  case,  while  the  poor 
man  pays  nearly  1/.  per  cent,  the  rich  man 
pays  3d.  per  cent. ;  and  that,  therefore,  in 
the  first  case,  the  poor  man  pays  forty 
times  as  much  as  the  rich  man,  and,  in 
the  latter  case,  nearly  eighty  times  as 
much  as  the  rich  man ;  and  here,  as  in  all 
tlie  former  cases,  the  tax  becomes  heayier 
and   heavier  as   the  tax-payer  becomes 

Korer  and  poorer ;  and  that  in  bills  of  a 
Bger  date  than  two  months  the  partiality 
is  still  greater,  and  weighs  still  more 
heavily  on  the  needy  man." 

Bat  the  right  hon.  the  undersecretary, 
asel  the  whole  of  this  argument,  or  thought 
to  meet  it,  by  asking  what  merchant  would 
aver  draw  a  Bill  for  10,000/.,  if  subject  to 
a  Stamp*duty  of  05/.  (the  supposed  aver- 
age increase) ;  but  did  he  (Mr.  Cobbett) 
aver  advocate  the  imposition  of  any  such 
Stemp-duty  on  a  bill  for  1 0,000/.  ?  Did 
bo  ever  say  that  there  ought  to  be  anything 
at  all  upon  it  ?  No ;  what  he  did  say  was, 
that  the  poor  should  pay  in  the  same 
moderate  proportion  as  the  rich,  that  was 
to  say,  that  where  the  rich  man  paid  a 
moderate  rata  of  4/.  or  61.  on  a  large 
stamp,  the  poor  man  should  on  his  small 
stamp,  be  charged  a  penny  or  twopence. 
Such,  however,  was  not  the  case.  Go- 
veniment  laid  a  heavy  hand  upon  the 
greater  number.  This  might  be  very  good 
policy  on  the  part  of  a  tax-grinder,  or  a 
tax*gatherer.  If  the  only  object  were  to 
get  the  money  from  the  pockets  of  the 
people,  this,  perhaps,  might  be  the  wisest 
way.  But  he  believed  that  in  the  end  it 
would  not  be  found  the  wisest  way,  as  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  extorting  state- 
ments such  as  those  he  was  then  making 
— and  by  and  by,  those  statements  would 
get  abroad  into  the  country,  and  would  be 
found  by  some  who  would  avail  themselves 
of  them  lo  enfeeble  instead  of  strengthening 
the  law,  and  to  evade  instead  of  paying 
the  taxes.  He  did  not  deny  that  bis  in* 
tentions  and  wish  were  that  these  state- 
meniB  should  make  their  way  throughout 
the  kingdom ;  and  if  the  people  did  not 
see  their  ioterasta,  and  act  upon  Uiem»  it 


would  be  their  own  faMts.  He  would  say 
also  that  from  one  end  of  the  kingdom  to 
the  other,  the  Legislatore  was  called  upon 
to  do  its  duty  to  the  middle  classes  of  the 
people.  If  they  refused  to  attend  fo  that 
call,  on  their  head  be  the  consequences. 
It  was  the  same  with  the  Stamps  on  Cus- 
tom-house bonds,  for  duties,  drawbacks, 
Sec.  '  No  higher  Stamp*>duty  was  paid  for 
clearing,  or  bonding,  or  whatever  it  was 
called,  fifty  pipes  of  wine,  than  ibr  a 
single  pipe.  This  was  most  monstrously 
unjust.  But,  agreeably  to  all  the  other 
parts  of  the  system,  it  laid  a  heavy  hand 
on  the  larger  number  of  the  people. 
It  affected  especially  that  class,  standing 
between  the  poor  and  the  rich,  whom  it 
ought  to  be  the  policy  of  Government  to 
take  by  the  hand,  and  raise  op*  yet  that 
was  the  class  which  it  appeared  to  be  the 
sole  object  of  the  system  to  crush.  The 
same  principle  was  to  be  found  in  the 
duty  on  life  insurances;  his  Resolution 
respecting  which  was — 

'^  That,  in  the  case  of  insurance  of  lives, 
where  the  sum  Insured  amounts  to  less  than 
500/.  the  stamp  is  1/. ;  that  if  it  amount  to 
500/.  the  stamp  is  2/. ;  that,  if  it  amount  to 
5000/.  or  upwards,  the  stamp  is  5/.,  so  that 
the  man  who  insures  10,000/.  pays  only  Is. 
per  cent;  while  he  who  insures  for  leiss 
than  500/.  and  suppose  that  to  be  300/., 
pay  6s.  8c/.  per  cent.;  and  thus  the  man 
of  scanty  means  pays  nearly  seven  times 
as  much  as  the  man  of  wealth." 

With  respect  to  stamps  on  receipts,  the 
prosecutions  were  innumerable,  and  pe- 
titions from  different  parts  of  the  country 
had  poured  in  complainingof  them,  but  they 
were  not  worse  than  the  others  to  which 
he  alluded,  but  were  more  Mt  only  be- 
cause they  were  more  frequent.  He  pro- 
posed on  this  subject  to  move  the  following 
Resolution :  -- 

**  That,  in  the  case  of  receipts,  if  the  son 
be  2/.  the  stamp  is  2d.;  if  the  sum  be 
1,000/.,  the  stamp  is  10s.,  when  In  due 
proportion  it  ought  to  be  4/.  3s.  4</.,  that 
thus  the  poor  man  pays  more  than  eight 
times  as  much  tax  as  the  rich  man ;  and 
if  the  sum  go  on  increasing  to  a  hundred 
thousand,  or  a  million  pounds,  still  the 
stamp  is  only  10s.;  and  that  for  any 
sum  expressed  to  be  in  full  of  all  demands, 
whether  it  be  for  two  pounds  or  a  milKon, 
the  stamp  is  always  IDs.;  so  that  in  this 
case  it  may  be  fairly  said,  that  the  poor 
man  pays  a  thousand  times  as  much  ss 
the  nch." 
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There  was  no  part  of  the  Stamp*duty 
more  vexatious  than  that  on  receipts.  A 
small  tradesman,  who  did  not  turn  more 
than  200/.  or  300/.  paid  10/.  a-year  for 
stamps ;  this  in  the  course  of  twenty  years 
would  make  upwards  of  200/. — a  pretty 
provision  for  one  of  his  children,  coupled 
with  what  was  taken  from  him  by  the  As- 
sessed taxes.  The  tax-  gatherer  called,  and 
the  housekeeper  feared  to  pay  him  with- 
out taking  a  receipt,  but  the  tax-gatherer 
made  him  pay  for  that  receipt ;  so  that 
the  people  were  taxed  for  being  taxed. 
They  were  pretty  much  in  the  situation  of 
some  of  the  people  over  whom  the  Tqrks 
ruled,  who,  after  they  had  eaten  up  every 
thing  belonging  to  their  subjects  placed 
a  tax  upon  their  teeth ;  thus  making  them 
pay  for  the  use  of  their  jaws,  when  they 
no  longer  possessed  anything  to  set  them 
in  motion.  His  next  Resolution  related 
to  appraisements,  and  he  would  read  it : — 

''That,  in  the  case  of  appraisements 
not  exceeding  the  value  of  60/.  in  the 
value  nf  the  thing  appraised,  the  stamp 
is  2s.  6d, :  that,  if  tne  thing  appraised 
exceeds  500/.  in  value,  though  it  amounts 
to  a  million  of  money  or  more,  the  stamp 
is  but  1/.;  so  that  here  the  tax  falls 
almost  wholly  on  persons  in  the  middle 
rank  of  life,  and  the  estates  of  the  no- 
bility and  landed  gentry  are  ail  nearly 
exempt :  that  an  estate  of  the  value  of 
100,000/.  ought  to  pay  an  apprajsement 
stamp  of  250/.  instead  of  the  1/.  which  it 
now  pays ;  so  that  here  the  people  in  the 
middle  rank  of  life  pay,  in  many  cases, 
250  times  as  much  as  the  rich*" 

This  was  not  denied — it  could  not  be 
denied — for  there  were  the  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment which  afforded  the  best  answer  to 
those  who  attempted  to  contradict  him. 
He  would  say,  then,  to  the  House,  repeal 
these  Acts— never  mind  the  estates-^let 
them  go  if  they  would.  He  would  rather 
they  should  go  than  have  the  Government 
detested  by  millions  of  their  fellow-coun- 
trymen. He  would  repeat,  that  nobody 
but  a  lawyer*-nobody  but  such  a  creature 
with  a  soul  so  black  and  polluted — could 
have  framed  the  Act  of  55tjj^  George  drd., 
by  which  the  duty  on  deeds  was  limited  to 
2,160  words.    The  Resolution  was — 

<<  Tl^t,  by  the  aforesaid  Act  of  the  55th 
George  drd,  the  duty  on  deeds,  as  ex- 
pressed by  the  Act,  limits  its  operation 
to  deeds  oontaining  no  more  than  2,160 
words;  and  the  Act  provides  that  for 
•very    l^OSO  words  beyond  that  nom- 


ber  there  shall  be  a  further  daty  of 
1/.,  and  no  difference  is  made  as  to  thie 
further  duty  be  the  amount  of  the  thing 
conveyed  what  it  may ;  so  that,  in  this 
respect,  an  estate  of  tine  value  of  100/. 
pavs  as  much  duty  as  the  estate  of  the 
value  of  a  million  of  money ;  and  that  It 
frequently  happens  that  the  deed  convey- 
ing the  small  estate  requires  a  greater 
number  of  words  than  the  deed  oonvey« 
ing  the  large  estate." 

Could  any  thing  be  more  unjust  than 
this?  Could  anything  be  more  unjust 
than  that  the  conveyance  of  the  estate  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  worth  a  nillion  of 
money,  should  be  subject  to  the  same 
duty  as  the  conveyance  of  the  estate  of  a 
shop-keeper,  worth  only  50/.  ?  That  In- 
deed was  confiscation.  The  same  prin- 
ciple which  be  had  recently  laid  down  with 
reference  to  persons  of  |^eat  property,  he 
now  laid  down  with  reference  to  the  middle 
classes,  and  he  should  be  delighted  to  hear 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  say 
in  justification  of  sueh  Acts  of  Pariiameut, 
He  next  came  te  the  apprenticeships.  It 
appeared  that  bv  the  existing  law,  the 
parents  of  a  poor  boy  who  paid  no  premium 
with  him,  and  who  could  afford  none,  were 
still  obliged  to  pay  2/.  for  his  indenturee. 
Surely  this  was  madness  itself;  a  more 
injurious  tax  could  not  be  devised«  All  who 
wished  for  the  well-being  of  society  were 
desirous  that  boys  should  learn*  some  trade. 
People  talked  of  a  want  of  subordination 
and  a  want  of  morality  in  the  country : 
what  could  be  a  greater  curse  than  that 
tax  by  which  a  boy  was  prevented  from 
learning  a  useful  trade  ?  He  would  read 
a  passage  from  a  memorial  to  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exehequer) 
opposite,  from  the  masters  engaged  In  the 
hand-loom  weaving.  The  meroorialisle 
stated,  that  it  was  a  practice  in  their  trade 
to  take  boys  without  indentures,  as  their 
parents  could  not  pay  for  them ;  and  that 
the  masters  had  been  nearly  ruined  by  this 
practice,  as  the  boys,  feeling  there  was  no 
power  to  detain  them,  generally  wont 
away  at  the  end  of  a  year,  and  engaged 
themselves  elsewhere.  This  was  greatly 
injurious  to  the  master's  interests,  as  he 
in  all  cases  had  been  at  much  trouble  and 
cost  in  teaching  them  their  trade.  They 
prayed  the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
the  reduction  of  this  part  of  the  Stamp* 
duty.  It  was  a  singular  fact  that  the 
Stamp-duty  on  indentures  was  an  od 
wUorrnn  duty.     It  was   imposed  on    m 
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graduated  scale  from  302  to  1,000/.  If 
the  principle  had  been  observed  with  re- 
spect to  probates,  it  would  have  been 
well.  But  why  was  it  observed  in  the  case 
of  apprenticeships  ?  Because  the  sons  of 
the  nobility  and  gentry  were  never  bound 
apprentices.  Here,  therefore,  they  could 
be  impartial  to  the  last  degree.  They 
could  always  be  impartial  where  their  own 
interests  was  not  concerned ;  but  when 
their  own  interests  were  concerned,  then 
the  law  was  made  to  suit  those  interests. 
This  Resolution  ran  thus  : 

^*  That  with  regard  to  apprenticeships, 
the  parents  of  a  poor  boy,  who  give  no 
premium  at  all  with  him,  have  21,  to  pay 
for  the  indentures  and  the  counterpart ; 
that  in  this  case,  however,  where  nobody 
but  tradesmen  are  concerned,  the  stamp 
goes  on  gradually  apd  fairly  from  30l. 
to  1,000/.;  a  premium  under  30/.  paying 
1/.  stamp,  and  1,000/.  paying  60/.  stamp ; 
because,  in  this  case,  the  nobility,  clergy, 
and  landed  gentry  are  not  concerned ;  and 
here  we  observe  that,  while  the  poor  boy's 
pareqts  are  thus  taxed,  the  settlements 
made  by  the  rich  pay  only  a  twenty-five 
shilling  stamp  on  a  thousand  pounds." 

He  would  next  read  that  Resolution 
which  referred  to  assignments  of  mort- 
gages ;  and  in  it  he  asserted — 

**  That,  according  to  the  aforesaid  Act, 
every  transfer,  assignment,  disposition, 
assignation,  or  re-conveyance. of  any  mort- 
gage or  wadset,  had  a  duty  imposed  upon 
it,  on  a  certain  ad  valorem  scale ;  so  that 
the  transfer,  disposition,  or  assignation, 
&c.,  paid  the  same  ad  valorem  duty  as 
was  imposed  on  the  original  mortgage  or 
wadset ;  but  that,  by  the  last  of  the  afore- 
mentioned. Acts — viz.,  chap.  117  of  the 
3rd  of  George  4,  an  alteration  was  made 
in  this  respect ;  and  in  such  wise  as  to 
make  the  duty  in  all  cases  whatsoever  the 
same  sum — namely,  1/.  15s.;  so  that  the 
•tamp  on  the  transfer  of  a  mortgage  of 
200,000/.,  or  a  million  of  money,  has 
since  the  year  last-mentioned,  been  the 
same  as  on  the  transfer  of  a  mortgage  of 
no  more  than  200/. ;  thus  compelling  the 
tradesman,  or  other  small  proprietor,  to 
pay  just  the  same  amount  of  duty  on  the 
transfer  of  his  small  mortgage,  as  is  paid 
by  the  Peer  upon  a  transfer  of  a  mortgage 
to  the  amount  of  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  pounds." 

Was  not  this  a  hardship  and  a  crying 
injustice  towards  the  middling  and  more 
humble  classes  ?    With  reference  to  the 


clergy,  he  found,  and  this  he  meant  to 
move  as  a  Resolution  >• « 

^*  That  there  is  a  total  exemption  froa 
this  stamp  tax  for  all  bonds,  contracts, 
mortgages,  conveyances,  deeds,  and  in- 
struments for  making  provision  for  build- 
ing, repairing,  or  purchasing  houses,  and 
other  buildings  for  the  beneticed  clergy  od 
their  benefices.*' 

Now,  why,  he  would  ask,  were  they  to 
make  this  exemption  in  favour  of  the 
clergy,  more  than  of  any  other  set  of  men  ? 
Because,  forsooth,  they  were  part  and 
parcel  of  the  aristocracy  of  the  country. 
Besides,  the  livings  they  enjoyed  belonged 
to  their  patrons — to  the  rich  and  the  great. 
If  this  exemption^  were  to  benefit  tk 
clergyman  alone,  no  one  would  grudge  it; 
but  the  clergyman  had  only  a  life  interest  io 
the  living.  On  his  death  or  removal,  it  fell 
back  to  the  patron,  who  was  one  of  those 
who  made  the  law  from  which  he  himself 
was  to  derive  a  benefit.  He  next  came  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Auction  duties; 
and  these  were  more  positively  partial 
than  any  others.  His  Resolution  on  this 
subject  was  as  follows : — 

*'  That,  by  several  Acts  of  Parliament, 
ending  with  55th  George  3rd,  chap.  142, 
which  Acts  impose  duties  on  things  sold 
by  auction,  a  duty  of  sevenpence  in  the 
pound  is  imposed,  in  Great  Britain,  on  the 
amount  of  the  sale  of   any  interest  in 
possession  or  reversion,  in  any  freehold, 
customary,  copyhold,  or  leasehold  laods, 
tenements,  houses,  or  hereditaments,  end 
on  any  share  or  shares  in  the  capitalor  joint 
stock  of  any  Corporation  or  chartered 
Company,  and  of  any  annuities  or  sams 
of  money  charged  thereon,  and  of  any 
ships  and  vessels,  and  of  any  reveisionsiy 
interest  in  the  public  funds,  or  of  any  plate 
or  jewels;  but  that,  on  all  sales  of  furni- 
ture, fixtures,  pictures,  books,  horses,  and 
carriages,  and  all  other  goods  and  chattels 
whatever,  there  is  a  duty  of  ]«.  in  the 
pound ;  while,  on  wool,  sold  for  the  benefit 
of  the  landowner  or  his  tenant,  or  the  first 
purchasers,  the  duty  is  only  2d.  in  the 
pound  ;  and  that  from  this  duty  all  sales 
of  goods, distrs^ned  forrentor  tithes,afld  oil 
sated  of  leases  of  lands  or  tenements,  and  all 
sales  of  woods,  coppices,  cattle,  live  or 
dead  stock,  and  all  unmanufactura^  P*^ 
duce  of  land,  and  of  all  produce  of  mines* 
when  the  sales  are  made  on  the  lands  or  at 
the  mines,  are  wholly  exempted,  as  well  u 
all  the  produce  of  quarries,  or  of  inipl^ 
ments  used  in  quarries,  mines,  or  farms; 
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•and  that  thus,  while  every  product  of  the 
hand  of  man  has  to  bear  this  tax  in  almost 
a  double  degree,  compared  with  lands  and 
tenements  themselves,  the  produce  of  the 
land  bears  no  part  of  this  tax,  which  is 
thus  shifted  from  the  shoulders  of  the 
great  and  the  rich,  and  made  to  fall  almost 
exclusively  on  the  middle  and  working 
classes  of  society." 

Why  was  the  duty  only  7c?.  in  the 
pound  on  the  sale  of  plate  and  jewels, 
and  Is.  in  the  pound  on  furniture  and 
other  goods  and  chattels  ?  Because  the 
farmers  and  middle  classes  had  no  plate 
and  jewels.  Persons,  too,  who  were  com- 
pelled to  sell  their  goods  to  keep  out  of  a 
gaol,  had  to  pay  a  duty  of  Is.  in  the 
pocmd;  while  noblemen  might  sell  their 
timber,  underwood,  and  stock,  without 
paying  a  fieirthing  of  duty.  Why  the 
fatter  ?  Because  tradesmen  had  no  tim- 
ber or  underwood  to  sell.  If  they  had, 
a  doty  of  a  shilling  in  the  pound  would 
have  been  imposed  upon  the  sale  of  it. 
Let  them  look,  too,  at  the  vast  quantity  of 
timber  and  underwood  that  was  sold,  and 
at.  (he  revenue  which  would  be  derived 
from  a  just  duty  upon  its  sale.  Wool  paid 
only  2d.  in  the  pound.  Why  was  wool 
thus  favoured  ?  Why  wool  ?  Because 
it  was  sold  for  the  profit  of  the  landlord. 
It  was  the  property- of  the  rich,  and  the 
articles- which  paid  a  duty  of  Is.  in  the 
pound  were  the  property  of  the  poor.  Let 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  at  once,  that 
it  was  right  that  such  should  be  the  case, 
and  there  was  an  end  of  the  matter.  This 
auction-duty  was  the  more  obnoxious,  as 
It  formed  a  branch  of  the  excise,  to  the 
odious  qualitiea  of  *  which  those  of  the 
Spanish  Inquisition  were  nothing ;  and  the 
very  name  of  which  filled  with  horror  all 
who  had  anything  to  do  with  the  **  holy 
office."  Such  was  the  inequality  in  the 
collection  of  some  of  these  duties,  that  he 
understood  that,  in  Edinburgh,  they  were 
only  seven  and  a  half  per  cent.,  while  in 
England  they  were  nearly  ten  per  cent.  It 
was  impossible  to  deny  these  facts ;  nor 
could  they  be  satisfactorily  plastered  over 
by  any  explanation.  The  best  way  for  the 
Gentlemen  opposite  was  to  say,  **  we  have 
the  power  to  keep  the  law  in  force,  and 
we  will  keep  it  in  force."  He  proposed  to 
conclude  his  series  of  Resolutions,  thus  : — 

«<  That  this  House  will,  with  as  little 
delay  as  possible,  make  such  an  alteration 
in  the  several  Acts,  imposing  duties  on 
stamps  and  on  sales  at 'auctions,  as  shall 
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cause  the  Peers,  Nobles,  Bardnets,  and 
other  great  landowners,  to  pay,  in  propor- 
tion to  the  amount  of  their  property 
(subject  to  those  duties),  as  great  an 
amount  in  those  duties  as  is  paid  by  the 
fundholders,  annuitants,  tradesmen, manu- 
facturers, farmers,  mechanics,  and  the  rest 
of  the  industrious  classes  of  the  kingdom  ; 
and  as  shall  cause,  in  all  cases,  the  rich  to 
pay  the  same  duties,  in  the  same  propor- 
tion as  the  poor." 

That  was  the  Motion  which  it  was  his 
intention  to  propose  to  the  House.  He 
was  not  indifferent  as  to  its  success.  He 
sincerely  wished  that  it  might  be  agreed 
to,  for  the  sake  of  the  House  and  for  the 
country.  •  If  he  held  the  opinions  which 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  attributed  to  him, 
he  should  be  gratified  by  the  rejection  of 
this  just  proposition  ;  because  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  result  of  that  rejection 
would  be  most  disastrous.  What  had 
been  the  cause  of  the  French  Revolution  ? 
That  the  aristocracy  would  not  listen  to 
the  repreSBcntations  made  to  them.  The 
higher  orders  in  France  had  been  destroy- 
ed by  the  unequal  taxation,  rather  than  by 
the  weight  of  taxation  which  had  pre- 
vailed in  that  country.  Arthur  Young, 
who  had  visited  France  in  1787  (and  those* 
were  greatly  in  error  who  fancied  that  the 
Revolution  in  that  country  did  not  com- 
mence long  before  it  appeared  to  com- 
mence ;  for  it  began  by  the  oppression  of 
the  people),  stated  the  evils  which  existed 
in  that  country ;  and  put  forward  as  the 
foremost  of  those  evils  partial  taxation. 
The  rich  were  invariably  favoured  at  the 
expense  of  the  poor;  on  whom  a  double 
or  treble  amount  of  taxation  was  imposed. 
Goaded  by  their  sufferings,  and  by  the 
perpetual  comparison  of  their  situation 
with  that  of  their  rich  and  aristocratic 
neighbours,  the  people  at  length  detefrmin- 
ed  no  longer  to  endure  such  tyranny  and 
oppression  ;  and  that  cause  alone  produced 
all  the  evils  which  ensued.  Now,  he 
hoped,  after  what  he  had  said,  the  House 
would  be  ready  to  do  justice — a  tardy 
justice — a  justice,  he  must  say  too  long 
delayed  —  to  the  poor  people  of  this 
country.  He  would  not  refer  to  old 
grievances.  He,  for  one,  was  willing  they 
should  be  forgotten — for  ever  buried  in 
oblivion.  He  wished  no  ripping  up — he 
asked  only  for  justice  for  the  future.  He 
had  done  his  duty  in  bringing  the  matter 
before  the  House;  and  whatever  their 
decision  might  be,  he  was  willing  that  the 
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country  should  decide  between  them.  The 
hoD.  Member  concluded  by  moving  as  an 
Amendment  on  the  Motion,  for  theSpeaker 
to  leave  the  Chair,  the  last  Resolution 
which  he  had  read  to  the  House. 

Mr.  Spring  RicCf  in  attempting  to  expose 
the  absurdities  and  fallacies  of  the  hon. 
Member,  begged  to  assure  the  House,  that 
he  would  not  take  up  its  time  at  any 
length  were  he  not  anxious  to  counteract 
the  mischievous  impression  which  the  hon. 
Member's  most  unfounded  statements 
might  produce  out  of  doors.  Although 
he  would  not  quarrel  with  the  well-known 
vigorous  impatience — not  to  say  indiscre- 
tion— of  the  hon.  Member,  he  must  still 
express  his  opinion,  that  when  notice  had 
been  given  of  the  intention  of  his  noble 
friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
to  ameliorate  these  laws,  the  more  proper 
course  would  have  been  for  the  hon.  mover 
of  the  Resolutions  to  await  the  Ministerial 
proposition,  and  then  to  have  addressed 
himself  closely  and  fairly  to  it.  Instead  of 
doing  that  which,  in  common  ftiimess,  the 
hon.  Member  was  bound  to  do,  he  now 
came  forward  with  a  repetition  of  his 
former  complaints.  This  was  not  in  keep- 
ing with  the  hon.  Member's  proverbial 
iuj^enuousness  and  singleness  of  purpose, 
and  he  thought  he  had  a  right  to  complain 
of  it.  He  also  had  to  complain  of  the 
ingratitude  of  the  hon.  Member.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  book — not  a  volume  of 
the  Journals  of  that  House,  nor  a  work, 
which,  being  of  great  research  and  value, 
was  bard  to  get  at— -but  it  was  a  work 
published  by  one  Mr.  Dunn,  called  The 
Law  and  Daily  Commwdal  i^eiiMmftranosr 
/or  1833^  where,  he  could  assure  hon. 
Members,  they  could  find  the  whole  matter 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham's  speech 
with  much  less  expense  of  time  and  trouble 
than  had  that  evening  been  exacted  from 
them.  All  that  the  hon.  Member  uttered 
came  from  Dunn — he  made  Dunn  his 
own — Dunn  and  he  were  identical.  From 
tba  publication  of  this  book  by  Dunn,  be 
supposed  was  to  be  dated  that  new  era 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  foretold  should 
commence  when  he  was  invested  with 
legislatorial  power — improvements  were  to 
be  made  in  every  quarter  on  the  advent  of 
this  new  Shiloh — this  political  Saviour. 
For  his  part,  he  thought  the  better  way 
would  have  been  that  Dunn  be  read  by 
the  Clerk  of  the  House,  and  entered  on 
the  Journals.  He  dared  not,  of  course, 
impute  motives  to  the  hon.  Member,  as 


that  would  be  unparliamentary  ;  but  very 
luckily  he  could  go  close  into  the  enemy's 
quarters  in  another  way — he  could  drive 
at  the  double— for  it  would  not  be  un- 
parliamentary to  treat  Dann  as  Dqdd 
deserved  to  be  treated.  Dunn  was  not 
protected  by  privilege,  and  he,  therefore, 
hesitated  not  to  say,  that  that  hook,  which 
so  strangely  agreed  with  all  the  hon. 
Member  had  uttered,  was  filled  with  the 
grossest  calumnies,  and  the  most  unjustifi- 
able and  daring  exaggerations.  But  be 
would  go  to  the  facts.  The  hon.  Member's 
great  effort  in  his  speech  was  to  show  that 
in  these  Acts  the  rich  had  been  especially 
careful  to  protect  themselves  at  the  expense 
of  the  poor — in  fact  to  throw  the  entire 
burthen  on  that  class  of  society.  Was 
that  true?  Most  certainly  not.  The 
very  first  schedule  of  the  table  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  proved  that  it  was 
fklse — namely,  the  table  of  the  exemptions 
fVom  duties  i|i  fSavoor  of  the  poor — rwhich 
table  the  hon.  Meinber  never  once  men- 
tioped,  for  feasons  which  tt  was  super- 
fluous for  him  to  specif^.  Gertainlv,  it 
might  be  a  question  whether  the  induleence 
shou  Id  not  have  been  carried  fVirther ;  nut  it 
was  not  even  mentioned  by  the  hoo. 
Member,  amidst  his  vitupetattoa  of  the 
tyrant  rich.  He  contented  himself  with  a 
general  assertion,  that  the  schedules  got 
heavier  and  heavier  as  the  people  became 
poorer  and  poorer.  He  would,  however, 
take  the  several  items  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  seriatim,  and  would  shov 
from  them,  that  nothing  could  be  more 
false  than  to  allege  that  the  rich  were 
exempt,  or  ppoportionately  less  taxed  than 
the  poor.  He  would  admit,  and  had 
before  admitted,  that  the  duties  on  stamps 
and  auctions  contained  anomalies  in  their 
details  which  required  remedy ;  but  why 
not,  in  fairness,  wait  for  the  remedy,  and 
not  endeavour  to  unjustly  sour  the  mmd 
of  the  poor  against  the  rich  throughout 
the  country?  Phvt,  then,  with  respect 
to  transfer  and  legacy  duties.  The  hon. 
Member  was  greatly  in  error  if  he  supposed 
that  only  the  rich  were  landholders,  and 
effected  transfers  of  landed  property; 
there  were  many  transfers  of  small  portions 
of  land  efi^ted  by  the  comparatively  poor  ,* 
but  he  admitted  that  tfiat  was  but  the  er« 
ception.  As  to  real  property  not  heinff 
subject  to  legacy  duty,  let  it  be  reroemhered, 
that  money  miglit  be  transferred  in  millions 
without  any  tax  whatever;  but  land,  m 
every  change,   was  made  to  conlribflt* 
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to  the  revenue,  and  that  heavily,  by  imposU 
on  convevances,  mortgages,  &c.  Now, 
the  radical  fallacy,  or  rather  misrepresent* 
atioR  of  the  hon.  Member,  was  his  basing 
all  his  assumptions  on  extreme  duties, 
instead  of  the  mean  or  average  of  any 
scale  of  duties.  In  every  scale  of  duties, 
be  it  long  or  short,  there  must  necessarily 
be  a  point  or  extreme,  which,  on  the  face 
of  it,  it  would  be  most  unfair  to  found 
any  general  conclusions  upon — take,  for 
example,  the  10/.  franchise,  or  the  stamp 
receipt  minimum,  or  any  other  extreme ; 
no  results  being  valid,  because  not  true 
and  fair,  save  those  derived  from  the 
average  or  mean  duties.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber founded  all  hjs  statements  on  extremes, 
when,  in  fairness,  they  should  be  based 
on  the  mean  or  average  duty.  He  would 
base  his  counter-statement  on  the  average 
duties,  confident  that  the  result  would  be 
a  total  overthrow  of  the  hon.  Member's 
gross  misrepresentations.  To  begin»  then, 
with  the  rrobate-duty,  which  the  hon. 
Member  bad  represented  as  pvesskig  with 
peculiar  severity  on  the  poor.  What  would 
the  House  think,  and,  still  more,  what 
would  the  deluded  public  say,  when  he 
told  them  that  all  legacies  under  20/.  were 
altogether  free  from  duty,  and  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  aware  of  the  fact,  and 
yet  concealed  it?  And  why  did  the  hon. 
Member  conceal  this  fact?  Why,  that  it 
might  go  forth  to  the  public  that  the  rich 
were  unfeeling — regardless  of  the  duty 
they  owed  to  those  beneath  them — that, 
with  *'  malice  prepense,*'  they  shifted  the 
national  burthens  from  their  own  shoulders 
to  those  less  able  to  bear  them — that  they 
were  in  fact  tyrants.  Let  that  one  fact  be 
a  running;  commentary  on  the  mischievous 
powers  of  one  who  might  have  turned  his 
great  gifu  to  nobler  and  better  purposes 
than  that  of  exciting  the  bad  passions 
of  the  poor  against  the  rich.  Mr.  Dunn's 
statement  on  the  Probate-duty  was  this : — 
If  the  deceased  had  property  above  the 
value  of  20/.,  his  successor  pays  a  duty  of 
)  Os.,  th^t  is  2L  par  cent ;  but  if  the  party 
(lying  leaves  any  sum  from  30,000/.  to 
500,000/.  Ihe  duty  is  only  30s.  per  cent. 
But  to  the  ftiots.  From  20/.  to  100/. 
the  mean  was  60/.,  and  the  duty  on  that 
was  lOf.  or  16s.  Bd.  per  cent.  From  100/. 
to  200/.  the  mean  was  150/.,  and  the  duty, 
unfortunately  for  poor  Dunn  was  ]/.  4s. 
The  mean  of  250/.  paid  a  duty  of  2/. 
per  cent ;  the  mean  of  375/.  of  2/.  2f .  8c/. ; 
and  of  900/.  of  2/.  Ss.  lOd,  Such  was  the 


ikct,  unfortunately  for  Mr.  Dunn,  though, 
when  they  mounted  higher  up  the  scale, 
the  rate  of  duty  between  20,000/.  and 
25,000/.  was  only  1/.  lis.  \d.  per  cent. 
Here  he  admitted  that  he  came  to  that 
portion  of  the  Stamp  Acts,  in  which  were 
anomalies,  which  as  he  had  before  stated, 
no  one  would  wish  otherwise  than  to  see 
corrected.  But  the  remedy  was  announced 
in  the  order-book  of  the  House;  and 
it  would  have  been  but  fair  in  the  hon. 
Member  to  have  awaited  its  production. 
He  could  go  through  the  scale  of  the 
Probate-duty  in  the  same  manner,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  proving  that  the  scale  was 
invariably  right,  but  for  that  of  showing 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  invariably 
wrong.  There  was  no  one  point  on  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  rested  his  case  that 
was  not  capable  of  being  overthrown  when 
it  came  to  be  fairly  considered.  It  must 
be  admitted,  that  the  Probate  duty  was 
oppressive  in  particular  instances,  but  it 
certainly  did  not  deserve  the  charges  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  brought  against  it. 
He  did  not  pretend  to  defend  every  part 
of  that  duty,  but  merely  to  show,  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  that  the  scale 
did  not  get  higher  as  the  people  on  whom 
it  operated  were  poorer,  nor  lower  as 
those  whom  it  affected  were  richer.  He 
now  came  to  the  case  of  conveyances. 
The  hon.  Member  made  the  same  statement 
with  regard  to  this  duty  as  with  regard  to 
the  rest ;  he  said,  that  the  amount  of  duty 
diminished  as  the  value  of  the  property  on 
which  it  attached  increased.  The  scale  of 
the  duty  on  conveyances  was  to  be  dealt 
with  in  the  same  manner  as  that  of  the 
Probate-duty.  He  would  willingly  give 
up  to  the  hon.  Member  a  part  of  these 
duties  —namely,  those  which  attached  upon 
conveyances  from  10/.  to  36/.,  or  even  to 
100/.  He  did  not  intend  to  defend  them ; 
but  though  there  were  cases  of  conveyances 
among  the  poorer  classes  where  the  con- 
veyance was  for  a  sum  within  100/.,  on 
which  he  was  not  prepared  to  defend  the 
duty,  still,  he  must  say,  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  warranted  in  comparing 
the  levying  of  that  duty  to  proceedings 
under  the  Inquisition,  nor  in  describing  it 
as  likely  to  break  the  confidence  of  the 
country,  on  account  of  the  unjust  height 
to  which  it  had  been  carried.  Now,  how 
stood  this  duty?  Why,  thus:  at  225/. 
the  duty  per  cent  was  I7s.  9d, ;  at  400/. 
he  admitted  that  it  was  diminished  to  15s. 
per  cent;  but  at  625/.  it  was  19s.  2(f.; 
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and  at  1,075/.  it  was  IL  6s.  7c{/per  cent. 
So  that,  on  this  point,  in  place  of  the 
duty  increasing  in  pressure  according  to 
the  lowness  of  the  sum,  it  really  increased 
in  amount  according  to  the  increased 
value  of  the  consideration.  He  now  came 
to  the  duty  on  leases — a  duty  which  the 
hon.  Member  said  pressed  exclusively  pn 
the  poor.  Did  the  hon.  Member  not 
know  that  the  great  mass  of  the  property 
held  by  the  lower  classes  of  the  people  was 
held  not  upon  lease,  but  at  will  ?  Did  he 
believe  that  tlie  great  bulk  of  the  cottages 
of  the  peasantry  were  held  on  lease? 
[Mr.  Cobbett  was  understood  to  admit 
that  they  were  not  held  on  lease.]  Then 
that  was  all  he  wanted,  for  it  formed 
a  sufficient  answer  to  the  hon.  Member's 
own  statement  as  to  the  unjust  pressure 
on  the  lower  orders  of  the  people.  Facts 
would  illustrate  this  part  of  the  case  also, 
for  the  returns  on  the  Table  showed,  that 
not  less  than  1,128,705  tenements  were 
entirely  exempt  from  the  House  and  Win- 
dow-duty, and  all  of  them  that  were  held 
at  will  were  exempt  from  the  Stamp-duty 
on  leases.  He  would  proceed  to  the  next 
Resolution,  which  related  to  mortgages. 
The  hon.  member  for  Oldham  averred, 
'  That,  in  the  case  of  mortgages,  bonds, 
'  and  securities  of  every  description,  if  the 
'  amount  of  the  mortgage,  for  instance,  be 
'  25/.,  the  amount  of  the  stamp  is  1/.,  or 

*  SOs.  per  cent ;  but  if  the  amount  of  the 

*  mortgage  be  20,000/.,  the  amount  of  the 

*  stamp  is  20/.,  or  2s,  per  cent ;  that, 
'  in  this  case,  the  poor  man  pays  forty 
'  times  as  much  tax  as  the  rich  man  ;  and 

*  that  the  stamp  is  no  more  if  the  amount 
^  of  the  mortgage  be  100,000/.;  so  that  in 

*  a  case  like  this,  the  poor  man  pays  200 
'  times  as  much  tax  as  the  rich  man ;  and 

*  that  in  this  case  also  the  tax  goes  on  in- 

*  creasing  in  weight  as  the  taxed  person 
'  becomes  poor.'  Now,  he  would  ask  the 
hon.  member  for  Oldham  whether,  when 
he  said  that  upon  a  mortgage  of  25/.  the 
poor  man  paid  forty  times  as  much  tax  as 
the  rich  man,  he  meant  to  say  that  mort- 
gages for  that  amount  were  common 
among  the  poor  ?  The  most  common  mort- 
gages upon  the  poor  were  those  placed  on 
their  premises  by  the  lower  class  of  pub- 
licans, and,  in  those  cases,  no  stamp  was 
necessary,  for  the  brewer  was  generally  the 
mortgagee,  and  the  mortgage  was  effected 
by  a  deposit  of  title-deeds.  In  that  case 
no  Stamp  duty  was  paid. 

Mr,  Cobbett  —  1  never  heard  of  it. 


Mr.  Spring  Rice, — "  Then  am  1  com- 
pletely taken  in."  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  forgotten  many  things  in  the  ardocu* 
with  which  he  read  the  lucubrations  of 
Mr.  Dunn  on  this  subject.  But  though 
the  publicans  offered  the  most  numerous 
instances  of  this  sort  of  mortgage,  it  was 
certainly  practised  in  other  cases,  and  the 
deposit  of  the  title  deeds  formed  what  was 
called  an  equitable  mortgage,  sufficient  in 
many  cases,  to  satisfy  the  creditor.  Mort- 
gages to  the  amount  of  25/.  were  not  very 
common,  and  yet  they  were  those  of  the 
duty  on  which  the  hon.  Member  most 
complained.  The  fact  was,  that  in  these 
matters  it  was  the  lawyer,  the  black  and 
cruel-souled  lawyer,  as  the  hon.  Member 
would,  perhaps,  call  him,  and  not  the 
stamp  collector,  who  checked  the  frequency 
of  mortgages.  It  was  not  the  amount  of 
the  Stamp-duties  that  affected  them.  If 
that  was  the  case,  then  all  the  sympathy 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  wasted.  [Mr. 
Cobbett  said,  that  however  the  law  might 
be  evaded,  such  was  the  law  on  the  Sta- 
tute-book.] He  knew  it  was — he  knew 
.that  the  law  was  there — he  knew  it  was 
in  the  Act,  but  was  it  in  the  deed.  Upon 
this  nonentity  or  next  to  nonentity,  the 
hon.  member  for  Oldham  must  display  all 
his  sympathies  for  the  poor.  He  might 
as  well,  because  the  writ  de  lusretico  cont" 
burendo  was  still  in  the  Statute-book,  dis- 
play his  sympathies  about  the  heretics  that 
might  still  be  burned  under  that  act,  and 
his  horror  of  the  Reformation,  against 
which  he  understood  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber entertained  very  strong  prejudices.  If 
all  this  sympathy  were  to  be  displayed 
about  the  non-existing  mortgages  of  25/., 
the  hon.  Member  must  have  a  bad  case 
to  support ;  or  if  he  had  a  good  case,  why 
bolster  it  up  with  such  Weak  and  unfound- 
ed arguments  ?  Next  came  the  Resolution 
about  annuities : — *  That  in  the  case  of 
annuities,  if  the  annuity  be  for  1 0/.  or 
under,  the  amount  of  the  stamp  is  I/.; 
and  that,  in  due  proportion,  an  annuity 
of  2,000/.  ought  to  pay  a  Stamp-dnty 
of  200/. ;  but,  instead  of  that,  it  pays  a 
Stamp-duty  of  only  25/.;  and  if  the 
annuity  be  for  10,000/.,  or  any  greater 
amount,  it  still  pays  a  Stamp-duty  of 
only  25/. ;  so  that  here  the  poor  man 
pays  forty  or  fifty  times  as  much  tax  as 
the  rich  man,  and  that,  in  this  case  also, 
the  tax  goes  on  getting  heavier  and 
heavier,  as  the  parties  become  more  and 
more  poor.'  Now,  in  this  Resolation,  the 


937 


Stanq^  Duties — 


{May  3} 


Unequal  Taxation., 


938 


hon.  Member  had  referred  only  to  one 
class  of  annuities,  whereas  there  were  two 
classes — those  secured  upon  freehold  es- 
tates, and  those  which  rested  upon  other 
valid  -securities.  He  wished  he  was  a 
lawyer,  notwithstanding  the  heavy  de- 
nunciations of  the  hon.  Member  against 
that  body,  .for  then  he  should  be  able 
most  completely  to  show  how  much  the 
hon.  Member  was  in  error  on  this  point. 
The  hon.  Member  had  referred  to  Volun- 
tary Annuities — to  those  granted  on  a 
money  consideration,  and  to  those  granted 
especially  out  of  a  freehold  estate.  The 
latter  class  surely  could  not  be  said  to  be 
contained  in  the  division  of  duties  that 
chiefly  affected  the  poor.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  represented,  that,  on  Annuities 
granted  for  a  money  consideration,  but  a 
small  amount  of  duty  was  payable ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  had  not  said,  at  the  same 
time,  that  when  an  annuity  was  granted 
for  a  money  consideration,  the  duty  on 
conveyances  also  attached.  The  hon. 
Member  had  either  omitted  that  part  of 
the  case,  or  he  was  ignorant  of  it.  In 
either  case,  his  observations  on  the  effect 
of  the  duty  were  unwarranted,  and  the 
House  had  a  right  to  complain  if  a  Mem« 
ber,  who  professed  to  call  for  their  judg- 
ment on  facts,  either  suppressed  some  of 
those  facts,  or  had  omitted  to  make  him- 
self acquainted  with  them.  The  hon. 
Member  had  then  alluded  to  the  subject 
of  promissory  notes  and  bills  of  exchange, 
and  said,  with  regard  to  that,  as  with  re- 
gard to  other  parts  of  the  question,  that 
the  duty  became  lower  as  the  amount  of 
the  subject  of  it  became  greater.  Did  not 
the  hon.  Member  know,  that  even  at  this 
time  there  were  but  very  few  billsofexchange 
or  promissory  notes  to  a  large  amount, 
and  that,  even,  with  these  few,  if  the 
amount  of  duty  was  increased,  it  would  be 
at  once  roost  readily  evaded,  by  cutting 
up  one  large  bill  of  exchange  into  several 
•mall  ones?  On  this  subject,  as  well  as 
on  that  of  the  receipts,  the  hon.  Member 
had  fallen  into  a  most  glorious  absurdity, 
a  most  evident  fallacy.  He  conceived, 
that  because  a  person  was  rich,  he  there- 
fore dealt  in  nothing  but  large  bills  of  ex- 
change and  promissory  notes.  Yet  no- 
thing could  be  a  greater  mistake.  That 
reminded  him  of  a  saying  of  the  first  Lord 
Liverpool,  that  because  England  was  a 
rich  country,  therefore  it  must  have  a  rich 
standard, — or,  to  use  commoner  phrase- 
'  ologyi  <*  Who  days  fat  oxen  roust  himself 


,be  fat;"  who  is  rich  himself,  should  give, 
no  notes  or  bills  of  exchange  but  for  large 
sums.  The  fact,  however,  was,  that  the 
expenditure  of  the  rich  roan  depended, 
more  on  the  multiplication  of  small  bills, 
than  upon  the  consolidation  of  large  sums. 
A  similar  remark  might  be  applied  to  the 
receipt  stamps.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  had  very  pathetically  put  the 
hardship  of  a  tradesman  having  to  pay  a 
receipt  of  10/.  Indeed,  did  not  the  hon. 
Member  know,  that  whatever  might  be 
the  amount  of  the  stamp,  it  formed  but  a 
part  of  the  price  of  the  commodity,  and 
that  it  was  the  consumer  of  that  com- 
modity, and  not  the  seller  of  it,  who  paid 
the  receipt  Stamp-duty?  Instead,  there- 
fore, of  the  whole  duty  falling  upon  one 
man,  it  was  most  extensively  distributed, 
and  its  weight,  therefore,  scarcely  felt. 
He  now  came  to  the  Resolution  regardiog 
insurances  for  lives.  That  Resolution  was 
as  follows : — '  That,  in  case  of  insurance 
of  lives,  where  the  sum  insured  amounts 
to  less  than  500/.,  the  stamp  is  1/. :  that 
if  it  amount  to  500/.,  the  stamp  is  21, ; 
that  if  it  amount  to  5,000/.  or  upwards, 
the  stamp*  is  5/. ;  so  that  the  man  who 
insures  10,000/.  pays  only  Is.  per  cent; 
while  he  who  insures  for  less  than  500/., 
and  suppose  that  to  be  300/.,  pays  6s,  Sd, 
percent;  and  thus  the  man  of  scanty 
means  pays  nearly  seven  times  as  much 
as  the  man  of  wealth.'  Why,  instead 
of  this  duty  being  diminished  in  pro- 
portion to  the  value  of  the  insurance,  the 
fact  was,  that  if  a  man  made  two  insur- 
ances of  5,000/.,  he  would  have  less  duty 
to  pay,  than  on  one  insurance  for  10,000/. 
He  said,  that  the  incorrectness  of  the  hon. 
Member  must  either  arise  from  gross 
neglect  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member; 
or  if  it  did  not  arise  from  neglect,  it 
was  roost  unfair  in  the  hon.  Member 
to  endeavour  to  seduce  the  House  into 
assenting  to  Resolutions,  which  the  hon. 
Member  informed  them  were  founded 
upon  facts,  but  which  were  directly  in  the 
teeth  of  every  fact  and  every  document 
which  he  had  consulted.  He  now  came 
to  the  hon.  Member's  Resolution  regarding 
appraisements.  It  was  as  follows  : — 
"  That,  in  the  case  of  appraisements  not 
exceeding  the  value  of  50/.  in  the  value  of 
the  thing  appraised,  the  stamp  is  2s.  6d, ; 
that  if  the  thing  appraised  exceeds  500/. 
in  value,  though  it  amount  to  1,000,000/. 
or  more,  the  stamp  is  but  1/.;  so  that  here 
the. tax  falls  almost  wholly  on  persons  in 
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the  middle  rank  of  life,  and  the  estates  of 
the  nobility  and  landed  gentry  are  all 
nearly  exempt ;  that  an  estate  of  the  fUlue 
of  100,000/.  oaght  to  pay  an  appraisertlienl 
stamp  of  250/.  instead  of  the  1/.  which  it 
now  pays ;  so  that  here  thfe  people  in  the 
middle  rank  of  life  pay,  in  many  eases, 
S50  times  as  much  as  the  rich.'^  This  was 
a  statement,  which,  if  allowed  to  pass  un- 
contradicted, was  likely  to  have  great 
weight  with  uneducated  and  unenlightened 
individuals  ;  but  the  appraisement  of  an 
estate  being  made,  what  followed  ?  He 
tnight  derive  great  aid  to  his  argument 
from  referring  to  the  lawyer's  bill  of  costs, 
of  which,  thank  God!  he  knew  nothing 
personally.  When  a  man  appraised  an 
estate,  he  did  so,  not  merely  to  get 
some  kbowledge  of  its  value,  but  with  a 
view  to  dispose  of  it.  If  so,  then,  the  duty 
on  appraisement  was  not  the  only  duty 
he  had  to  pay,  for  then  came  the  duty  on 
conveyances,  which  had  been  already 
noticed,  and  which  amounted  to  95/.  oii 
10,000/.  So  that  the  rich  man,  whom  the 
hon.  member  for  Oldham  described  as 
fenced  round  with  protection  on  ^very  side 
would  have  to  pay,  not  only  the  duty  oh 
the  appraisement,  but  also  the  duty  on 
the  conveyance,  and  thus  the  rich  man, 
instead  of  paying  250  times  less  than  the 
poor  man,  had  actually  to  pay  about  bight 
times  as  much.  Then  came  the  hon. 
Member's  Resolution  about  the  Stamp- 
duties  on  indentures ;  and  here  the  hon. 
Member  admitted  that  the  amount  of  the 
stamp  had  been  fixed  upon  an  ad  valorem 
duty.  But  even  here  sMr^t^  amari  aliquid. 
Justice  was  done  to  the  |K>or  in  this 
instance  because  the  nobility,  clergy,  and 
landed  gentry  had  no  interest  in  being 
unjust.  But  were  there  no  items  in  this 
scale  which  applied  in  an  analogous  case 
to  the  rich  ?  The  hon.  Member  loved  to 
deal  with  the  parsons,  the  poor  parsons, 
the  baronets,  the  barons,  and  the  rest  of 
the  nobility.  Now,  had  he  taken  the 
trouble  to  inform  himself  whether  anything 
analogous  to  this  scale  look  pbce  in  any- 
thing which  related  to  them?  Had  he 
ever  heard  of  such  things  as  fees  upon 
grmnting  titles  of  honour?  There,  too 
there  waa  a  graduated  scale.  100/.  was 
the  fee  upon  the  creation  of  a  Baronet, 
150/.  on  the  creation  of  a  Baron,  200/.  on 
the  creation  of  a  Viscount,  250/.  on  the 
creation  of  an  EaH,  300/.  on  the  creation 
of  a  Marquess,  and  350/.  on  the  creation 

of  «  Didce.    Wm  that  furt    [Mr,  Cob-i 


beit  **  Ye^;*']  He  mutft  next  ftdverl  to 
the  hon.  Member'a  Resolution  reganihig 
mortgages,  and  e^p^cially  to  thut  pkti  of 
it  which  states,  <<That  there  ia  a  total 
Exemption  f^om  thift  Stamp-tet  for  all 
bonds,  t!on tracts.  Mortgages,  conveyAticis, 
deeds,  atid  itistruments  for  mttkirtg  pm- 
vision  for  buihlitig,  repairln^i  or  puft^basing 
houses,  and  other  buildings,  fbr  the 
beneficed  deret  ob  their  b^Hi'fioes.*' 
Now,  the  hon.  Membelr  had  been  pleased 
to  forget  the  heavy  Stamps  whibb  clergy- 
men had  to  pay  upon  their  presenta- 
tion to  livings,  upoti  their  obtaining  pos- 
session of  advowsons:  and,  therefbre,  when 
he  complained  that  the  bonds  into  which 
they  entered  for  the  repairs  of  the  houses 
upon  their  benefices  were  exempt  from 
Stamp-duties,  without  making  any  men- 
tion of  the  other  Stamp-duties  to  which 
they  were  liable,  he  was  leading  all  unm- 
fbrmed  persons  who  heard  him  to  fom  a 
very  erroneous  inference  rei|)eGtin^  the 
exemptions  which  the  poor  parsons  en- 
joyed. He  had  now  gone  through  the 
hon.  Member's  Resolutions  upon  the 
Stamp-duties.  He  need  not  say  how 
grateful  he  was  to  the  House  for  the  atten- 
tion with  which  it  had  listened  to  him. 
He  )^ould  now  proceed  to  the  hon*  Mem- 
ber's Resolution  respecting  the  Auction- 
duties,  for  he  was  determined  tt>  follow 
the  hon.  Member — or  rather,  the  hon. 
Member's  friend  and  patron,  Mr.  Dunn-* 
through  all  the  long  walk  which  they  had 
chalked  out  for  him.  On  the  Auction- 
duties  the  hon.  Member  had  been  most 
particularly  vehement,  and  here  ngain  he 
said  you  might  trace  the  injury  inflicted 
by  the  rich  upon  the  poor.  "The general 
rate  "  said  he  **  is  on  all  sales  by  auction 
in  Which  the  poor  are  coticemed  Ir.  in  the 
1/. ;  on  all  sales  where  they  are  not  con- 
cerned, 7^.  1  will  show  you,  that  Uttder 
the  lower  duty  are  introduced  all  things 
afieeting,  or  connected  with  the  luturies 
of  the  rich;  and  that,  under  the  higher 
duty  are  comprised  all  the  things  belong- 
ing to  the  poor^the  sulleriiig  poor.^ 
Now,  what  were  the  articles  which  came 
under  the  higher  duties  ?  "  Fnrotture :  " 
here  tlie  rates  were  equal  for  rich  and 
poor.  ''Fixtures;**  the  same.  "Pidttiw;' 
have  the  poor  or  the  rich  the  greater 
interest  in  the  sale  of  pictures?  <* Books;  ** 
are  bo<^  of  value  purchased  more  by  the 
rich  or  the  poor?  '*  Horses  and  camtges 
and  all  other  goods  and  diattels  wfcat- 
e^en^  These  were  trtidet  which  Cbe|Wfr 
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mighi  powest;  but  if  they  did  poBsesa 
ili^Biy  how  was  their  powetsioo  of  them  to 
be  reeonoiled  with  the  irremediable  distress 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  represented  the 
poor  to  be  involved  in  every  part  of  the 
empirt  ?  Then  came  the  hon.  Member's 
complaint  that  a  duty  of  only  7d.  in  the 
It.  wee  imposed  on  the  sale  of  plate  and 
jewels*  '*  Here "  said  the  hon.  Member, 
**  are  the  oobiiiiy  and  gentry  imposing  a 
duty  of  only  7d.  upon  the  sale  of  their 
plate  and  jewels^  while  they  compel  the 
poor  to  pay  a  duty  of  U.  in  the  U.  on  the 
aale  of  tlieir  poor  and  wretched  furni* 
tare.'*  But  was  it  possible  that  the  hon. 
Member  could  be  ignorant  that  upon  this 
point  be  was  only  stating  half  the  truth! 
Did  be  not  know  that«  previously  to  its 
being  sold  by  auction,  all  plate  had  paid 
a  Stamp-duty*  Did  be  not  know  that 
gold  plate  paid  a  duty  of  17<.  an  ounces 
and  that  silver  paid  a  duty  of  Is.  6d»  an 
ouncoi  both  of  which  were  heavy  taies  ? 
The  same  observation  applied  to  jewels. 
If  the  bon.  Member  had  applied  at  the 
Custom-hoasei  he  would  have  been  in- 
formed that  a  dutv  of  twenty  per  cent, 
was  paid  on  the  value  of  all  jewels  which 
were  aet»  and  of  ten  per  cent,  upon  all 
jewels  which  were  unset,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  diamonds,  which  paid  no  duty— 
•a  exemptioo,  by-the*by,  for  which  he 
never  could  account.  The  Legislature 
bad,  therefore,  taxed  the  luxuries  of  the 
rick  in  these  instances  as  fully,  indeed 
more  fully,  than  it  had  ever  taxed  the 
commodities  of  the  poor.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  prooeeded  to  comment 
upon  ihatpartofthe  Resolution  whichstates 
that  on  wool  sold  for  the  benefit  of  the 
landowner  or  his  tenant  the  duty  is  only 
2d.  in  the  11. ;  but  on  this  point  the  infer- 
ence of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.Cobbett) 
was  manifestly  incorrect,  inasmuch  as  he 
stated  that  this  tax  was  kept  low  for  the 
benefit  of  the  landlords,  when  the  fact  was 
that  the  wool  was  almost  invariably  sold 
for  the  benefit  of  the  poor^  tenants.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  thanked  the 
Hbttse  for  the  patience  with  which  it  had 
listened  to  him.  His  object  was  not  to  go 
tbroogh  A  minute  and  tedious  detail  of 
foots  p  be  was  only  anxious  to  meet  the 
bon.  member  for  Oldham  on  the  broad 
principle  that  the  policy  of  that  House 
and  of  the  aristocracy  and  gentry  of  Eng- 
land had  not  been  systematically  to 
0|>press  and  degrade  the  poor.  That  was 
Ibe  9Dl]r  ^osidf  ration  wbicb  bad  indttced 


him  to  trespass  so  long  upon  their  atten«- 
tion*  The  hon.  Member  more  ingeniously 
than  ingenuously,  had  endeavoured  to 
connect  with  this  subject  the  unequa 
taxation  which  prevailed  in  France  before 
the  revolution.  He  had  told  them  that 
the  relusal  to  redress  the  grievances  of 
the  French  nation  upon  that  point  had  led 
to  the  confusion  and  disorder  which  dis- 
tinguished the  French  revolution.  Now* 
he  did  not  deny  that  such  was  the  fact, 
but  he  must  object  to  the  inference  which 
the  hon.  Member  deduced  from  it.  If 
there  was  one  principle  whicb  could  be 
contrasted  with  another,  it  was  the  princi- 
ple which  governed  the  taxation  of  France 
before  the  revolution,  and  that  which  now 
governed  the  taxation  of  England.  Were 
there  in  England  any  personal  distinctions 
which  gave  the  parties  who  enjoyed  them 
exemption  from  the  payment  of  taxes? 
The  hon.  Member  must  have  heard  of  the 
corvie  the  taUle  and  the  gabelle.  Did  he 
mean  to  say  that  anything  like  them  was 
to  be  found  in  our  law ;  the  exemptions  in 
our  Statute-book  were  in  favour  of  the 
poor.  The  exemptions  in  France  were  in 
favour  of  the  rich.  Instead  of  the  aris- 
tocracy being  opposed  in  spirit  to  the  poor, 
the  proudest  duke  in  the  land  was  con* 
nected  with  the  commonalty  by  his  second 
son,  whilst  the  poorest  man  was  in  his 
turn  connected  with  the  nobility  by  the 
reflection  that  if  he  had  merits  to  ensure 
the  distinction,  the  highest  honours  of  the 
peerage  were  n6t  too  high  for  his  grasp. 
He  contended  that  the  liberties  of  England 
had  never  had  better  or  truer  champions 
than  her  gallant  and  high-minded  aris- 
tocracy ;  and  the  man  who  sought  to  de- 
prive them  of  the  respect  which  was  their 
due,  did  not  deal  wisely  by  the  institutbns 
of  his  country,  nor  fairly  by  the  individuals 
whom  he  attacked. 

Mr.  HumeuLidf  that  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham  and  his 
right  hon.  friend  opposite  approximated 
closely  in  their  result,  that  they  were 
merely  cavilling  about  words,  and  that, 
too,  in  language  which  he  must  say  was 
on  both  sides  not  the  roost  courteous  and 
temperate.  As  to  the  eulogy  which  his 
right  hon.  friend  had  passed  upon  the 
peerage  of  England,  it  might  be  received 
with  cheers  in  that  Honse,  but  it  would 
be  received  with  very  little  acclamations 
ehewhera  by  every  man  who  recollected 
their  forced  assent  to  the  passing  of  the 
Aefonn  Bill.    It  appeared  to  bim  that  th^ 
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very  representations  ivhtch  his  right  hon. 
friend  had  just  made  corroborated  all  the 
statements  of  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham.* 
If  he  understood  the  meaning  of  that 
hon.  Member  it  was  this — that  the  Legis- 
lature,  which  consisted  of  the* rich  and 
noble,  had  systematically  endeavoured  to 
oppress  the  poor,  and  to  protect  them- 
selves. His  right  hon.  friend  had  admitted 
this  to  be  true  to  a  certain  extent ;  for  in 
referring  to  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Oldham  he  had  said — "Oh, 
don't  object  to  this  any  more — we  admit 
it  to  be  a  grievance,  but  we  have  bills 
ready  for  the  redress  of  it."  He  asserted 
that  his  right  hon.  friend's  statement  was 
full  of  fallacies,  by  which  he  himself  could 
not  have  been  deluded.  He  could  not 
see  any  reason  why  a  poor  man  should  pay 
a  heavy  legacy  duty  upon  300/<  of  per- 
sonal property,  and  a  rich  man  pay  no- 
thing on  receiving  from  his  ancestors  an 
estate  of  as  many  hundreds  a* year.  Was 
it,  therefore,  fair  to  state  that  the  com- 
plaint about  the  inequality  of  the  legacy 
duty  was  a  mere  rubbish  of  fallacies  in  the 
face  of  a  fact  like  this  that  the  poor  man 
pays  more  for  receiving  a  legacy  of  500/. 
than  the  rich  man  for  receiving  an  estate 
of  500,000/.  ?  But,  said  his  right  hon. 
friend,  **  all  legacies  of  20/.  are  exempted 
from  duty."  •  True,  but  the  fact  was,  that 
if  you  had  to  go  through  the  usual  forms 
of  the  courts  for  this  20/.,  nearly  th^ 
whole  sum  would  be  swept  away  in  legal 
expenses;  and  it  would  not  be  worth 
either  the  seeking  or  the  having.  As  a 
fact  indicative  of  the  temper,  in  which  the 
legacy  duties  were  imposed,  he  would 
state  that  the  plan  of  raising  revenue  by 
means  of  them  ^vas  borrowed  from  Hol- 
land. Mr.  Pitt  introduced  two  Bills  for 
that  purpose-»-one  imposing  a  scale  of 
duties  on  legacies  of  personal  property, 
and  another  imposing  a  similar  scale  upon 
real  property.  The  House  passed  the 
first ;  but  being  composed  of  landowners, 
threw  out  the  last.  He  complained  that 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Oldham  had  been  treated  that  night  with 
a  ribaldry — he  could  call  it  nothing  else — 
which  they  did  not  deserve.  The  fact 
which  he  had  just  quoted  proved  that  the 
influence  of  the  landlords  in  that  House 
had  prevented  justice  from  being  done 
to  the  country  at  large,  so  far  as  regarded 
the  taxation  of  real  property.  As  to  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  with 
respect  to  the  Window-taX|  they  were,  he 


considered,  an  attempt  -  to  delude  die 
House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  bad  taken 
only  the  minimnm^  and  had  not  gone  to 
cases  where  the  great  inequality  of  the  tax 
would  be  much  more  clearly  shown.  Now, 
as  to  the  Stamp-duties  on  conveyances  of 
property,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
taken  those  cases  in  which  it  could 'be 
shown  that  the  duty  diminished  in  propor- 
tion as  the  sum  increased  beyond  a  cer^ 
tain  amount ;  so  that,  on  the  larger  sums 
the  duty  paid  was  much  less  in  the  pro* 
portion  than  on  the  smaller.  The  prtmate 
duty  on  1,000/.  was  three  per  cent;  that 
on  5,000/.  was  two  per  cent;  that  on 
50,000/.  was  1/.  10s.  per  cent;  and  the, 
same  on  100,000/.  and  all  higher  sums. 
Now,  take  the  duty  on  administrations— 
on  1,000/.,  the  duty  was  45/.  or  four  and 
a  half  per  cent;  on  5,000/.  it  was  150/. 
or  three  percent, ;  and, on  50,000/., it  was 
no  more  than  two  and  a  quarter  per  cent. 
In  short,  every  one  of  those  cases  proved 
the  inaccuracy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  coming  to  the  small  sums.  It 
could  not  be  denied  that  there  was  a 
disposition  in  the  Legislature  to  make  ex- 
ceptions in  favour  of  the  nobility.  It  was 
well  known  that  before  the  French  revolu- 
tion there  were  many  exemptions  in  favour 
of  the  noblesse  of  that  country,  but  those 
exemptions  were  slight  in  the  comparison 
of  the  exemptions  from  taxation  made  in 
favour  of  the  rich  in  this  country,  by  the 
monopoly  which  the  Corn-laws  gave  to 
landed  property.  He  would  say  let  an  in- 
quiry  be  made,  and  a  valuation  of  property 
as  regarded  taxation,  and  he  was  certain 
that  what  he  stated  would  prove  correct. 
He  thought  it  would  have  been  much 
better  if,  instead  of  recrimination,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  admitted  the 
existence  of  the  inequality  of  taxation, 
and  proposed  that  that  inequality  should 
be  remedied. 

Mr.  Matthias  Atttoood  expressed  hta 
surprise  that  after  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Spring  Rice)^a 
speech  of  great  ability,  and  containing  de- 
tailsof  the  most  minute  accuracy — ^in  which 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Oldham,  had  been  completely  refuted, 
those  statements  should  have  been  repeat-^ 
ed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex. 
He  was  surprised,  after  what  had  been 
stated  in  the  House,  to  hear  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  re-assert  the  charges 
of  the  hon.  member  for  *  Oldham,  in 
stronger  laoguagei  and  he  would  alnoit 
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say  in  a  coarser  manner  than  that  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Oldham  himself.  Giv- 
ing credit  to  the  right  hon«  Gentleman 
for  the  great  accuracy  of  his  most  con- 
vincing statement,  he  could  not  but  regret 
that  such  a  refutation  had  not  gone  forth 
to  the  country  at  a  much  earlier  period  — 
that  it  had  not  been  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  in  >  answer  to  the 
first  speech  on  this  subject  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Oldham.  That  hon.  Member 
had  made  many  statements  which  were 
now  proved  to  be  fallacious.  They  were 
made  eight  weeks  ago;  they  had  gone 
forth  to  the  country,  and  had  worked 
their  efiect  on  the  minds  of  the  people. 
The  charge  was,  that  8,000,000/.  of  taxes 
were  raised,  but  that  they  were  so  ingeni- 
ously contrived  that  they  pressed  on  the 
poor  while  the  rich  were,  for  the  greater 
part,  exempt.  The  charge  was  now 
proved,  by  a  most '  convincing  and  unan- 
swerable statement,  to  be  wholly  without 
foundation,  as  indeed  must  be  admitted 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham  himself, 
and  no  doubt  it  would  be  so  admitted, 
if  the  hon.  Member  had  not  allowed  his 
strong  understanding  to  be  so  biassed  that 
he  had  shown  himself  more  ignorant  than 
the  lowest  of  those  whom  he  wished  to 
instruct.  The  hon.  Member  had  shown 
himself  completely  ignorant  of  the  opera- 
tion of  those  taxes  against  which  he 
declaimed.  With  regard  to  that  branch 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham's  state- 
ment which  respected  the  stamps  on  bills 
of  Exchange  he  desired  to  make  one  ob- 
servation, namely,  that  as  the  cost  of  bills  of 
Exchange  was  raised  on  the  transfer  of 
goods,  the  rich  as  well  as  the  poor  bore  it 
equally  and  in  proportion  to  tne  quantity 
consumed.  From  his  means  of.  know- 
ledge on  that  branch  of  the  subject,  he 
was  convinced  that  if  Parliament  should 
determine  to  raise  the  scale,  and  im- 
posed a  high  duty  on  large  bills,  they 
wonid  be  adopting  the  very  best  means 
of  harassing  the  poor,  for  the  rich  man 
would  decline  drawing  the  bill  at  all,  and 
thus  compel  the  man  in  straitened  circum- 
stances, if  he  required  accommodation,  to 
bear  the  whole  cost.  With  respect  to  the 
exemptions  of  land  from  legacy  duty,  it 
was  on  a  fair  principle,  as  land  did  not 
carry  with  it  the  means  of  paying  a  high 
duty,  the  •  same  •  as  personal  property. 
There  were  many  difficulties  in  the  enter- 
ing into  possession  of  landed  property — 
such  as.  the  difficulty  of  proving  the  title,; 


find  others,  which  might  put  off  the  pay- 
ment of  the  duty  from  month  to  month, 
and  from  year  to  year;  so  that  a  tax  of 
that  kind  would  be  a  most  inconvenient 
mode  of  supplying  the  Exchequer.  The 
hon.  member  for  Oldham  was  not  alone 
in  his  assertions,  that  the  taxes  had  been  so 
framed  as  to  press  on  the  poor,  while 
the .  rich  were  exempt.  There  were 
others,  who,  to  court  a  temporary  popu- 
larity, had  raised  a  similar  cry  in  the  coun- 
try. That  cry  had  gone  forth  and  worked 
its  effect.  He  again  repeated,  that  there 
wa$  great  cause  for  regret  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  had  omitted  to  reply 
to  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  at 
the  period  when  he  originally  brought  the 
subject  before  the  House. .  If  he  had  done 
so  much  of  ill  feeling  and  much  mis- 
understanding would  have  been  spared. 
He  could  not  further  avoid  expressing  the 
regret  and  dissatisfaction  with  which  he 
listened  to  the  repeated  attacks  and  in- 
sinuations which  It  had  become  fashion- 
able with  Ministers  and  their  supporters 
to  make  on  the  conduct  of  former  admin- 
istrations. Such  attacks  came,  he  thought, 
with  a  particularly  bad  grace  from  those 
who  now  held  office,  and  could  only  be 
calculated  to  distract  public  observation 
from  existing  defects.  If  Ministers  were 
sensible  of  the  errors  of  past  administra- 
tions, it  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  much 
better  to  set  about  their  correction  than  to 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  with 
idle  complaints,  the  only  object  of  which 
could  be  to  raise  their  own  characters  by 
depreciating  those  of  others. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  after  the  very 
able  and  conclusive  speech  of  his  right 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Spring  Rice),  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  say  a  word  on  this  sub- 
ject; and  he  should  not  have  risen  but 
for  the  observations  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Whitehaven  in  the  close  of  his  speech. 
The  hon.  Member,  after  repeating  some  of 
the  able  arguments  of  his  right  hon.  friend, 
and  adding  some  of  his  own,  had  attacked 
him  (Lord  Althorp)  for  not  having  answer- 
ed the  first  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Oldham.'  He  admitted,  that  at  the  time 
referred  to  he  had  not  given  that  hon. 
Gentleman  a  sufficient  answer,  and 
amongst  other  reasons,  he  was  unable  to 
do  so,  from  the  vagueness  of  the  terms  in 
which  the  hon.  Member's  Motion  was 
couched,  and  from  the  nature  of  the 
speech  with  which  he  introduced  it.  The 
hon, .  Member  talked  of  showing  that  the 
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pooir  pAxA  towards  the  taxes  forty  litses 
at  iniich  as  the  rich,  and  dealt  in  other 
atalem#nt«  eqiiallj  utifoundftd  in  truth. 
To  Sttth  statements  he  codfessed  he  was 
not  pre))at«d  to  give  an  answer ;  and  he 
confessed  his  having  omitted  to  do  so 
oe^asioned  hhn  vet-y  little  regret.  His 
right  hon.  friend  had  expressed  a  wish 
to  i^ply  to  the  hon.  Meml^r's  statements, 
and  his  right  hon.  friend  certainly  had 
done  so  hiuch  better  than  he  coold  have 
done*  As  to  the  charge  of  not  reducing 
the  expenditure  more,  he  would  only  say, 
that  he  had  no  wish  to  underrate  the 
labours  bf  his  predecessors  in  office.  He 
gave  them  credit  for  the  exertions  they 
had  made,  and  he  must  take  the  same 
credit  to  the  present  Government  for  a 
disposition  to  make  all  the  reductions  in 
its  power. 

Mr.  O^Cannell  was  surprised  at  the 
charge  of  ignorance  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Whitehaven  against  his  hon. 
friend  the  member  for  Oldham,  when  the 
hon.  Member  had  shewn  that  he  did  not 
know  the  difference  between  the  legacy 
and  the  probate  duty.  The  probate  duty  was 
payable  in  that  way  which  pressed  heavily 
on  the  poor.  There  were  other  duties 
connected  with  bequests  of  which  the 
great  weight  pressed  on  the  poor,  while 
the  rich  were  comparatively  exempt. 
Without  going  at  that  hour  into  Uie 
details,  he  would  only  observe,  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Oldham  ought  not  to 
have  been  attacked  when  his  object  was 
plainly  to  relieve  the  poor  from  the 
burthens  which  pressed  so  heavily  upon 
them. 

Mr.  Warre  was  surprised  to  bear  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex, as  to  the*  comparative  exemptions  of 
the  French  noblesse,  before  the  French 
revolution,  and  the  higher  classes  in 
England,  from  the  pressure  of  taxation. 
He  should  be  glad  ta  learn  where  the  hon. 
Member  had  collected  his  historical  facts 
en  that  subject ;  for  he  was  sure  thkt  a 
just  reference  to  the  history  of  that  period 
would  show  that  there  was  no  parallel  be- 
tween the  two  cases.  If  he  would  refer  to 
the  able  work  of  Mr.  Arthur  Young  on 
Uie  subject,  he  would  find,  that  the  ex- 
emptions ftx>m  taxation  of  the  French 
nobiess§  before  the  revolution  bore  no 
comparison  whatever  to  those  of  the  rich 
of  tnis  country  in  the  present  day.  In 
fact,    the    rich    in    England    were    not 

eiseiiipt;  bui  to  Fraooe,  at  the  period 


alluded  to,  the  exemptions  of  ibe  nolHltSf 
freed  them  (torn  almost  every  spaciea  ^ 
taxation.  As  to  the  charge  of  a  want  of 
reduction  of  taxation,  be  roust  tay»  that 
wheiB  reduction  had  been  earned  to  m, 
great  exteut«  it  was  much  more  diflfieiiU 
to  reduce  further  than  It  was  when  tlie 
first  reduction  commended.  If  the  tale 
Qovernment  had  reduced*  they  bad  mweb 
to  reduce  from.  The  other  reductiooa 
since  then  had  made  the  task  much  more 
difficult. 

Mr.  Lennard  said,  that  the  statements 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham  were  sueh 
as  would  have  commanded  his  support, 
but  that  the  Government  had  admittad, 
that  there  were  great  abuses  in  the  aysteta, 
and  were  prepared  to  remedy  them.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  should  vote  oa  tbe 
side  of  Government. 

The  House  divided,  on  the  ouestioo 
that  the  words  proposed  by  Mr.  Cobbett 
to  be  left  out,  stand  part  of  tbe  queatAon. 
—Ayes  250;  Noes   26:  M^oriiy  024. 
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Lowther,  Hon.  Col. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  J. 
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0*Connel1,  C. 
Oswald,  R.  A, 
Palmer,  Genertt 
Pease,  J. 
Hiehanis,  J. 
lioche,  W. 
Uiithvent  £. 
Scholefield,  J« 
Torrens,  Lieut^CoL 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
WarburtOD,  H. 
Sellers. 
HuneJ. 
O'Connor,  F. 


Army  Estimates.]  The  House  then 
resolved  itself  into  a  Comniittee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  Eilice  said,  that  as  the  number  of 
men  necessary  for  the  service  of  the  year 
had  been  already  voted,it  wasonly  necesMry 
for  him  briefly  to  recapitulate  the  statemeiii. 
already  made  to  the  House  by  his  right 
hon.  predecessor  (Sir  John » Hobhooee), 
The  additional  foree  required  for  Ireland 
this  year,  aS  compared  wiih  the  last*  ex- 
ceeded 3,000  men,  and  it  was  tliought 
necessary  to  increase  the  force  in  the 
colonies,  chiefly  the  West  Indies  and  ihe 
Mauritius,  nearly  to  the  same  amounl. 
The  total  iacreaset  thereforot  was  6,000 
men.  In  Bn^and,  he  was  happy  to  be 
able  to  say,  it  had  been  found  practicaUe 
to  diminish  the  military  force  to  tbe  extent 
of  about  4,000  men,  and  he  did  not  see  nt 
presenthow  any  greater  leductioo  coqM  bo 
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made.  He  knew  that  his  hon.  fHend,  the 
mettbfer  for  Middlesex  (Mr.  Home),  lit- 
tedded  t9  proptM  a  large  reductkMi ;  but 
iMi  hoped  his  hofa.  friend,  when  he  made 
bis  propoiitioii,  would  state  the  specific 
dMaili  of  the  redtiction  he  contemplated. 
He  could  only  say,  thai  sottie  redactions 
had  been  made  bf  his  predecessors  in 
M^i  that  some  sWre  now  in  progress , 
mid  that,  if  invch  ikioi^e  was  not  done,  it 
was  dot  for  want  of  an  anxious  desire 
to  reduce,  but  because  further  reductions 
were  found  to  be  impracticable,  and  in- 
consistient  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
public  interest.  All  he  could  do  was,  to 
take  care  that  a  strict  cohtrol  should  be 
kept  over  the  expenditure  of  the  depart- 
ment with  which  he  was  connected.  In 
order  to  ae^re  this,  he  should  take  care 
that  that  House  and  the  public  should  be 
nffinded  ample  means  of  inquiry  into 
those  details  which  were  generally  sup- 
posed most  capable  of  reduction.  The 
Eay  ahd  emoluments  received  by  the 
igher  officets  in  the  Army  had  often 
been  Uie  subject  of  invidious  and  unfair 
obserratioo.  The  exceptions  were  fre* 
qoently  stated  as  the  rule ;  and  it  was 
supposed,  because  it  miglit  hare  happened 
in  one  or  two  cases,  that  it  was  constant- 
ly the  case,  that  the  emoluments  of 
general  officers  exceeded  the  fair  rewaid 
to  which  they  were  entitled  for  services 
rendered  the  country.  A  more  unjust 
conclusion  could  not  be  come  to.  To 
prove  that  Government  had  no  desire 
to  withhold  anything  on  this  sufagect, 
they  Were  willing  to  refbr  everything  con* 
nected  with  emoluments  of  officers  of  a 
hi^  rank  to  a  Committee  up-stairs.  The 
right  hon.  Getitleman  theti  proceeded  to 
nmke  some  observationB  with  regfsund  to 
thti  clothing  of  the  Army.  He  admitted, 
that  this  was  a  proper  case  for  inquiry, 
and  that  the  present  system  should  be 
sifted  to  the  bottom,  in  older  that  it  might 
in  future  be  placed  on  a  footing  creditable 
to  the  Army  and  beneficial  to  the  public 
iatdesls.  As  to  the  pay  and  emoluments 
4if  general  officen,  he  thought  everything 
connected  with  that  branch  of  the  service 
would  be  better  considered  by  a  Select 
Committee  np-staira,  than  by  a  Commktee 
in  that  House.  Though  he  was  willing 
to  submit  the  subject  to  a  Committee, 
he  begged  not  to  be  nnderatood  as 
ikssenting  to  that  couise  because  he  did 
not  fully  appreciate  ^e  claims  of  the 
ligher  ofiom  of  the  Army  upon  fte 


justice  and  liberality  of  the  coutitry. 
The  right  hoii.  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving,  ''that  a  sum  of  3,166,9161.  be 
grant^  to  his  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Ex- 
penses of  his  Majesty's  land  forces  at 
home  and  abroad,  froth  the  1st  of  April, 
1833,  till  the  31st  of  Marth,  1634  (both 
days  inclusive)." 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  the  Committee 
had  not  only  to  inquire  into  the  nbmber 
of  troops  which  it  might  be  deemed  expe- 
dient or  necessary  to  employ,  but  also  into 
the  means  and  capabilities  of  the  country, 
and  what  number  of  troops  it  could  affi>rd 
to  maintain.  He  would  State  the  grounds 
,of  his  opposition  to  the  present  grant,  and 
leave  the  Committee  to  judge  how  far  it 
was  expedient  to  persist  in  it.  In  the  first 
place,  then,  he  must  observe,  that  the 
89,000  men  set  down  in  the  present  esti- 
mate, formed  part  only  of  the  establish- 
ment for  whose  support  the  3,168,000^. 
was  demanded.  There  were  other  itetns 
included  in  that  sum  '  which  were  for 
the  maintenance  of  establishments  which 
were  unnecetearily  kept  up.  Of  tha 
3,168,000/.  there  was  a  sum  of  60,000/. 
(or  extra  allowances ;  another  of  63,000/. 
for  the  expense  of  the  recruiting  service, 
and  110,000/.  for  the  Chatham  d^p6t,and 
other  contingencies,  which  might  be  fif 
not  abolished  altogether)  at  least  materially 
reduced.  With  regard,  also,  to  the  num- 
ber of  troops,  he  considered  that,  of  the 
89,000  the  Life  Guards  formed  too  great 
a  proportion  when  compared  with  former 
periods ;  and  the  expenses  of  the  Cavalry, 
as  well  as  the  proportion  of  that  class  of 
troops,  was  much  greater  than  it  had 
formerly  been.  As  for  the  grant  made  for 
the  especial  maintenance  of  the  house-hold 
troops,  he  must  observe  that  whererer  any 
control  existed  in  other  countries  over  the 
expenditure  of  the  Gorernroent  for  the 
military,  there  was  no  instance  of  a  sum 
of  money  being  granted  fbr  that  purpose 
of  which  no  account  Was  furnished  to  the 
publk;  and  in  this  case  there  was  no 
audit  of  the  money  paid  for  the  house- 
hold troops,  which  there  ought  to  be.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
reform  this  error,  and  lay  those  accounts 
before  Parliament,  in  order  that,  if,  as  he 
heard  was  the  case,  the  disbursement  of 
this  money  was  particularly  economical, 
the  other  branches  of  the  service  might  be 
benefited  by  the  circumstance,  and  if  not, 
that  some  Reform  might  be  introduced  in 
its  managementt  The  principal  ^ror  in  th^ 
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very  representations  which  his  right  hon. 
friend  had  just  made  corroborated  all  the 
statements  of  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham. 
If  he  understood  the  meaning  of  that 
hon.  Member  it  was  this — that  the  Legis- 
lature, which  consisted  of  the  rich  and 
noble,  had  systematically  endeavoured  to 
oppress  the  poor,  and  to  protect  them- 
selves. His  right  hon.  friend  had  admitted 
this  to  be  true  to  a  certain  extent ;  for  in 
referring  to  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
member'  for  Oldham  he  had  said — "  Oh, 
don't  object  to  this  any  more — we  admit 
it  to  be  a  grievance,  but  we  have  bills 
ready  for  the  redress  of  it."  He  asserted 
that  his  right  hon.  friend's  statement  was 
full  of  fallacies,  by  which  he  himself  could 
not  have  been  deluded.  He  could  not 
see  any  reason  why  a  poor  man  should  pay 
a  heavy  legacy  duty  upon  300/i  of  per- 
sonal property,  and  a  rich  man  pay  no- 
thing on  receiving  from  his  ancestors  an 
estate  of  as  many  hundreds  a-year.  Was 
it,  therefore,  fair  to  state  that  the  com- 
plaint about  the  inequality  of  the  legacy 
duty  was  a  mere  rubbish  of  fallacies  in  the 
face  of  a  fact  like  this  that  the  poor  man 
pays  more  for  receiving  a  legacy  of  500/. 
than  the  rich  man  for  receiving  an  estate 
of  500,000/.  ?  But,  said  his  right  hon. 
friend,  *'  all  legacies  of  20/.  are  exempted 
from  duty."  -  True,  but  the  fact  was,  that 
if  you  had  to  go  through  the  usual  forms 
of  the  courts  for  this  20/.,  nearly  th^ 
whole  sum  would  be  swept  away  in  legal 
expenses;  and  it  would  not  be  worth 
either  the  seeking  or  the  having.  As  a 
fact  indicative  of  the  temper,  in  which  the 
legacy  duties  were  imposed,  he  would 
state  that  the  plan  of  raising  revenue  by 
means  of  them  ^as  borrowed  from  Hol- 
land. Mr.  Pitt  introduced  two  Bills  for 
that  purpose — one  imposing  a  scale  of 
duties  on  legacies  of  personal  property, 
and  another  imposing  a  similar  scale  upon 
real  property.  The  House  passed  the 
first ;  but  being  composed  of  landowners, 
threw  out  the  last.  He  complained  that 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Oldham  had  been  treated  that  night  with 
a  ribaldry — he  could  call  it  nothing  else — 
which  they  did  not  deserve.  The  fact 
which  he  had  just  quoted  proved  that  the 
influence  of  the  landlords  in  that  House 
had  prevented  justice  from  being  done 
to  the  country  at  large,  so  far  as  regarded 
the  taxation  of  real  property.  As  to  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  with 
respect  to  the  Window-tax,  they  were,  he 
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considered,  an  attempt  to  defaide  the 
House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  takea 
only  the  minimum^  and  had  not  gone  to 
cases  where  the  great  ineqaaiity  of  the  tax 
would  be  much  more  clearly  shown.  Now, 
as  to  the  Stamp-duties  on  cooveyanoes  of 
property,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
taken  those  cases  in  which  It  could  <  be 
shown  that  the  doty  diminished  in  propor- 
tion as  the  sum  increased  beyond  a  cer- 
tain amount ;  so  that,  on  the  laiger  aonu 
the  duty  paid  was  much  less  in  the  pro^ 
portion  than  on  the  smaller.  The  probate 
duty  on  1 ,000/.  was  three  per  cent;  thai 
on  5,000/.  was  two  per  cent;  that  cm 
50,000/.  was  1/.  lOs.  per  cent;  and  the 
same  on  100,000/.  and  all  higher  sums* 
Now,  take  the  duty  on  administrations— 
on  1,000/.,  the  duty  was  45/.  or  four  and 
a  half  per  cent;  on  5,000/.  it  was  1501. 
or  three  percent, ;  and, on  50,000/., it  was 
no  more  than  two  and  a  quarter  per  cent. 
In  short,  every  one  of  those  cases  proved 
the  inaccuracy  of  the  right  hon.  Oeode- 
man  in  coming  to  the  small  sums.  It 
could  not  be  denied  that  there  was  a 
disposition  in  the  Legislature  to  make  ex- 
ceptions in  favour  of  the  nobility.  It  was 
well  known  that  before  the  French  revolu- 
tion there  were  many  exemptions  in  favour 
of  the  noblesse  of  that  country,  but  those 
exemptions  were  slight  in  the  comparison 
of  the  exemptions  from  taxation  made  ta 
favour  of  the  rich  in  this  country,  by  the 
monopoly  which  the  Corn-laws  gave  to 
landed  property.  He  would  say  let  an  in^ 
quiry  be  made,  and  a  valuation  of  property 
as  regarded  taxation,  and  he  was  certata 
that  what  he  stated  would  prove  correct. 
He  thought  it  would  have  been  much 
better  if,  instead  of  recrimination,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  admitted  the 
existence  of  the  inequality  of  taxation, 
and  proposed  that  that  inequality  should 
be  remedied. 

Mr.  Matthias  Aitwood  expressed  his 
surprise  that  after  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Spring  Rice)^a 
speech  of  great  ability,  and  containing  de* 
tailsof  the  most  minute  accuracy — ^in  which 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Oldham,  had  been  completely  refnted, 
those  statements  should  have  been  repeat- 
ed by  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex. 
()e  was  surprised,  after  what  had  been 
stated  in  the  House,  to  hear  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  re-assert  the  charges 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham,  in 
stronger  languagei  and  he  would  almost 
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say  in  a  coareer  maoner  than  that  of  tbe 
hon.  member  for  Oldham  himself.  Giv- 
ing credit  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  the  great  accuracy  of  his  most  con- 
vincing statement,  he  could  not  but  regret 
that  such  a, refutation  had  not  gone  forth 
to  the  country  at  a  much  earlier  period — 
that  it  had  not  been  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  in  answer  to  the 
first  speech  on  this  subject  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Oldham.  That  hon.  Member 
had  made  many  statements  which  were 
now  proved  to  be  fallacious.  They  were 
made  eight  weeks  ago;  they  had  gone 
forth  to  the  country,  and  had  worked 
their  effect  on  the  minds  of  the  people. 
The  charge  was,  that  8,000,000/.  of  taxes 
were  raised,  but  that  they  were  so  ingeni- 
ously contrived  that  they  pressed  on  the 
poor  while  the  rich  were,  for  the  greater 
part,  exempt.  The  charge  was  now 
proved,  by  a  most  convincing  and  unan- 
swerable statement,  to  be  wholly  without 
foundation,  as  indeed  must  be  admitted 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham  himself, 
and  no  doubt  it  would  be  so  admitted, 
if  the  hon.  Member  had  not  allowed  his 
strong  understanding  to  be  so  biassed  that 
he  had  shown  himself  more  ignorant  than 
the  lowest  of  those  whom  he  wished  to 
instruct.  The  hon*  Member  had  shown 
himself  completely  ignorant  of  the  opera- 
tion of  those  taxes  against  which  he 
declaimed.  With  regard  to  that  branch 
of  the  hou.  member  for  Oldham's  state- 
ment which  respected  the  stamps  on  bills 
of  Exchange  he  desired  to  make  one  ob- 
servation, namely,  that  as  the  cost  of  bills  of 
Exchange  was  raised  on  the  transfer  of 
goods,  the  rich  as  well  as  the  poor  bore  it 
equally  and  in  proportion  to  the  quantity 
consumed.  From  his  means  of.  know- 
ledge on  that  branch  of  the  subject,  he 
was  convinced  that  if  Parliament  should 
determine  to  raise  the  scale,  and  im- 
posed a  htffh  duty  on  large  bills^  they 
wonld  be  adopting  the  very  best  means 
of  harassing  the  poor,  for  the  rich  man 
would  decline  drawing  the  bill  at  all,  and 
thus  compel  the  man  in  straitened  circum- 
stances, if  he  required  accommodation,  to 
bear  the  whole  cost.  With  respect  to  the 
exemptions  of  land  from  legacy  duty,  it 
was  on  a .  fair  principle,  as  land  did  not 
carry  with  it  the  means  of  paying  a  high 
duty,  the  same  as  personal  property. 
There  were  many  difficulties  in  the  enter- 
ing into  possession  of  landed  property — 
eiich  as,  the  difficulty  of  proving  the  title,. 


^d  others,  which  might  put  off  the  pav* 
ment  of  the  duty  from  month  to  month, 
and  from  year  to  year ;  so  that  a  tax  of 
that  kind  would  be  a  most  inconvenient 
mode  of  supplying  the  Exchequer.  The 
hon.  member  for  Oldham  was  not  alone 
in  his  assertions,  that  the  taxes  had  been  so 
framed  as  to  press  on  the  poor,  while 
the  .  rich  were  exempt.  There  were 
others,  who,  to  court  a  temporary  popu- 
larity, had  raised  a  similar  cry  in  the  coun- 
try. That  cry  had  gone  forth  and  worked 
its  effect.  He  again  repeated,  that  there 
was  great  cause  for  regret  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  had  omitted  to  reply 
to  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  at 
the  period  when  he  originally  brought  the 
subject  before  the  House. .  If  he  had  done 
so  much  of  ill  feeling  and  much  mis- 
understanding would  have  been  spared. 
He  could  not  further  avoid  expressing  the 
regret  and  dissatisfaction  with  which  he 
listened  to  the  repeated  attacks  and  in- 
sinuations which  it  had  become  fashion- 
able with  Ministers  and  their  supporters 
to  make  on  the  conduct  of  former  admin- 
istrations. Such  attacks  came,  he  thought, 
with  a  particularly  bad  grace  from  those 
who  now  held  office,  and  could  only  be 
calculated  to  distract  public  observation 
from  existing  defects.  If  Ministers  were 
sensible  of  the  errors  of  past  adminbtra- 
tions,  it  wonld,  in  his  opinion,  be  much 
better  to  set  about  their  correction  than  to 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  with 
idle  complaints,  the  only  object  of  which 
could  be  to  raise  their  own  characters  by 
depreciating  those  of  others* 

Lord  AlthoTD  said,  that  after  the  very 
able  and  conclusive  speech  of  his  right 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Spring  Rice),  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  say  a  word  on  this  sub- 
ject; and  he  should  not  have  risen  but 
for  the  observations  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Whitehaven  in  the  close  of  his  speech. 
The  hon.  Member,  after  repeating  some  of 
the  able  arguments  of  his  right  hon.  friend, 
and  adding  some  of  his  own,  had  attacked 
him  (Lord  Althorp)  for  not  having  answer- 
ed the  first  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Oldham.  He  admitted,  that  at  the  time 
referred  to  he  had  not  given  that  hon. 
Gentleman  a  sufficient  answer,  and 
amongst  other  reasons,  he  was  unable  to 
do  so,  from  the  vagueness  of  the  terms  in 
which  the  hon.  Member's  Motion  was 
couched,  and  from  the  nature  of  the 
speech  with  which  he  introduced  it.  The 
hon*  .Member  talked  of  showing  that  the 
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'  simtlfiir  changes  bad  been  effected,  and  whM 
was  the  consequence  ?  Af  by,  the  soldiers 
were  pensioned,  and,  being  pensioned, 
they*  were  not  brought  back  into  active 
service.  When  he  had  the  honour  of 
holding  office  it  was  considered  that  if  the 
expense  of  these  alterations  from  reduc- 
tion to  *  increase  had  not  been  incurred, 
there  would  have  been  a  saving  to  the 
country  sufficient  to  '  have  maintained 
5,000  additional  men.  He  believed  that 
a  calculation  was  made  at  the  time  which 
went  to  prove  that,  out  of  every  thirty-six 
men,  fifteen  were  pensioned.  He  merely 
rose  to  say,  that  the  mode  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  would  prove  most  expensive 
to  the  country.  The  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  had  maintained  that  by  di- 
minishing the  number  of  regiments  a  great 
amount  would  be  saved  in  the  pay  of  the 
officers,  but  this  he  (Sir  Henry  Hardinge) 
denied ;  and,  in  confirmation  of  his  own 
opinion,  he  would  cite  the  evidence  which 
had  been  given  before-  the  finance  Com- 
mittee. The  gallant  General  defended  the 
establishment  of  military  d6p6ts.  The 
troops  sent  out  to  the  colonies  were  the 
roost  healthy  persons,  amongst  whom  the 
mortality  (since  regular  d^p6t8  had  been 
established)  was  in  nvany  cases  less  than  it 
was  in  home  service.  As  to  the  objections 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  relative 
to  .^the  recruiting  service,  he  would  con- 
tend, that  it  would  be  bad  policy  to  allow 
regiments  to  be  weakened  by  being  com- 
pelled to  keep  up  detachments  to  recruit 
for  them.  He  should  not  have  troubled 
the  House  further,  but,  that  having  seen 
a  report  in  a  public  newspaper  which  de* 
scribed  a  servant  of  the  Crown  as  having 
drawn  the  attention  of  persons  to  the  re- 
duction which  had  been  made  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government,  he  trusted 
the  Committee  would  pardon  him  if  he 
contradicted  a  statement  which  had  been 
made.  He  would  beg  to  advert  to  what 
was  the  state  of  things  when  he  left  office, 
and  what  was  the  fact  in  the  present  year. 
When  he  left  the  War-office,  in  the  year 
1 830  the  cost  of  the  effective  of  the  army 
was  3,370,6581.;  in  the  present  year  it 
was  3,537,914/.;  showing  an  increase  on 
the  present  year  of  167,366/.  The  non- 
effective  of  the  year  1833,  as  compared 
with  that  of  1830,  showed  a  decrease  of 
216,496/.  arising  from  great  mortality  in 
respect  to  persons  receiving  pensions, 
half-pay,  and  superannuations.  Now,  de- 
ducting   from  the  decrease  in  the  non- 


effective the  increase  on  the  effective,  the 
remaining  real  decrease  would  be,  in  round 
numbers,  about  50,000/.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  concluded  by  saying  that 
he  meant  to  make  no  invidious  distinction 
or  comparisons  in  regard  to  what  had  been 
done  by  his  Majesty's  present  Government, 
because  he  felt  that  they  had  done  every- 
thing in  their  power,  and  they  should  have 
his  support  in  reference  to  this  vote. 

Sir  Henry  Pamell  said,  he  had  heard 
the  statementof  the  right  hon.  Secretary  at 
War  with  great  satisfaction,  as  he  drew 
thence  a  favourable  augury  that  the  service 
generally  would  be  henceforward  gradually, 
but  effectively,  put  on  a  reduced  scale. .  He 
certainly  thought  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex,  that  the  estabfishment  was 
pitched  at  too  high  a  point,  and  that  the 
example  of  other  countries  had  wrongly 
been  taken  as  a  basis  by  which  to  regu- 
late the  military  force  of  England.  The 
hon.  Member,  however,  had  in  this  in- 
stance proceeded  upon  what  he  considered 
to  be  mistaken  notions  of  economy ;  for 
supposing  that  the  amendments  proposed 
by  him  were  agreed  to,  the  House,  by 
voting  for  the  reduction  of  so  many  men, 
would  only  be  disbanding  them,  and 
throwing  them  upon  the  pension  list  of 
the  army,  from  which  they  could  not  be 
recalled  to  active  service.  The  example 
of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  was  that  which 
he  was  particularly  anxious  to  point  out 
as  worthy  of  imitation;  for  when  that 
noble  Duke  held  office,  his  only  plan  of 
reduction  consisted  in  omitting  to  fill  up 
the  casualties  which  annually  occur  in  the 
army,  and  if  these,  the  average  of  which 
was  very  considerable,  were  suffered  to 
remain  unfilled,  the  hon.  Member's  object 
would  be  very  soon  attained.  There  never 
yet  had  been  accounts  placed  before  the 
House  of  so  fair  and  explicit  a  nature  as 
would  enable  that  House  to  control  the 
vast  expenditure  of  these  establishments. 
An  improvement  of  the  kind  would  be  of 
the  utmost  advantange  to  the  public. 

Major  Beauclerk  entreated  the  present 
Ministry  not  to  oppose  the  expression  of 
the  public  voice  now  so  loudly  uttered  in 
favour  of  extensive  and  important  re- 
duction in  our  expenditure.  Having  voted 
for  the  reduction  of  the  Malt-tax  and  As- 
sessed taxes,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty, 
after  this  Motion  was  disposed  of,  to  move 
that  the  numbers  of  the  army  be  reduced 
7,000  men.  This  was  far  short  of  the  re- 
duction proposed  by  the   hon.  member 
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noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving,  *'  that 
a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  state  of  agriculture,  and  of 
the  persoDS  employed  ia  it." 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Committee  ap- 
pointed. 

Lord  Althorp  moved  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  state 
of  the  Trade,  Manufactures,  and  Shipping 
of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  said,  that  the 
laws  relating  to  the  shipping  of  the  coun- 
try were  of  such  a  nature,  as  to  prevent 
the  interests  of  ships  from  being  mixed 
up  with  either  the  manufactures  or  the 
commerce  of  the  country.  Although  he 
admitted  that  the  commerce  and  the  ship- 
ping of  the  country  were  in  some  degpree 
connected,  yet  still  there  were  points  in 
which  they  differed  mosCmateriallv.  He 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  tne  pro- 
posed inquiry,  as  far  as  it  related  to  the 
shipping  of  the  country,  would  be  perfectly 
unsatisfactory  to  those  connected  with 
that  branch  of  industry. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that,  if  the  business 
were  not  fairly  conducted  in  the  Com- 
mittee, it  would  be  then  well  to  have  a 
separate  one  for  the  shipping  interest 
alone  ;  but  he  thought  the  inquiry  would 
be  properly  conducted. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Committee  ap- 
pointed. 
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HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Monday,  May  6,   1833. 

MiNUTiB.]  PetiUoDi  presented.  By  tfie  Earls  of  Lonsoalc, 
Habbovtbv,  and  Rodkn,  by  the  Bishop  of  GLoucsarKS, 
and  by  Lord  Bcxlbt,  flrom  aereral  Plaoes,-~for  a  Better 
Observanoe  of  the  Sabbath.— By  the  Dukes  of  Wxluwo- 
TON,  Richmond,  and  Noarouc,  by  the  Maiquess  of 
Slioo,  by  the  Earls  of  RooBN,  Rosbbbry,  and  Cablisuc, 
by  Lord  Sotfibld,  and  by  the  Bishop  of  LomxiK,  from 
a  great  many  Places,— against  Slavery.— By  the  Duke  of 
WBLLiNGTOHf  from  Bath,  for  a  farther  Inquiry  Into 
the  State  of  the  Slaves.— By  the  Bishops  of  Gix>u- 
CBBTBE  and  LoNBOiv,  by  the  Earl  of  Radwob,  and 
by  Lord  WBABNCLirvB,  flrom  Gloucester,  Shepperton, 
Tonbridge,  and  Yeote,  for  a  Revision  and  Amendment  of 
the  Sale  of  Beer  Act — By  the  Bishops  of  Chichbatbr, 
and  Loif  SON,  and  by  the  Duke  of  Sombbbbt,  ftom  several 
Places,— against  a  Clause  in  the  Local  Jurisdiction  Bill.— 
By  the  Duke  of  GoROoir,  Arom  Forque  and  its  Vicinity, 

*  for  an  Inquiry  into  the  Agricultural  Distress,  and  for 
Relief.— By  the  Earl  of  Harbowby,  fh>m  the  Coach 
Proprietors,  on  the  Lines  of  Road  between  London, 
Woraester,  Hereford,  and  Gloucester,  agidnst  granting 
Acts  for  the  making  of  Railroads.- By  the  Earl  of  Roes- 
BBBT,  ftom  Dumfries,  against  the  Ezduslve  Rights  and 
Privilsgei  enjoyed  at  present  by  the  Royal  Buighs  in 
SooUand. — By  the  Bishop  of  GLoucBflTBR,  fhmi  the 
Clogy  of  the  Diocese  of  OkMioester,  and  from  the 
Deanery  of  Stows  and  by  the  Earl  of  Roobn,  from  three 
Places  in  Irdand,— against  the  proposed  Measure  of 
Chufch  Refonn  for  Irdand.— By  the  Earl  of  Rodkn, 

.  from  KUkamy.  for  an  Allontkm  in  the  praieot  System  off 


Church  Patronage  in  Scotland;  and  bam.  limerick,  to 
give  Poor  Laws  to  Ireland.— By  tiie  Duke  of  Hamil- 
ton, from  the  Political  Union  of  Ola^sow,  for  the  Exten- 
sion of  Trial  by  Jury  to  the  Inferior  Courts  in  Scodanl 

Wimbledon  Rectory.]  Lord  Lynd- 
hurst  presented  a  Petition  from  the  io- 
habitants  of  Wimbledon,  complaining  that 
the  Tithes  of  their  parish  belonged  to  the 
Dean  and  Ciiapter  of  Worcester ;  that  the 
Curacy,  which  was  a  very  old  one,  was 
worth  only  40/.  a-year ;  and  that  it  had 
never  been  increased,  though  the  tithes 
had  gone  on  increasing  till  they  were  of  a 
very  considerable  amount.  The  petitioners 
also  stated  that  the  D&an  and  Chapter  had 
suffered  the  Rectory  House  to  go  to  ruio, 
and  the  Curate  was  obliged  to  hire  lodg- 
ings at  a  considerable  expense.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  he  had  no  knowledge  of  these 
circumstances  himself,  but  the  petition 
was  signed  by  some  very  respectable  men, 
and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
present  it. 

The  Bishop  of  Rochester  was  not  aware 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  meant  to 
present  the  petition  to-day,  or  he  would 
have  come  fully  prepared  to  state  the 
particulars  of  the  case.  However,  what 
he  knew  on  the  subject  would,  he  hoped, 
satisfy  their  Lordships,  that  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  were  not  to  blame  in  this  matter. 
The  fact  was,  they  did  not  get  a  farthing 
of  the  tithes  in  question.  They  were,  it 
was  true,  the  property  of  the  Chapter,  bat 
they  had  been  let  to  a  noble  Lord,  a 
Member  of  that  House  (Earl  Spencer)  and 
his  family  for  upwards  of  a  100  years. 
All  that  the  Dean  and  Chapter  got  was  a 
quit  rent  of  40Z.  a-year.  At  the  same 
time  it  was  not  correct  to  say,  that  there 
was  one  curate  with  40/.  a-year;  there 
were  two  curates,  and  each  had  40/.  a- 
year.  He  had  been  a  member  of  the 
Chapter  of  Worcester  for  five  years  and 
had  never  received  one  (arthing  from  the 
tithes  of  Wimbledon ;  whatever  money 
was  received  was  expended  on  the  repairs 
of  the  Cathedral.  The  property  was  let 
on  a  lease  of  lives,  and  •  till  the  lives 
fell  in,  the  Dean  and  Chapter  could  make 
no  alteration. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Poor  La^s  (Ireland).]  The  Duke  of 
Sussex  presented  a  Petition  from  the  Free- 
men and  Electors  of  the  City  of  London, 
praying  for  some  legislative  provision  for 
the  poor  of  Ireland.  It  was  signed  by  the 
Lord  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  ten  citizens, 
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of  the  public  ei^penditure,  wby  not  set 
about  it  at  ooqa  ?  The  boat  IVf ember  had 
iFoted  the  other  night  for  reducing  the 
taxe$.  Now  it  appeared  to  him,  that  it 
was  not  acting  fairly  towards  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  vote  for  reducing  the  taxes, 
and  not  to  vote  for  reducing  the  expend- 
iture. 

Mr.  O'Cannell  was  in  favour  of  the 
reduction  prpposed  by  his  hon.  friend.  It 
was  singular  that  in  England,  with  a 
population  of  16,000,000,  not  more  than 
12,000  infantry  were  required;  whilst  in 
Ireland,withapopulation  of  only  8,000,000, 
20,000  infentry  were  now  to  be  voted. 
With  the  English  gentlemen  this  might 
be  a  resign  why  they  would  support  the 
estimate.  For  die  last  twelve  months 
half  the  20,000  were  employed  in  enforc- 
ing tithe,  and  they  would  not  have  their 
amusenieiit  for  nothing ;  but  with  him  it 
was  a  decided  reason  why  he  would  sup- 
port the  reduction  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex* 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend-* 
ment:  Ayes  70;  Noes  238 — Majority 
168. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

E.NOLAND.  Rornilly,J. 

Aglionbvi  H.  A.  Rozniily,  £. 

Attwood,  T.  Staveleyj  J.  K. 

Bainbridge,  E.  T.  Strutt,  £. 

Beauderk,  Major  Thickoesse,  R. 

Boilings  W,  Thompson,  Aid. 

Briggs,  R.  Trelawney,  W.  L.  S. 

Briscoe,  J  T.  Turner,  W. 

Buckin&liam,  J.  S.  Vincent,  Sir  F. 

Buller,C.  Walter,  J. 

Clay,  W.  Warburton,  H. 

Ewart^  W.  Wason^  R. 

Faithfull,  G.  Watkins,  J.  L. 

Fellowes,  H.  A.  W.  Wood,  G.  W. 
Fellowes,  lion,  N.  scotlako. 

Fielden,J.  Gillon,  W.  D. 

GaskelL  D.  Maxwell,  Sir  J. 

Grote,  G.  Maxwell,  J . 

Guest,  J.J.  •  Oswald,  J. 

Guise,  Sir  B.  W.  Wallace,  R. 
Hawes,  B.  ibelavd. 

Hawkins,  J.  H.  Bellew,  R.  M. 

Huftaphery,  J.  Blake,  M. 

Jervis,  J.  Finn,  W.  F. 

Lennasd,  T.  B.  Fitzgerald,  T. 

Lister,  E.  C.  Fitzsimon,  C. 

Lloyd,  J.  H.  Lalor,  P. 

Methuen,  P.  O'Brien,  C. 

Morrison,  J.  G*Connell,  D. 

Palmer,  General  O'Connell,  M. 

Parrott,  J.  0*Connell,  C. 

Philips,  M.  0*Connen,J. 

Potter,  R.  0*ConneU,  Morgan 

Pryse,  p.  O'Connor,  F. 

Robinsoni  Gi  R.  Roche  W. 


Rulhven,  E.  S. 
Rutbven,  £. 
Vigors^  N.  A. 


TELLZB« 

Hume,  J. 


Paired  off. 
Moles  worth,  Sir  W. 

Vote  agreed  to  and  the  House  resumed. 

AORICULTUEB,     TraDB,      MaKUFAO* 

TUH£s,  AND  SHIPPING.]  Lord  Alikorp^ 
in  rising  to  move  for  two  Select  Committees 
of  Inquiry  into  the  agrioulture,  trade, 
manu&cture,  and  shipping  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  said,  he  was  aware  that  there 
existed  a  very  great  wish  for  inquiry ;  and 
in  compliance  with  that  desire,  he  thought 
it  more  proper  to  have  two  Committees 
than  one.  He  should,  therefore,  move 
first  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  state  of  the  agriculture 
and  the  agricultural  labourer  throughout 
the  kingdom,  and  of  another  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  irade,  ma* 
nufhctures,  and  shippinf  of  the  United 
Kin|;dom.  He  thought  more  beaeflt 
would  result  from  inquiry  ip  this  way  than 
from  a  General  Committee  to  incjuire  into 
the  distress  of  the  country.  He  owned, 
however,  that  he  should  do  wrong  if  ho 
led  the  House  to  expect  that  any  g^at 
public  benefit  would  arise  from  the  labours 
of  these  Committees.  Their  appointment 
would  have  the  effect  of  showing,  tba( 
the  expectations  of  the  country  on  the 
subject  of  a  redress  of  grievences  in  the- 
way  desired  were  impossible.  There  was 
a  question  whether  it  would  be  advisable 
to  mix  up  an  inquiry  into  the  shipping 
interests  with  that  connepted  witn  the 
mercantile  and  commercial  eonoerns  of 
the  country.  Now,  he  would  observe,  that 
it  was  most  desirable  the  shipping  should 
be  considered  as  closely  connected  with 
the  manufactures  of  the  nation.  With 
the  commerce  of  the  country,  the  shipping 
was  certainly  connected,  although »  upon 
some  subjects,  there  might  be  some  degree 
of  rivalry.  He  thought  that,  upon  the 
whole,  the  question  connected  with  the 
shipping  interests  would  be  better  oop- 
sidered  in  a  Committee  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  ipanufactures  and  commerce 
of  the  country,  than  if  it  were  inquired 
into  alone ;  but  if  the  gentlemen  connect^ 
with  the  interests  iu  question,  found  that 
the  subject  was  not  fully  inouired  into, 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  another 
Committee  being  appointed  to  inquire 
particularly  into  the  shipping  afiiurs.  The 
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were  wholly  dependant  upon  the  Scotch 
and  English  for  their  support. 

Lord  Ellenbarough  said,  the  Irish  who 
came  over  to  Scotland,  although  they 
might  lower  the  price  of  labour,  contributed 
by  their  labour,  to  the  wealth  of  the 
country.  They  were  as  fully  entitled  to 
relief  as  any  Scotchman  bQrn. 

The  Duke  of  Hamilton  did  not  com- 
plain of  the  Iri^h  poor  who  visited  Scotland 
to  assist  in  getting  in  the  harvest,  or  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  their  labour  other- 
wise; what  he  complained  of  was,  that 
numbers  of  the  poorer  classes  were  sent 
over  from  Ireland,  their  passage  paid,  and 
rewards  received  by  them  from  a  Commit- 
tee to  induce  them  to  emigrate  to  Scotland. 
Such  persons  brought  their  wives,  or  those 
whom  they  called  their  wives,  along  with 
them,  and  whilst  the  men  worked,  the 
women  be^d,  and  finally  the  men  went 
away,  leavmg  the  women  and  an  increased 
population  behind  thein- 

retition  laid  on  the  Table* 


HOUSE    OF    COMMON^ 
Monday,  May  6,  1833, 

MiMvrn.]  Pwftn  ordered.  On  Uie  Motion  of  Mr.  Duir. 
vo?,  AD  Aooouqt  of  the  Number  of  Otlloot  of  Wipe  on 
which  Duty  hat  been  paid  for  Home  Consumption  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  in  the  year  ending  January  5th,  1855. 
— On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Sanoor,  an  Aeoount  of  the 
Number  of  Pilota,  and  of  the  total  Amount  of  Pilotage  re- 
ceived by  them  for  the  Port  of  Liverpool,  in  the  thne 
yean  preoeding  the  year  1796,  and  the  lame  for  the  three 
ycansuooeeding  thatyegr:  the  lame  for  the  yean  1821, 
18SS,  and  1823,  before  the  general  introduction  of  Ste^m 
Veiseb,  and  the  nuneforthe  yean  1830. 1831,  and  183t. 

Bilb.  Read  a ttiird  time:~Tile  Dutiei ;  Pononal  SeUtu  i 
Gottoo  Dutiei. 

Petition!  presented.  By  Mr.  Fatthwvlu  ftom  the  Sootah 
Metropolitan  Union,  for  Abrogating  the  Bdinburgh 
Annuity  Tax.~By  Mr.  A.  Pumam,  Arom  Lindwy. 
Linoohi,  agaiwt  any  Alteration  in  the  Com  Lem. 
— By  Mr.  M.  A.  Tavlou,  from  Bible  Hedingham, 
for  a  Rapeel  of  the  AiMHed  Taui.^By  Oeoenl 
Sharps,  from  Dumfriei,  for  Removing  the  lUitric- 
tiong  upon  the  Jurl«liction  of  the  SheriA  of  Countiea 
(Scotland).— By  Mr.  PsAas,  from  Liabum,  for  Airther 
Mitigntion  of  the  Grimloal  Lew.'^By  Loiil  G,  Lbitmok, 
Sir  fiAMtLBT  WiLMor,  and  Mean.  W.  Dimc»Miw, 
Mnraunr,  R.  Srawb,  Nicboll,  and  Talvot,  fkom 
aeverai  Plaeea,— for  the  Repeal  or  Alteration  of  the  Sale 
of  Beer  Act— By  Mr.  Dillwtwm,  from  Glamorganihirti 
and  by  Sir  RotrLAim  Hill,  and  Lord  HpKniKtnt  from 
the  County  of  Salop,  and  ftqm  Hosne,— for  a  Repeal  of 
the  Malt  Tax.— By  Mr.  Hall,  Mr.  Piknsy,  and  Mr. 
PiABv,  flrom  Lyme  R^ia,  SL  Ivei,  and  Ripon,— for  the 
CorreeUon  of  Corporation  Abuaee,-- By  Mr.  Aldenaaa 
Wood,  from  the  City  of  London,  for  giving  Poor  Lawi  to 
Ireland  t  and  by  Mr.  PaA«a«  from  Mouqtmeiie,  fio  the 
aame  eOict.— By  General  Shasfb,  from  Kirkmahoo  {  and 
by  Mr.  R.  Stswart,  from  Haddlngtoii,'-foran  AlteraUon 
in  the  prcMnt  Byaiem  of  Church  Patronage  in  Scotland.^ 
By  Mr.  Psabk,  from  Darlington,  for  Leauning  the  Duty 
on  Marine  Insurancei.~By  Mr.  Alderman  Wood,  from 
the  Company  of  Vintnen,  againat  Uie  Jurticei  of  the 
Peace  Biil»  and  from  the  Sflemfn  and  Vendfln  in 


Covent  Oaidea  MiriEet,  for  KepeaH^  Om 
impoied  oo  Co0ba4iouie  Keepem.— By  Mr.  YnLvny^ 
TON,  Lord  EACTNOik,  Colonel  Mabcelby,  and  Mr. 
GKoaos  VsaNoXj  ttcm  several  Placet,— fbr  a  BjqMal 
of  the  Hou<e  and  Window  Tai.'^^y  Sir  H.  Va«nT* 
from  Jedburgh  and  Borravitoumcai,  for  a  Repeal 
of  the  Duty  on  Stamped  Reodpti. — By  Mr.  CuTL4a 
FBRSuaaoN,  ftnom  the  Pnwuraton  before  the  ShoiA 
Court  of  Fife,  for  giving  Juriadiction  to  the  SheriA  Ut 
Counties  for  the  Adminiitnticm  of  Bankrupt  Law.— Qy 
Mr.  R.  Sbawk,  flrooi  Halcfwoith,  for  Amending  the  Law 
of  Debtor  and  Creditor,  and  from  theFisherxnenof  Lowei- 
tofl,  ^nst  Legislative  Bnactmeoti,  for  tlie  Better  Ob- 
servance of  the  Sabbath.— By  Colonel  Cowollt,  and  Lord 
LowTHCR,  from  three  Placet,  agaimc  Church  l>anpo- 
ralitiea  (Ireland)  BilL— By  Lord  Saiwon,  fron  Uveipoai, 
for  giving  Poor  ^w«  to  |iei«nd.-*-By  Lord  Q.  BsyTuicv. 
and  Mr.  Alderman  Wooo,  from  three  Plaoea,  for  Relief 
to  the  Dlitenten  in  retpeot  to  Marriages,  Buriali,  and 
Registration.— By  Dr.  Nigvollb,  and  Mf,  (1  Hi.  M. 
•Talvot,  from  Bri4iBnd,  Neath,  wd  GUawtfto^t, 
— «gainat  Removing  the  Glamorgan  Aisiaea. — By  Lord 
Samocw,  from  Liverpool,  for  llemovi^  (he  Cvfl  Ilitt- 
bilitiea  of  the  Jewi ;  «nd  (torn  th«  Propfiftofi  of  the 
Thfadre  Royal  Liverpool,  ia  fovour  of  the  Dramatic  P(f- 
formances  BilL— By  CoJiontf  Conqllt,  and  Mr.  Frrv 
exEALO,  ftmn  Donqjal  and  Dundalk.  for  ttm  AHeralian  af 
the  CHwnd  Jyry  Lavk— By  Mr*  fitfonaAiA^  Cmm  Wo- 
ford*  for  Subetitu|ing  Solemn  AfBrmatioot  (n  lieu  of 
Oatbt. — By  Cqlanel  Comollv,  from  the  OfBeett  of  Iha 
Oaol  of  Uflbrd,  for  Enabling  Grand  Ji^lfi  to  frast  fupv- 
annuBtioai  to  prison  Oflloer^ili  Ueln^.— By  Mr«  D4W- 
BOW,  Lord  Oaoaoa  Lajiwoz,  iir  |EAai»L9Y  WtLnor, 
Mr,  AwoaRaoM  Pclh^m,  Mr.  Fonv,  Cokmel  Toanani, 
Mr.  Aldeiman  WooBt  MhQ«««baii  B4«l«t»  Mf*  Ybl- 
VBHTpw,  Mr«  P948«(  Mr.  WATVKKVJA-t  Btr  A*  Aowv* 
Mr.  W.  OunooMBn,  Mr.  Fowbll  Bonoii»  Mr.  LafTH* 
Mr.  MSTBUSK,  Lord  Watupask,  Mr.  R.  SsAinv  Mr* 
Kiwo,  Mr.  qiiiM>0«B,  Mr*  Bst^hl*  M<;  Havi«  ^  R* 
Hiuk,  Sfar  R.  SiMBoif,  Colonel  Fa«PimicK  Howabd. 
Mr.  SnappABOt  M^  W.  A.  Williambi  Mr.  Fotuna. 
Lotd  Onoaan  Bimncs,  Mr.  FainoMU  Sir  Q90«n 
GasT,  Mr.  Libtbk,  Mr.  S.  Trblawxbt.  Mt.  C  J* 
Stanlbt,  Mr.  Chapmaw,  Me.  Toosa,  Mr.  BnocxLl- 
suauTt  Mr.  C.  Talbot,  Sir  H.  WiLuopmuTi  Mr. 
TBBocBMoBTQBf  Mr.  VsBWov  8iiitB«  Mf*  V^MOC*  8ir 
T.  B.  Lbwhabo,  Colonel  CobollTi  Lord  Vltaouat 
LowTBBB,  Mt.  Madockb,  BUd  Mr.  J.  M^BMM,  tnm  a 
very  great  Number  of  Plaoaa.^on'nat  Slavery.-^  Mr. 
DiWBOw,  Sir  liABnLBT  Wilho? ,  Mr.  AnofnaoB  PBi«4l'* 
Coionel  ToBBBHS,  Mr.  BiwoBAai  BABiffOi  Lqid  Tiieoaat 
MoLTKBOV,  Mr.  AwTBOMT  Lepbot,  Mr.  Pbabb,  air  A. 
Aowgw,  Mr.  W.  Duncombb,  Sir  H.  Vbrvbv»  Mr.  It 
Sbawb,  Sir  R.  StMKOB,  Mr.  ^nina  Willuhs.  Vl 
Fbbton,  Captain  Jowbb,  tord  Viscount  CAanroBf  Nl 
Pbilip  Howabd,  Lord  Viscount  Sanbok.  Lord  ViieoeBt 
CuvBi  Mr.  Vbbnok,  Cok>ne|  GqnoU'V«  wd  Mi^  Uap- 
ooobc,  fhmi  a  gtcat  Number  of  Plvaot,— for  the  Bfttv 
Obtervanoe  of  ^  Sabbath.— By  Mr.  O^Cobwbll,  ftem 
Horley,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Malt  and  H«r*^ 
By  Mr«  Hop^BB*  from  Rolvenden,  for  Relief  to  the  Afd- 
cultural  Diitjaiit  «nd  by  Sir  F.  ViweBNT,  clom  two  IV* 
Ithea  in  St.  Alfaan't,  for  Adopting  tndi  ports  of  the  Loel^ 
Day  ObsenraneB  Bitt  m  may  bBdoBaed  At !« the  |laH» 

Bribery  AT  Elbctions.]  Mr. /*aitf* 
full  prtsented  a  Petition  ft'om  the  eitcUift 
and  otber  inhabitants  of  Chichester,  siffo*^ 
by  between  3,000  and  4,000  inditidualfi 
complaining  that  the  Reform  Act  coo- 
tained  no  efficient  elauie  (or  the  prevenMOo 
of  bribery  and  undue  influence  at  dectioss 
of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  The 
petitioners  complained  in  particular  of  ib« 
system  of  bribery  and  treating  at  the  M 
election,  and  that  one  of  the  candidalfs 
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on  the  hustings  refused  to  pledge  himself 
not  to  be  a  party  IP  the  proceediogSy-^that 
large  aunia  of  money  were  consequently 
expended  in  the  contest,  and  that,  owing 
to  nndue  inflnence,  many  of  the  electors 
had  been  compelled  to  vote  contrary  to 
their  consciences,  Th^  petitioners  con- 
clnded  by  praying  for  Vote  by  Ballot,  the 
shortening  of  the  duration  of  Parliament, 
and  for  a  cheap  and  easy  mode  for  the 
conviction  of  candidates  guilty  of  bribery 
and  treating  at  elections.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber laid,  that  though  ha  did  not  take  upon 
himself  to  state  that  the  allegations  in  the 
petition  wera  true,  vet  be  believed  them 
to  be  so,  particularly  as  the  petitioners 
stated  their  readiness  tp  prove  them  on 
oath;  at  ^U  events,  h^  was  confident  that 
tb^  avstem  prevailed  to  a  great  extent 
elsewnere,  and  as  long  as  it  was  permitted 
to  contique,  it  was  a  farce  tQ  talk  of  purity 
pf  flection.  If  no  other  individual  did  so, 
he  sboyld  himself  sabmjt  a  proposition  to 
tba  Housa  on  a  future  day  founaed  on  this 
petition,  ill  thepmydrpfwhieb  be  heartily 
conpurrad. 

Ijofd  ArUiur  Z^nnox  said,  that  be  felt 
indebted  to  the  hon.  member  for  Brighton 
for  the  courtesy  be  bad  shown  him  ia 
apprising  him  of  bis  intention  of  presenting 
the  petition  from  Chichester  on  that  day, 
as  it  afforded  bim  an  opportunity  of  reply- 
ing tp  those  parts  of  it  which  might  seem 
to  cast  an  imputation  on  him.  That  coo* 
aiderable  sumsof  money  bad  been  eipended 
by  candidates  for  Chjpbester,  to  promote 
their  return,  within  the  memory  of  the 
petitioners,  was  most  perfectly  tvu^ ;  but 
when  h$  informed  the  Hoqse  that  there 
iad  been  no  less  than  five  severely  con* 
testad  elections  for  that  place  within  the 
Iflft  i^ven  ye^rs,  be  wai  sure  tbev  would 
not  b^  surprised  that  such  should  have 

b^n  the  case;  neither  would  they  be 
astogi^hed  if,  in  the  heat  pf  these  contests 
Ih^re  should  have  been  an  unusaal  demand 
for  a  beverage,  the  consumption  of  which 
it  waa  a  favourite  project  of  a  late  Par- 
)iament>  and  he  might  add  too,  a 
favourite  project  of  a  Reformed  House  of 
Commons,  to  promote;  but  when  it  was 
asserted  that  9  system  qf  beer-drinking 
and  treating  still  continued  to  prevail  in 
Chichester,  he  dented  the  aasertion  in  the 
most  positiva  and  unqualified  terms,  so  far 
as  it  might  ba  considered  as  relating  to 
bin|i)  or  to  any  of  his  friends.  He  denied 
also,  on  his  own  behalf  that  undue  influ* 
apce  bad  bean  used,  pr  that  any  elector 


was  ever  compelled  to  vote  for  him  contrary 
to  his  inclination  or  contrary  to  a  promise 
previously  given  to  any  other  candidate. 
He  was  proud  to  say,  that  he  owed  his  seat 
not  to  bribery  or  corruption  of  any  kind, 
not  to  undue  influence,  but  to  the  free 
and  unbiassed  suffrages  of  as  independent 
and  high-minded  a  constituency  as  any  in 
the  United  Kingdom.  With  regard  to 
the  prayer  of  the  petitioners  he  dissented 
from  that  part  of  it  which  called  upon  the 
House  to  shorten  the  duration  of  Parlia- 
ments, and  to  enact  that  in  future  the 
votes  of  electors  might  be  taken  by  BaUot 
but  having  as  strong  a  feeling  against 
bribery  as  any  man  he  most  cordially  con- 
curred in  that  part  of  it  which  askeid  the 
House  to  enact  a  law  for  the  sure  punish- 
ment, and  easy  and  cheap  conviction,  of 
candidates  guilty  of  that  offence.  He  had 
felt  it  his  duty  to  make  these  few  observa- 
tions, not  only  in  justice  to  himself,  but 
also  in  justice  to  those  to  whose  good 
opinion  be  owed  his  seat;  but  when  he 
looked  at  the  names  attached  to  the  peti- 
tion, and  saw  amongst  them  many  sup^ 
porters  of  his  own,  be  could  not  believe 
that  the  imputations  contained  in  the  peti* 
tion  could  be  aimed  at  him. 
Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

CiiuBcii  Temporalities  (Irelakd);] 
Lord  Altborp  having  moved  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Irish  Church  Temporalities  Bill. 

Mr.  Goulbum  stated,  that  he  observed 
in  the  16th  section  of  the  Bill  a  declaration 
that  bis  Majesty  had  placed  that  part 
of  the  hereditary  revenues  of  the  Crown 
derived  from  the  Archbishoprics  and  Bish- 
oprics to  be  abolished,  at  the  disposal 
pf  Parliament.  He  (Mr,  Goulburn)  had 
looked  over  the  records  of  the  House 
in  order  to  discover  any  message  from  the 
Crown  to  that  effect,  but  had  been  unable 
to  find  any.  Perhaps,  however,  such  a 
message  had  been  delivered,  and  he  begged 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  for  information  on 
the  subject? 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  it  was  true  that 
there  was  no  specific  message  such  as  that 
alluded  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but  that  he  did  not  conceive  any  such 
specific  message  to  be  necessary.  The 
subject  had  been  referred  to  by  his  Majesty 
in  his  Speech  on  the  opening  of  Parliament, 
and  his  assent  had  been  officially  signified 
in  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Wynn  said|  that  a  distinct  message 
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from  the  Crown  was  indispensable  before 
the  House  could  proceed  to  legislate  with 
reference  to  any  of  the  hereditary  revenues 
of  the  Crown, 

Lord  Althorp  regretted,  that  this  ob> 
jection  had  not  been  raised  at  the  time 
the  former  objection  was  raised  to  the 
mode  of  proceeding.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, that  the  passage  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  at  the  commencement  of  the 
pressent  Session,  in  which  his  Majesty  ob- 
served, ''your  attention  will  also  be  directed 
to  the  state  of  the  Church,  more  par- 
ticularly as  regards  the  temporalities  and 
the  maintenance  of  the  clergy,"  was  quite 
sufficient.  His  Majesty,  in  that  passage, 
called  upon  the  House  to  enter  into 
the  consideration  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  Wtmn  said,  that  the  Bill  was 
printed  onTuesday  morning,  and  proposed 
to  be  read  a  second  time  on  Thursday, 
and  in  the  cursory  glance  which  he  gave 
to  it  under  those  circumstances,  it  could 
not  be  expected  that  he  could  discover  all 
the  blunders  in  it.  He  discovered  one 
error  which  was  fatal.  The  error  now 
brought  to  light  certainly  had  not  struck 
him,  but  it  was  not  the  less  important. 

Mr.  Goulburn  remarked,  that  this  was 
no  trifling  question.  It  was,  whether  that 
House  should  enter  into  the  consideration 
of  the  disposal  of  the  hereditary  revenues 
of  the  Crown  without  a  previous  message 
from  the  King,  intimating  that  he  placed 
those  revenues  at  their  disposal.  The 
revenue  derived  in  the  case  in  question, 
was  as  much  the  hereditary  revenue  of  the 
Crown  as  the  revenue  from  the  woods 
and  forests.  That  the  noble  Lord  was 
aware,  that  the  House  would  not  presume 
to  interfere  with  the  latter  unless  upon  an 
express  message,  was  evident  from  the 
fact  that  the  noble  Lord  had  himself,  that 
very  evening,  delivered  a  message  upon 
the  subject.  And  be  it  recollected,  that 
the  message  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
brought  down  respecting  the  woods  and 
forests  went  only  to  inquire  into  their  state 
and  condition ;  how  much  more  necessary 
was  a  message  when  the  proposition  was 
to  destroy  a  part  of  the  hereditary  revenue 
of  the  Crown  for  ever  ?  What  part  of  the 
revenue  of  the  Crown  would  be  safe  if 
such  a  course  were  permitted?  Why  should 
not  any  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  behind 
him  get  up  and  propose  a  measure  to 
dispose  of  some  other  part  of  the  revenue 
of  the  Crown  ?  The  noble  Lord,  as  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer^  and  as  sworn  to 


protect  the  revenues  of  the  Crown,  ought 
not  to  press  forwacd  a  Bill  of  this  de- 
scription without  a  preliminary  message 
from  the  Crown.  For  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  invade  the  revenues  of  the  Crown 
without  such  a  message  was  a  violation  of 
the  principles  of  the  Constitution. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  expressed  his  concur- 
rence in  the  sentiments  of  his  right  hon. 
friend.  It  was  distinctly  stated  in  the  Bill, 
that  his  Majesty  had  placed  the  revenues  in 
question  at  the  disposal  of  the  House; 
and  how  could  they  proceed  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time,  and  sanction  that 
assertion,  unless  they  had  that  assent 
formally  signified  ? 

.  Mr.  Hume  suggested,  that  some  plan 
should  be  adopted  of  embodying  the  Rules 
and  Orders  of  the  House  in  a  distinct  and 
intelligible  shape,  so  that  every  Member 
might  be  able,  without  difficulty,  to  make 
himself  acquainted  with  them,  instead  of 
trusting  to  the  research  and  experience 
of  one  or  two  particular  Members.  Cer- 
tainly the  rules  of  that  House  were  not 
mere  matters  of  form,  and,  by  not  following 
them,  public  business  was  continually  de- 
layed or  risk  was  run  of  delaying  it. 
Such  a  digest  as  he  proposed  had  been 
made  of  the  rules  and  orders  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States;  and  he  must 
repeat,  that  it  would  be  very  convenient  to 
have  such  a  digest  of  the  rules  of  that 
House.    . 

Mr.  Matthias  AttwoodsM^  that  the  Bill 
was  based  upon  an  assertion  which  was  to- 
ally  unfounded.  The  32nd  clause  of  the  Bill 
stated,  that  his  Majesty  had  been  pleased 
to  signify  his  intention  to  place  at  the 
disposal  of  Parliament  his  interest  in  the 
temporalities  and  custody  of  certain  Arch- 
bishoprics and  Bishoprics,  whereas  his 
Majesty  had  been  graciously  pleased  to 
do  no  such  thing.  They  ought  not  lo 
proceed  on  an  allegation  void  of  truth. 

Mr.  Secretary  Stanley  said,  it  was  true 
that  there  had  been  no  specific  message 
from  his  Majesty  on  this  particular  provision 
of  the  Bill  which  was  now  referred  to ;  but 
it  was  equally  manifest  that  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  and  in  the  subsequent 
recommendation  to  that  House,  a  general 
sanction  was  given  by  his  Majesty  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  In  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  the  attention  of  the  House  was 
called  to  the  state  of  the  Church,  more 
particularly  as  regarded  its  temporalities 
and  the  maintenance  of  the  clergy,  and  to 
the  question  whether  the  revenues  of  the 
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Church  might  Dot  admit  of  a  more  equit- 
able and  judicious  distribution.  And  it 
was  upon  his  Majesty's  recommendation 
that  those  Resolutions  were  introduced 
upon  which  the  Bill  was  subsequently- 
formed.  It,  therefore,  appeared  to  him 
quite  clear,  that  his  M^esty  had  sanctioned 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  It  might,  per- 
haps, be  expedient  that,  before  the  House 
oame  to  the  consideration  of  the  specific 
clause,  a  more  distinct  message  should 
come  down  in  reference  to  it.  Upon  this 
he  offered  no  opinion ;  but,  however  that 
might  be,  he  did  not  think  there  was 
any  thing  in  the  case  to  vitiate  what 
had  already  been  done,  or  to  preclude  the 
House  from  proceeding  with  the  second 
reading.  He  could  not  help  remarking, 
that  this  second  objection,  after  such  a 
lapse  of  time,  upon  a  mere  point  of  form, 
conveyed  the  idea  that  there  might  be 
considerable  reluctance  on  the  part  of  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  to  deal  witft  its 
substance. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  oc- 
currence was  clearly  an  oversight.  The 
noble  Lord  must  know  as  well  as  he 
did,  that  there  ought  to  have  been  the 
same  message  with  regard  to  this  Bill 
as  there  had  been  this  evening  relative 
to  the  Woods  and  Forests.  As  to  the 
recommendation  from  his  Majesty,  that 
did  not  affect  the  question,  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  that 
recommendation  would  have  been  equally 
necessary  if  there  were  no  revenues  of  the 
Crown  to  be  resigned. 

Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  there 
was  no  more  necessity  for  a  specific 
message  before  the  second  than  before  the 
first  reading. 
^  Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  the  King  had 
signified  in  three  different  ways  his  sanction 
of  the  Bill — first,  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne — next,  in  his  recommendation  to 
that  House — and,  thirdly,  by  the  circum- 
stance of  the  measure  being  brought  for* 
ward  by  his  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  said,  that  if  this 
objection  were  valid,  a  great  deal  of  time 
must  be  lost,  because  it  would  be  necessary 
to  begin  again.  It  would  be  time  enough 
to  reject  the  clause  in  the  Committee, 
if  it  appeared  that  it  was  not  properly 
authorised. 

Mr.  Shdw  said,  it  was  wrong  that  the 
Bill  should  have  been  read  a  first  time 
without  the  necessary  Message;  but  that 
was  the  fault  of  those  who  brought  the 


measure  forward,  and  not  of  the  House, 
who,  at  that  time,  knew  nothing  of  the 
contents  of  the  Bill.  The  House,  however, 
would  now  be  adopting  that  error,  if, 
being  aware  of  the  circumstances,  it  suf- 
fered the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  read. 

Lord  Althorp  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bin. 

Mr.  GottZ6ttm  reiterated  his  objection 
to  the  proceeding,  and  said,  that  the  pre- 
cedent might  be  used  hereafter  to  deprive 
the  King  of  his  remaining  rights.  He 
would  ask  the  Speaker  whether  it  was 
consistent  with  the  orders  of  the  House  to 
read  a  Bill  a  second  time  containing  an 
allegation  relative  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Crown  which  was  not  correct. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  question  appeared 
to  him  to  be  whether  the  message  would 
be  in  time,  between  the  second  reading 
and  the  Committee,  or  whether  it  ought  to 
be  before  the  second  reading.  If  it  ought 
to  precede  the  second  reading,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  it  ought  equally  to  have 
preceded  the  first.  If  the  House  were 
authorized  to  deal  with  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  at  the  first  reading,  whatever  may 
be  its  contents,  they  could  not  be  altered 
before  the  details  came  to  be  considered 
in  Committee.  If  the  House  should  go 
into  Committee  without  the  message,  that 
part  of  the  Bill  to  which  the  message 
should  refer  would  not  be  within  its  juris- 
diction. If  the  House  considered  that 
there  had  been  a  sufficient  sanction  for 
the  first  reading,  in  his  opinion  there  was 
also  a  sufBcient  sanction  for  the  second  ; 
but  if  there  were  sufficient  for  both,  still  it 
did  not  follow  that  there  was  sufficient  for 
the  House  to  deal  with  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Question  put,  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Mr.  ShaWf  having  to  oppose  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord,  "that  the  Irish 
Church  Temporalities  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,''  was  anxious  to  guard  him- 
self from  the  imputation  of  being  opposed 
to  all  Reform — of  being  hostile  to  such 
alterations  as  time  and  circumstances  might 
have  rendered  wise  or  necessary,  as  well  as 
from  the  imputation  of  feeling  any  indis- 
position to  correct  abuses  or  adopt  im- 
provements which  might,  according  to  the 
language  and  professed  objects  of  the  Bill, 
"  conduce  to  the  advancement  of  religion, 
and  to  the  efficiency,  preeminence,  and 
stability  of  the  united  Church  of  England 
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directly  to  the  points  upon  which  he  waft 
at  issue  with  the  Bill,  he  would  clear  the 
way  of  some  which  he  would  not  then  dis- 
pute.  The  first  was  the  abolition  of  Vestry 
cess.    He  should  be  quite  pret)ared    to 
maintain   upon   principle   the  justice   of 
making  all  the  subjects  of  a  state  charge- 
able for  the  support  of  the  national  reli- 
gion, but  under  the  present  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances of  Ireland,  his  only  complaint 
on  the  subject  was,   that  his  Majesty's 
Government  had  not  given  to  the  clergy 
in  Ireland  the  opportunity  of  voluntarily 
taking  upon  themselves  this  charge,  which 
he  believed  they  were  in  general  willing 
to  do  for  the  sake  of  removing  a  specious 
pretext   for    discontent,    and    even    thd 
appearance  of  any  impediment  to  their 
spiritual  usefulness.     Then  as  to  the  aug- 
mentation of  small  livings — the  dissolution 
as  far  as  it  was  practicable  of  unions,  and 
the  enforcement  of  residence — these  were 
objects  which,  so  far  as  they  could  be  pro- 
rooted  by  the  Bill,  all  had  his  cordial 
support.     But  there  were  two    leading 
principles  of  the  measnre  to  Which  he 
never    could    assent,    and    these    would 
oblige  him  to  conclude  by  moving  as  an 
Amendment  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  six  months.     He   meant, 
first,  the  diversion  of  Church  property  to 
uses  merely  secular;  and  secondly,  the 
tendency,  in  various  respects,  of  the  Bill, 
to  lower  the  authority  and  diminish  the 
influence  of  the  Protestant    established 
religion  in  Ireland.    That  which  related 
to  the  invasion  of  the  property  of  the 
Church,  was  an  objection  general  iii  its 
nature ;   for  if  the  principle  were  once 
admitted,  it  must  shake  the  foundation 
and  render  insecure  the  possession  of  all 

Sroperty,  lay  as  v^ell  as  ecclesiastical.  His 
fajesty's  Ministers,  indeed,  contended 
that  applying  to  the  general  purposes  of 
the  State,  the  profits  arising  from  the  pro- 
posed change  in  Bishops'  leases  was  no 
infringement  of  the  rights  of  property ; 
but  this  was  a  sophistry  unworthy  of 
them.  The  question  should  at  once  be 
decided  whether  or  not  Church  property 
was  to  be  held  sacred ;  and  if  they  were 
to  spoliate  it,  then  let  them  openly  profess 
that  intention,  and  not  attempt  to  cover  it 
under  the  special  plea  of  a  pretended  act 
of  justice.  He  would  ask  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Althorp)  had  not  the  proposition 
received  the  same  construction  by  both 
sides  of  the  Hoase,  one  supportiogi  and 


Ih^  other  opposing  it,  bebause  it  did  In- 
volve the  principle  that  the  reyenuto  of 
the  Church  were  applicable  tJ6  othet-  than 
ecclesiastical  purposes  ?    Bfit  the  Act  of 
10th  and  11  th  Charlie  1st  was  coiielusive 
bn  the  subject;  its  title  was,  ''  tin  Act  fbr 
the  Preservdtidn  of  th6  Inheritaiice  and 
Rights  belongitig  tb  the  Chhrch  and  Pet- 
sons  Ecclesiasticar* — stating  as  well  thb 
fact  that  the  inheritance  did  belong  to  the 
Church,  as  that  the  object  of  the  L^isla- 
lure  was  to  preserve,  and,  as  it  farther 
stated  in  the  preamble,  to  continue  that 
Inheritance  in  the  Church.     And  the  4th 
Section  gives  as  the  reason  for  nan-allcna- 
tion,  that  the  successors  of  the  Bishops 
may  not  be  prejudiced — precisely  a  similar 
case  to  an  individual  settling  his  prt)perty 
in  strict  entail — giving  certain  power  to 
the  tenant  in  life,  but  limiting  them  for 
the  benefit  of  his  successors,  just  as  in  this 
case.    The  fee,  as  it  were,  remained  in 
the  Church,  and  eabh  Bishop  was  to  b^ 
Regarded  as  the  tenant  for  life  ;  but  could 
any  one  who  read  the  Stattite,  who  re- 
garded the  principle  or  considered  the 
practice  of  our  laws,  suppose  it  was  iti- 
tended  to  keep  in  abejfance  an  advilntage 
which  at  any  time  the  state  might  reserve 
to  itself.    The  supposition  was  so  mon- 
strous^ that  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
argtie  coolljf  a^inst  it.    His  neat  olijec- 
tion  was,  that  the  spirit  which  pervaded 
the   Bill    was   inimical   to   ecclesiasticsl 
authority  and  influence.    The  formation 
of  the  Board  gave  the  great  preponderance 
to  the  lay  commissioners,  being  in  respect 
of  the  permanent  commissioners  in  the 
proportion  of  two  to  one,  and  so  virtually 
at  least  in  those  that  were  to  be  appointed 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  three  of  whom 
were  to  be  lawmen  With  salaries,  having 
no  other  duties  to  perform,  opposed  to 
thtee  Bishops,   Who  must  have  Various 
avocations  at  a  distance  frotn  the  Board. 
He  objected  nlost  strdngly  to  this  Board 
having  the  power  to  suspend  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  incumbent  to  paHshes  in  Which 
service  had  nOt  been  performed  for  three 
years.     He  objected  also  to  the  provision 
that  no  grant  of  money  should  be  made 
for  the  building  of  a  Church  without  the 
subscription  of  a  certain  number  of  Pro- 
testants>  a  condition  which  in  the  poorer 
parishes  must  operate  as  an  impediment 
to  the  spnsad  of  the  esfablished  religion. 
But  upon  this  point  the  strongest  objec- 
tion  to  his  mind  was  the  reduction  of  the 
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miial  bfe  Ibihnd  through  means  of  the 
bmhoprics  for  the  Vestry  cess,,  rather  let 
the  incomes  than  the  number  of  the  fsture 
bishops  be  reduced — 4,000/.  a  j^ar  for 
esch  of  the  Bisfaot^s,  and  6^000/.  for  the 
Archbish<^^  would  leave  a  sum  of  about 
409000/.  a  jrear  applicable  tt)  that  purpose. 
He  saw  no  beneBt  that  could  arise»  and 
man|f  evilb  whi^h  must)  both  in  an  ecclesi- 
astical and  political  point  of  view^  ensue 
from  the  diminution  of  the  number  of 
bishdpricsi  Firit,  consideriog  the  matter 
in  an  ecclesiastical  point  of  view^  the  re- 
duction was  in  dirett  opposition  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Bill,  for  the  preamble  declared 
th^t  it  was  to  compel  residence^  to  prevent 
unions,  to  suppress  pluralities ;  and  yet 
the  proposition  was,  to  unite  bishoprics, 
and  that  iti  a  most  unsatisfactory  and  in- 
convenient manner.  Instead  of  adhering 
to  the  deelflred  principles  of  the  Bill,  and 
ensuring  the  efficient  residence  of  every 
Bishop  upon  his  diocese,  duties  were  to 
bb  imposed  upon  them  which  it  ivould  be 
impossible  f6r  them  to  discharge,  tt  should 
bb  remembered  that  there  was  a  material 
difference  between  the  duties  of  the 
Bishops  in  Ireland  and  of  the  Bishops  of 
England.  In  England  the  Archdeacons 
naturally  relieved  the  Bishops,  l)y  per- 
forming the  annual  visitation  and  other 
duties*  but  in  Ireland  the  whole  of  them 
w%re  performed  by  the  Bishops.  He  had 
always  understood  that  one  of  the  strong- 
est disadvantages  Ii*elaud  laboured  under 
was  having  a  large  number  of  non- resident 
proprietors  s  and  yet  by  this  Bill  it  was 
proposed  to  take  aWay  no  less  than, ten 
resident  proprietors  who  had  the  rank  of 
Peers.  And  that  objection  applied  to  the 
reduction  of  the  property  of  the  Church 
generally.  There  were  about  two  thou- 
sand clergymen  in  Ireland,  who  received 
on  the  average  an  income  of  250/.  a  year ; 
and  surely  any  reduction  either  in  the 
number  or  in  the  income  of  such  a  resid- 
ent gentry  must  be  an  injury.  He  was 
willing  to  provide  for  all  Church  purposes 
out  (^  Church  property,  and  to  renaedy 
all  abuses  and  to  effect  all  desirable  altera- 
tions ;  but  he  vras  not  willing  to  consign 
the  reformation  of  the  Church  to  its  known 
enemies,  when  it  ought  to  be  intrusted 
only  to  its  friends,  viewing  the  matter 
in  that  way,  he  objected  to  the  proposi- 
tion with  respect  to  the  fund  looked  for 
fttym  the  sale  of  leases.  In  principle  that 
prefect  was  unjustifiable — in  practice  it 
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vinccd  that  the  calculatbns  of  the  noble 
tiord  would  be  found  most  fallacious. 
Instead  of  there  being  a  large  surplus 
fund  for  the  use  of  the  Government  there 
would  not  be  more  than  sufficient  to  pro- 
vide for  the  Vestry-cess.  He  put  it  there^ 
fore  to  the  noble  Lord  to  say  whether  he 
Would  persevere  in  a  project  which  could 
only  have  the  effect  of  giving  a  triumph 
to  the  enemies  of  the  Church,  or  whether 
he  would  adopt  a  plan  which  was  equally 
advantageous  with  reference  to  the  pecu- 
niary produce,  and  in  accordance  with  the 
feelings  of  the  friends  of  the  Church. 
Surely  the  object  of  the  noble  Lord  could 
not  be  to  throw  a  sop  to  senseless  clamour 
— to  gratify  the  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex by  destroying  ten  Bishops?  Such 
a  number  would  hardly  satisfy  the  hon. 
Member ;  he  would  be  far  better  pleased 
to  have  twenty ;  and,  together  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Oldham,  would  have  no 
manner  of  objection  to  have  fif\y  coronets 
thrown  in  to  the  bargain.  Doubtless  the  hon. 
menlber  for  Middlesex,  if  he  had  them  in 
the  mortar  of  blind  superstition  and  popu* 
lar  folly,  would  apply  the  pestle  to  their 
destruction  secundum  ariem.  But  if  it 
were  possible  for  the  noble  Lord  to  have 
any  such  view,  let  him  not  imagine  that 
this  measure  would  effect  his  purpose. 
If  the  principles  set  forth  in  it  were  adopt- 
ed,, then  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex, 
and  those  who  thought  with  him,  would 
never  be  content  till  it  was  fully  followed 
out,  and  the  whole  of  the  property  of  the 
Church  spoliated.  He,  therefore,  called 
upon  the  Government  to  seek  to  reform 
the  Church  in  concert  with  its  friends,  and 
not  in  compact  with  its  enemies.  He  firmly 
believed  that  if  the  reformation  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  was  left  to  the  hon.' 
member  for  Middlesex,  he  would  leave  it 
possessed  of  just  as  much  as  was  worth 
nothing,  and  no  more.  In  fact,  the  con* 
duct  of  the  hon.  member  reminded  him 
very  much  of  a  case  which  had  come 
before  him  ashoit  time  since.  Two  men 
were  charged  with  a  highway  robbery, 
and  it  appeared  that  they  had  plundered 
the  prosecutor  of  everything,  but  the  prose- 
cutor requested  the  robbers  would  return 
an  old  umbrella  and  a  bottle  of  wash 
which  was  useful  only  in  a  particular 
trade.  The  highwaymen  having  no  use 
for  the  articles,  complied  with  the  request, 
with  perhaps  full  as  much  civility  asthe  hon. 
Member  would  be  disposed  to  show  the 

Churcb-^but  thejf  carried  off  all  thai  was 
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valuable  or  profitable  to  themselves.  They 
hady  however,  for  that  offence  been  trans- 
ported for  their  lives,  but  he  feared  the 
dread  of  no  such  salutary  punishment 
would  stand  between  the  hon.  Member 
and  the  spoliation  of  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment. He  would  earnestly  entreat 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  to  beware  of  the 
course  they  were  pursuing.  Let  them  not 
think,  according  to  the  cant  of  the  pre- 
sent times,  that  a  coercive  measute  having 
passed,  was  a  reason  for  what  is  termed  a 
remedial  one,  or  that  the  prospect  of  a 
remedial  one  (even  if  it  were  remedial) 
could  be  any  justification  for  coercion,  if 
in  itself  unnecessary.  This  up-and-down 
system  of  the  Govern  men  t  had  been  the  bane 
of  Ireland,  and  he  believed  that  a  firm 
and  vigorous  administration  of  the  existing 
laws  since  the  present  Ministers  had  been 
in  office  (however  ill  it  might  have  served 
other  purposes),  would  hav^  saved  the 
necessity  of  the  Coercive  Act,  which  had 
occupied  in  its  discussion  the  greater  part 
of  the  Session  that  had  passed,  and  this  so 
called  remedial  one,  which  was  likely  to 
consume  a  great  part  of  the  remainder. 
The  Ministry  were  treading  very  dan« 
gerous  ground.  He  would  not  now 
detain  the  House  by  dwelling  on  the  5th 
article  of  the  Act  of  Union,  already  so  fre- 
quently referred  to  in  these  debates,  but 
upon  this  subject  he  might  quote  the 
words  of  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,  who,  in  discussing  this  question 
in  1824,  observed  that  'the   Protestant 

*  establishment  of  the  country  he  consi- 
'  dered  necessary  for  the  security  of  all 
'  sects ;  and  he  thought  that  there  should 
'  not  only  be  an  Established  Church  but 
'  that  it  should  be  richly  endowed  and  its 
^  dignitaries  be  enabled  to  take  their  sta- 
'  lions  with  the  nobles  of  the  land.     But 

*  speaking  in  a  political  point  of  view, 
*'  he  had  no  hesitation  to  state,  that  the 
'  existence  of  the  Protestant  Establishment 
'  was  the  great  bond  of  union  between  the 

*  two  countries,  and  if  ever  that  unfortu- 
'  nate  moment  should  arrive  when  they 
'  would  rashly  lay  their  hands  on  the 
'  property  of  the  Church,  to  rob  it  of  its 

*  rights  that  moment  they  would  seal  the 
'  doom  and  terminate  the  connexion  be- 
'  tween  the  two  countries.*  *  It  behoved 
the  Ministers  then  well  to  consider  their 
position — supported  in  their  measure  by 
those  who  did  not  even  profess  to  have  the 

*  Hansardi  (new  series)  xi.  p.  574. 


same  end  as  they  had  professed  to  have  in 
view,  and  opposed  by  those  who  teally 
had  that  object  at  heart — that  of  support- 
ing the  Church  andthe  Legislative  Union. 
If  they  did  not  learn  from  this  a  useful 
lesson,  and  proceeded  with  the  same  want  of 
caution  that  had  hitherto  marked  theirsteps, 
he  warned  them  of  the  imminent  danger 
in  which  they  placed,  not  the  Irish  branch 
of  the  Established  Church,  but  as  Lord 
Plunkett  said,  the  connexion  between 
the  two  countries ;  and  all  that  even  in  a 
mere  secular  point  of  view  was  valuable 
to  both.  As  regarded  religion  in  its  most 
exalted  sense,  it  was  above  their  reach — its 
immutable  truth  human  legislation  could 
hot  assail.  They  might  break  the  mere 
earthen  vessels  which  the  wisdom  of  ages 
had  formed  and  much  human  blood  ce- 
mented— but  legislation  could  not  extin- 
guish the  sacred  light  that  burned  in 
them.  They  might  subvert  the  altar,  but 
they  could  not  strike  off  one  spark  from 
the  holy  6re  which  had  ever  warmed  and 
illuminated,  and  would  eternally  preserve 
the  true  spiritual  Church.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
as  an  amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Mr.  Estcourt  begged  leave  to  second 
this  Amendment,  and  must  say,  that  he  did 
so  most  cordially.  He  was  aware  of  the 
outcry  that  was  raised  against  the  Church 
cess,  and  the  great  anxiety  thatmany  people 
manifested  to  get  rid  of  it ;  but  he  wished 
them  to  recollect,  that  this  was  an  impost 
for  the  support  of  the  Church,  not  only 
small  in  itself,  but  placed  upon  the  land 
on  which  it  had  been  charged  for  a  long 
time,  so  that  the  present  possessors  of 
the  land  had  taken  the  land  subject  to 
this  charge.  It  'Was,  in  fact,  a  charge 
upon  the  landlord,  and  he  was  therefore 
surprised  that  Irish  Members  should  be 
found  to  declare,  that  it  was  a  payment 
made  by  the  occupier  of  the  soil.  If  the 
Church  cess  were  taken  off,  it  would  be 
imposed  upon  the  tenant  for  the  benefit  of 
the  landlord,  who  now  received  less  rent 
than  he  otherwise  would  do,  on  account 
of  the  cess.  If  that  fund  were  now  to  be 
taken  from  the  Church,  and  to  go,  as  it 
would,  into  the  pockets  of  the  owners  of 
the  soil,  he  should  much  object  to  the 
change,  for  he  should  consider  it  as  an 
application  of  Church  funds  to  secular 
purposes.  This  Bill,  and  the  former  Bill 
which  had  been  introduced  on  this  subject, 
had  been  some  time  before  the  HoQse^  but 
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he  had  not  yet  heard  Ministers  state  one 
reason  why  there  should  be  a  reduction  of 
the  number  of  Irish  Bishops,  such  as  was 
now  projected.  It  was  true,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  said,  there  were  too  many  Bi- 
shops in  Ireland ;  bat  neither  the  dictum 
of  the  noble  Lord,  nor  the  opinion  of  any 
Member  of  that  House,  was  in  itself  suf- 
ficient to  justify  the  House  in  reducing  the 
number  of  the  Bishops.  They  ought  to 
see  some  clear  ground  for  the  reduction 
fairly  made  out,  before  they  consented  to 
it.  He  opposed  the  reduction  of  the 
'number  of  Irish  Bishops,  because  he  was 
certain  that  it  could  not  take  place  with- 
out serious  injury  to  the  Church.  There 
were  some  Gentlemen  who  supported  the 
plan  for  the  reduction  in  the  number  of 
Irish  Bishops^  on  the  ground  that  in  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  country  the 
number  of  Protestants  was  small.  But 
that,  did  not  seem  to  him  the  true  reason 
that  should  (^overn  their  decision  on  this 
subject.  They  ought  to  consider  the 
distance  over  which  the  Bishop's  diocese 
would  extend,  and  then  they  would  find 
that  from  that  circumstance,  and  from  the 
difficulty  of  communicating  with  all  the 
clergy  in  each  diocese,  the  duty  of  a 
Bishop  would  be  so  great,  that  no  one 
roan  would  be  able  to  perform  it.  He 
believed,  indeed,  that  the  number  of 
Bishops  required  in  Ireland  was  greater 
than  that  required  in  England,  because  of 
the  greater  necessity  of  the  clergy  having 
frequent  recourse  to  the  spiritual  direction 
of  their  superiors.  These  were  two  observ- 
ations with  regard  to  this  part  of  the 
Bill ;  as  to  the  other  part  of  it — that  of  the 
proposed  taxation  of  benefices — ^he  must 
say,  that  he  thought  that  taxation  began 
too  low,  for  it  began  upon  an  income  of 
200/.  a*year;  and  every  one  must  be 
aware  that  no  man  upon  such  an  income 
as  that  could  do  more  than  barely  maintain 
a  respectable  station  in  society ;  indeed, 
he  could  hardly  maintain  such  a  station 
as  the  nature  of  his  offibe  required.  Be- 
sides this,  when  th^  tax  was  once  im- 
posed it  was  always  to  be  levied,  and  it  was 
to  be  levied  regularly  every  half  year, 
without  considering  that,  in  some  cases,  the 
clergy  would  not  be  paid  their  tithes,  and 
that  the  amount  of  their  receipts,  even 
when  they  were  paid,  would  be  subject  to 
considerable  variation.  To  enforce  the 
regular  payment  of  the  tax  under  such 
circumstances,  would  be  most  injurious. 
It  would  be  mo9t  injurioas,  not  only  to  the 


individual,  but  to  the  Church.  He  con- 
sidered the  two  Churches  of  England  and 
Ireland  as  identified,  and  that  one  could 
not  suffer,  without  involving  the  other  in 
the  consequences  of  the  injury.  He  looked 
upon  this  Bill  as  calculated  to  inflict  a 
direct  injury  upon  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
and  therefore  as  likewise  calculated, 
through  the  same  means,  to  injure  the 
interests  of  the  English  Church.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  most  cordially  se- 
conded the  Amendment.  The  Bill  was  so 
objectionable,  that  it  was  impossible  for 
any  man  who  valued  the  Church  to  vote 
for  sending  it  to  the  Committee,  where  it 
could  never  be  sufficiently  amended. 

Mr.  Plumptre  was  of  ()pinion,  that  al- 
though in  some  respects  the  Bill  did  not 
go  far  enough,  there  were  some  provisions 
contained  in  it  which  no  man  who  did  not 
study  the  total  subversion  of  the  Church 
Establishment,  could  for  a  moment  sanc- 
tion. In  the  first  place,  to  the  proposed 
diminution  of  the  number  of  bishoprics*  he 
could  not,  as  a  friend  to  the  religion  in 
which  he  had  been  educated,  and  as  one 
desirous  of  maintaining  inviolate  the  lead- 
ing principles  of  the  Irish  Union,  give  his 
assent.  The  Bishops  of  Ireland  ought, 
he  maintained,  to  be  subject  to  but  one 
species  of  translation — namely,  a  transla- 
tion from  this  to  the  next  world.  He  was 
also  strongly  opposed  to  the  contemplated 
appropriation  of  Church  property  to  secu- 
lar purposes.  In  his  opinion  it  would  be 
far  more  desirable  to  diminish  the  revenues 
than  the  number  of  the  existing  Bishops. 
If  it  were  intended  by  Parliament  to  ren- 
der the  Bishops  what  they  ought  to  be-^ 
namely,  the  guardians  of  those  over  whom 
they  were  placed,  the  faithful  superintend- 
ents of  those  committed  to  their  charge — 
surely  the  means  to  attain  that  end  was 
not  so  to  diminish  their  numbers  that  one- 
half  of  their  duty  should  of  necessity  be 
neglected  in  order  to  enable  them  to  at« 
tend  properly  to  the  other.  He  was  by 
no  means  an  advocate  for  continuing  to 
the  Bishops  the  large  salaries  they  at  pre- 
sent enjoyed,  and  would  willingly  consent 
to  any  measure  with  a  view  to  the  cur- 
tailment of  their  revenues.  The  plan  he 
would  recommend  to  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters was,  not  to  diminish  the  number  of 
Bishops,  but  to  divide  equally  among  them 
the  amount  of  the  revenues  of  those  sees 
proposed  to  be  retained.  In  conclusion, 
the  hon.  Member  observed,  that  not  seeing 
,  any  prospect  of  so  amending  the  BiU  ia 
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Comitiittiie  as  ID  obf  i^te  the  t^ptigaance 
hd  entertained  to  some  of  its  principles, 
he  Mi  called  upofo  to  give  his  vote  in  sup- 
port of  the  Atnendment. 

Mr.  Setfetary  Staniep  said^  that  if  it 
had  not  beeh  for  the  direct  ap|>eal  which 
had  been  khade  tti  hiln  individually  by 
every  Gentteman  who  had  yet  spoken,  he 
shotttd  have  waited  till  a  later  period  in 
the  debt3ite  to  give  his  answei*  to  the  ob- 
jectionb  of  hoi^.  Gentlemen,  both  to  the 
principle  and  to  the  details  of  this  mea- 
sure. But  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Kent  called  upon  him  to  endeavour  to 
correct  a  misutiderstanding  which  weighed 
upon  that  hon.  Member's  mind,  and  en- 
dangered the  loss  of  his  vote  to  a  theasure 
whidi  he  seemed  to  a  certain  extent  in- 
clined to  suppoH.  He  was  glad  to  learn 
from  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  member  for 
the  University  of  Dublib,  and  the  hon. 
member  for  the  University  of  Oxford,  who 
might  be  considered  fair  representatives  of 
the  Church,  that  the  oppositi)Dh  to  this  Bill 
on  the  pdrt  of  the  Church  was  confined 
to  two  or  three  points,  which  were  sus- 
ceptible bf  amendment  in  the  progress  of 
the  Bill.  At  the  same  tihie,  he  should  be 
deceiving  the  House  and  the  hod.  member 
for  Dublin  if  he  were  to  hold  out  any  ex- 
pectation that  Governmebt  would  accede 
to  any  of  the  Amendments  which  had  been 
suggested  Upon  those  points.  In  the  de- 
tails of  the  greater  portibn  of  the  Bill,  all 
the  speakers  who  had  preceded  him  had 
expressed  their  concurrence.  The  hon. 
member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  bad 
even  gone  much  further  than  the  two 
other  hoA.  Gentlemen  who  espoused  the 
same  side  of  the  question,  and  had  stated, 
with  a  degree  of  bandour  which  did  him 
infinito  honour,  that  he  should  not  have 
objected  to  the  details  of  this  Bill,  had  it 
been  brought  forward  by  the  friends,  in- 
stead of  the  opponents  of  the  Church. 
Now^  to  such  a  mode  of  arguibg,  it  Was 
very  difficult  for  him  (Mr.  Stanley)  to  give 
any  answer.  *'  it  is  an  excellent  measure," 
said  the  hon.  Member,  **  but  because  you, 
who  are  generally  in  the  wrong,  have 
chanced  to  blunder  upon  it,  it  is  bad  as 
coming  from  you }  and  therefore,  though 
I  believe  it  unimpeachable,  I  will  now 
move  that  it  be  read  a  secqnd  time  this 
day  six  months."  The  hon.  Member  had 
likewise  said,  that  if  the  measure  had  been 
devised  by  a  friend  of  the  Church,  he 
should  have  given  it  his  support.  The 
bent  Member  bad  dooe  bim  the  farour  of 


toying,  that  the  hdii.  Meniber  believM  he 
was  a  friend  to  the  Established  Chunih, 
Who  was  not  likely  to  endatiger  it  wilfully ; 
ind  he  hoped  that  he  should  ndt  be  con* 
iidered  as  indulging  his  own  personal 
tanity,'when  he  told  the  hon.  member  for 
the  University  of  DubliAi  that  if  there 
Was  one  individual  more  .thaii  anotbei: 
upon  whose  responsibility  the  framing  of 
this  Bill  rested,  it  was  the  individual  who 
was  then  addressing  the  House,  and  whom 
he  had  acknowledged  to  be  a  friend  to  the 
Established  Church.  Let  the  House, 
therefore,  see  the  points  on  which  liie  hon. 
Member  and  he  differed^  and  then  decide 
Whether  they  Were  not  such  as  would 
justify  the  hon.  Member  in  Supporting 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  notwith- 
standing his  opposition  to  those  points  of 
detail .  He  asked  the  most  devoted  stickler 
for  the  property,  the  immunities,  the  pri- 
vileges, and  he  would  even  say  the  preju- 
dices, of  the  Church  of  Ireland^  whether  it 
Was  either  safe  or  friendly  lo  that  Church 
to  say,  '^  This  Bill  may  be  right— *there 
hiay  be  abuses  which  this  Bill  will  remedy; 
but  in  the  present  state  of  public  feeling, 
because  I  object  to  part  of  the  Bill,  1  will 
hot  'meddle  with  the  abuses  at  all.  I  will 
leave  the  Church  to  stand  by  those  abuses, 
unrepaired  and  unmitigated  i  and  yet  I 
Will  call  myself  a  friend  to  the  Church." 
He  was  ready  to  adihit  the  friendship  of 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  Church,  but  he 
doubted  the  wisdom  and  sagacity  with 
which  the  hon.  Member  displayed  his 
friendship.  In  his  opinion,  the  real  friends 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland  were  those  who 
looked  at  acknowledged  abuses;  and,  m 
the  face  of  those  who  might  perhaps  seek 
bo  reform  the  Church,  in  order  the  more 
certainly  to  destroy  it,  he  would  say  that, 
i'ather  than  rest  satisfied  with  the  C(Hi* 
tinuance  of  those  abuses,  he  prefer^d  re- 
treating from  a  point  that  was  untenable 
to  a  poibt  where  you  could  stand  manfully 
against  your  enemies  on  aecount  of  your 
having  purged  yourself  fVom  the  impurities 
by  which  you  were  previously  surrounded. 
The  fact  waft,  that  at  present  they  could 
not  stand  still.  The  hon.  Member  had 
said,  ^'  I  agree  with  you  in  the  propriety 
of  abolishing  the  Vestry-cess.**  Now,  if 
there  was  any  point  of  the  Bill  which  re^ 
moved  from  the  Church  its  property,  it 
was  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  related  to 
the  Vestry-cess  3  there  it  touched  most 
nearly  dn  the  property  of  the  Churebt  if 
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sense.    But  the  hoti.  Metnber  giive  up 
his  objection  to  the  abolition  of  the  Ghurch- 
ctisi.     He  said,  **  I  do  not  object  to  the 
augmentation  of  small  livings ;  I  do  not 
object  to  enferciog  the  residence  of  the 
cletgy ;  I  do  not  object  to  the  dissolution 
of  unions;   I  do  hot  object  to  your  plan 
foi"  raising  funds  for  the  tepair  or  the  erec- 
tioh  Of  places  bf  worship  in  Ireland ;  in  all 
these  points  I  acquiesce  with  you ;"  and 
then,    after  approximating  to  us    most 
closely,  he  niade  a  most  curious  eonciu- 
stotiy  fot  he  said,  "  Though  I  agree  with 
you  in  all  these  particulars,  there  are  some 
parts  of  your  Bill  of  which  I  disapprove, 
and  therefore,  instead  of  seeking  to  amend 
them  in  Committee,  and  to  avail  myself  of 
such  parts  of  the  Bill  as  I  approve,  I  will 
get  rid  of  the  whole  affair  at  once,  by 
throwing  the  Bill  out  altogether.''     But 
be  had  said  enough  of  the  Inconsistency 
of  such  conduct,  and  would  proceed  to 
call  the  attentibn  of  the  House  to  the  three 
pdints  df  objection  which  had  been  raised 
against  th^  Bill.    The  first  point  of  objec- 
ttop  respected  the  question  of  perpetu- 
ities ;  and  here  he  joined  issue  at  once 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  had  raised  that 
question.    He  f^oufd  abide  by  what  he 
bad  fbrmerly  asserted,  that  it  was  not  de- 
sirable that  the  property  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  should  be  diverted  to  other  than 
ecdesiastleal    purposes.      The    question 
which  he  wished  the  House  to  consider 
was,  whether  the  property  which  this  Bill 
was  goin^r  to  divert  was  the  property  of 
the  Church  or  not.     To  understand  that 
question,  it  was  necessary  to  understand 
what  they  were  going  to  divert.    What, 
then,  were  the  Bishops'  leases^— tirhat  were 
the  rights  of  the  Church  tenants — and  what 
wasthepowerof  the  Legislature  over  them  ? 
The  Bishop  was  entitled  to  let  his  land  by 
Act  of  Parliament.    He  was  sure  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  deny  that  it  wal 
from  an  Act  of  Parliament  that  the  Church 
derived  its  power  over  these  leases,  and 
that  Act  of  Parliament  enacted,  that  it 
should  not  be  lawful  for  any  Bishop  to 
grant  a  lease  for  more  than  twenty-one 
years.     It  had  been  said,  that  this  provi- 
sion teas  intended  to  prevent  the  aliena* 
tion  of  the  property  or  the  Church,  but 
what  had  been  the  practical  effect  of  it  ? 
The  practical  effect  had  been,  that  from 
a  remote  period  the  Bishops  had  always 
been   in  the    habit  of   anticipating,  the 
revenues  which,  in  point  of  right,  be« 
longed  to  their  luccesaixB*    He  di4  not 
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faiention  this  in  terms  of  complfaint,  but 
the  Bishops  being  debarred  by  Aetof  Par- 
liament fit)m  granting  aUy  but  leases  for 
twenty^one  years^  which  were  generally 
|;ranted  at  a  Ibw  rent,  remUnehal'ed  them- 
selves by  granting  repeated  renewals  of 
these  leases^  and  by  taking  payment  of  a 
fine  on  each  of  these  renewals.  The  flue 
was  generally  calculated  upon  the  actual 
value  of  the  anticipation  6f  a  knbney-pay- 
ment  spread  over  ttventy-one  years,  at  the 
rate  of  interest  usually  taken  into  calcula- 
tion in  Bishops'  leases.  Now,  the  legal 
rate  of  interest  in  Ireland  is  sii  per  cent, 
but  in  the  Bishops*  leases^  as  an  advantage 
to  the  tenant,  the  interest  is  calculated  at 
eight  per  cent.  For  instance,  suppose 
that  the  Bishops'  rents  id  twenty-one  years 
would  amount  to  5L,  then  I/.,  whieh  at 
compound  interest  at  eight  per  cent*  would 
amount  in  twenty* one  yetlts  to  5Lj  would 
be  paid  as  the  fine  for  the  renewal  of  the 
lease.  Thus  the  Bishop  receiting  in  anti- 
cipation a  fifth  of  the  beneficial  rent,  re- 
ceives by  the  perpetual  renewal  of  hFs 
leases,  a  full  rack  rent  every  year,  each 
payment  being  calculated  upon  a  com- 
pound interest  of  eight  per  cent,  to  the 
tenant.  It  had  been  said,  that  if  the 
Bishops  would  only  permit  their  leases  to 
run  Out,  they  would  receive  a  greater 
annual  sum  than  that  which  they  received 
at  present.  This  was  an  entire  fallacy,  as 
he  had  already  shown  that,  in  anticipatibn, 
the  Bishops  received  already  the  full  rack 
rent.  Now,  this  Bill  proposed  to  add  to 
the  Church  the  power  of  granting  leases 
in  perpetuity,instead  of  confining  them  to 
grant  leases  for  twenty-one  years  only, 
renewable  at  any  period  of  that  term. 
This  would  be  a  great  advantage  to  the 
tenant,  as  it  would  enable  him  to  sell  his 
lease  in  perpetuity  ;  and  it  was  this  very 
property^  which  was  neither  the  property 
of  the  Church  nor  of  the  tenant  in  fee^ 
which  the  Qovernment  were  now  prepar- 
ing to  sell  under  this  Act  of  Parliament; 
The  Church  and  the  tenant  would  pay  the 
same  as  they  did  now;  and  yet,  though 
the  advantage  to  the  tenant  was  so  noto- 
rious, they  were  told  that  the  tenant  ought 
not  to  make  any  pecuniary  remuneration 
for  the  pecuniary  advantage  which  he 
would  receive  from  this  change  in  the 
existing  law.  It  might  just  as  well  be 
argued,  that  when  ik  copyhold  tenant  en- 
franchised himself  from  the  Lord  of  the 
Manor,  he  ought  tb  pay  nO  fine  for  his  en-- 
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of  Ireland  the  Bishops  were  the  lords  of 
the  manor,  and  the  Church  tenants  were 
the  copyholders ;  but,  as  the  Bishops  had 
no  power  beyond  twenty-one  years,  it  was 
only  the  State  that  could  enfranchise  the 
tenantry,  and  for  that  enfranchisement 
the  State  was  entitled  to, demand  a  remu- 
neration. On  this  ground  he  contended, 
that  inasmuch  as  this  was  not  either  the 
property  of  the  Church  or  the  property  of 
the  tenant,  and  inasmuch  as  the  State  had 
the  right  to  confer  upon  the  tenant  the 
perpetuity  of  his  lease,  there  was  nothing 
unjust  in  calling  upon  the  tenant  to  (foy 
for  the  advantage  which  he  thus  derived 
from  the  State.  He  would  also  observe, 
that  in  this  arrangement  the  State  was 
dealing  with  the  Bishops  as  it  had  dealt 
with  the  clergy  in  the  case  of  the  compo- 
sition for  tithes.  *'  But,"  said  the  hon. 
Member,  "  this  Bill  will  lower  the  author- 
ity of  the  Church."  He  could  not  con- 
ceive in  what  mode  it  lowered  the  authority 
of  the  Church,  until  he  heard  the  hon. 
Member  speaking  of  the  constitution  of 
the  Board,  and  saying  that  the  Church 
had  little  or  no  weight  in  it.  How  the 
hon.  Member  made  that  point  out  was 
equally  surprising ;  for  it  appeared  from 
the  details  of  the  Bill  that  four  out  of  the 
nine  members  of  the  Board  were  to  be 
Bishops  of  the  Established  Church.  Per- 
haps the  hon.  Member  was  of  opinion,  that 
Bishops  alone  should  have  control  over  the 
aiSairs  of  the  Church.  But  on  this  point 
he  must  refer  to  another  assertion  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin,  and  that  was,  that  the 
Bishops  had  already  ecclesiastical  concerns 
enough  to  attend  to.  That  was  the  very 
ground  on  which  Government  had  deemed 
it  expedient  to  appoint  other  commis- 
sioners, who  could  give  their  undivided 
attention  to  the  duties  which  they  had  to 
perform.  This  was  the  only  mode  in 
which  the  authority  of  the  Church  was 
lowered  by  this  Bill,  except,  indeed,  it  were 
in  the  diminution  of  the  number  of  the 
Bishops.  That  was  a  point  on  which  ob- 
jection was  taken  to  the  principle  of  the 
DiWi  for  the  question  here  was,  not 
whether  ten,  or  eight,  or  four  Bishops, 
should  be  taken  from  the  present  number, 
but  whether  the  principle  of  diminishing 
the  number  at  all  should  be  admitted. 
He  must  again  remind  the  House,  that  the 
hon.  member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
had  said  that  this  Bill  would  be  welt 
€Qou|^  if  it  had  been  inttoduced  under 


the  sanction  of  the  friends  of  the  Chwch* 
Before  he  introduced  this  Bill  into  Parlia- 
ment, he  (Mr.  Stanley)  had  felt  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  consult  the  Primate  of  Ireland 
upon  its  provisions — a  Prelate  distinguish- 
ed for  his  attention  to  the  interests  of  the 
Church,  and  determined,  if  ever  Prelate 
was,  that  under  his  guidance  the  Church 
should  suffer  no  detriment  which  he  could 
prevent.  The  question  was  raised  as  to 
the  best  means  of  meeting  the  deficiency 
which  would  be  occasioned  by  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  Vestry-cess — and  it  was  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Primate  of  Ireland  that  the 
least  objectionable  mode  of  meeting  it 
would  be  by  reducing  the  number  of 
Bishops  in  Ireland,  and  by  diverting  their 
revenues  to  that  purpose.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say,  that  the  Primate  supported 
the  reduction  of  ten  Bishops.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  cheered,  but  he  was  not  now 
discussing  the  number  of  Bishops  to  be 
reduced,  but  only  the  principle  whether  any 
Bishops  ought  to  be  reduced.  It  was  said, 
that  any  reduction  of  their  number  was  a 
weakening  of  the  Church,  and  depriving 
it  of  the  props  and  pillars  on  which  it 
rested  for  support ;  and  yet  he  had  shown 
that  the  principle  on  which  it  was  founded 
had  been  affirmed  and  supported  by  a 
Prelate  who  was  one  of  the  most  zealous  de- 
fenders of  the  Church,  and  one  of  its  ablest 
props  and  pillars.  The  question  then  arose 
whether  the  Government  had  gone  too -far 
in  diminishing  the  number  of  the  Bishops ; 
and  the  hon.  member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  had  said,  ''  You  ought  not  to 
consider  so  much  the  number  of  souls 
which  the  Bishops  have  to  take  care  of,  as 
the  extent  of  the  diocese  over  which  they 
will  now  have  to  preside."  Inconsequence 
of  that  observation,  he  would  read  to  the 
House  a  list  of  the  number  of  benefices 
which  were  imder  the  care  of  the  different 
Bishops  who  were  to  be  reduced ;  for  there 
was  no  better  method  of  obtaining  a  know- 
ledge of  the  duty  which  each  Bishop  bad 
to  perform,  than  by  knowing  what  and 
how  many  beneBces  he  had  to  superintend. 
Now,  in  the  diocese  of  Raphoe  there  were 
thirty-four  benefices ;  in  that  of  Dromore, 
twenty-seven ;  in  that  of  Clogher,  forty* 
five ;  in  that  of  Kildare,  fifty-three ;  in 
that  of  Ossory,  sixty-two;  in  that  of 
Waterford,  sixty-six;  in  that  of  Cork, 
ninety-three;  in  that  of  Clonfert,  thirty- 
one  ;  in  that  of  Elfin,  thirty-seven ;  and 
in  that  of  Killala,  thirty.    Would  any 
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tendence  of  this  number  of  benefices  was 
80  equal  to  the  full  capacity  of  any  Bishop, 
that  it  would  be  dangerous  to  the  interests 
of  the  Church  to  add  to  them  the  super- 
intendence of  the  same  number  of  bene- 
fices in  another  diocese  ?  Why^  in  the  exten- 
sive diocese  of  Chester  there  were  as  many 
benefices  as  there  were  in  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land. He  believed  that  there  were  1,200 
benefices  in  that  Bishopric.  In  the  scheme 
which  Ministers  had  proposed  for  the  union 
of  the  Irish  bishoprics,  it  was  so  arranged 
that  no  Bishop  would  have  200  benefices 
under  his  care.  The  Bishop  of  Chester 
had,  he  believed,  1,200  benefices  in  his 
diocese,  and  the  highest  number  which  any 
Irish  bishopric  would  have  was  179,  and 
that  bishopric  was  the  bishopric  of  Ossory. 
But  an  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  **  There 
is  no  reason  to  diminish  the  number  of  the 
Irish  Bishops."  Now,  if  it  were  only  for 
the  clamour  that  tl^e  staff  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland  was  too  numerous  for  the 
amount  of  its  parochial  clergy,  that  would, 
in  his  opinion,  be  a  sufficient  reason  for  the 
alteration  now  proposed.  In  England  there 
were  twenty-six  bishoprics,  and  between 
1 1 ,000  and  1 2,000  parishes;  in  Ireland  there 
were  twenty-two  bishoprics,  and  between 
1,100  and  1,200  separate  benefices.  Now, 
when  the  parishes  io  England  were  to 
those  of  Ireland  as  ten  to  one,  did  it  seem 
very  unreasonable  that  the  number  of 
Bishops  in  Ireland  should  be  reduced  to 
the  proportion  of  two  to  five,  as  compared 
with  England?  The  Government  would 
be  open  to  censure  if  they  left  too  few 
Bishops  for  the  performance  of  the  episco- 
pal duties ;  but,  compared  with  the  duties 
they  had  to  perform,  he  thought  they 
would  be  quite  sufficient ;  but  it  was  said 
that  they  ought  to  diminish  the  revenue, 
and  allow  the  number  of  Bishops  to  remain 
unaltered  ;  but  as  a  mere  question  of  the 
advantage  to  be  derived  to  the  country 
from  so  many  resident  noblemen,  he 
thought  it  could  make  no  difference 
whether  twenty  were  to  remain  with  a  re- 
venue reduced  to  half,  or  ten  with  a  whole 
revenue.  There  were  three  points  of  ob- 
jection —  first,  as  to  interference  with 
the  property  of  the  Church,  which  he  had 
shown  was  not  the  property  of  the  Church ; 
next,  as  to  the  diminution  of  the  number 
of  Bishops,  which  he  had  shown  would  be 
no  weakening  of  the  authority  of  the 
Church.  As  to  the  equalization  of  the 
property  of  the  Bishops,' he  objected  to.it 
as  one  which  wouldbe  attended  with  great 


inconvenience,  and  he  thought  it  better  to 
leave  a  trifling  inequality  in  the  sees  than 
to  put  them  all  on  an  equality.  The  objec- 
tions to  the  details  of  the  Bill  were  but 
trifling,  and  he  would  not  go  into  them. 
The  two  great  objections  were — one,  that 
it  would  weaken  the  Church ;  and  the 
other,  that  it  would  unsettle  property. 
These  contrary  objections  showed  that  no 
solid  or  substantial  objection  could  be 
made  to  the  measure,  which,  he  thought, 
would  be  a  safe  and  beneficial  change. 
He  would  admit,  that  in  any  great  change 
there  would  be  some  risk,  but  he  thought 
that  any  risk  of  that  kind,  from  this  mea- 
sure, would  not  be  half  so  great  a  risk  as 
there  would  be  in  leaving  the  Church  in 
Ireland  in  its  present  state,  and  without 
any  improvement. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  that,  from 
the  first  moment  the  present  measure 
had  been  introduced  he  entertained, 
and  had  constantly  expressed,  the  strong- 
est aversion  to  it,  and,  so  far  from 
reflection  tending  to  remove  that  im- 
pression, or  render  him  lukewarm  in 
his  opposition  to  it,  every  hour's  consider- 
ation increased  the  aversion  with  which  he 
viewed  most  of  its  leading  principles.  In 
two  respects,  indeed,  it  was  improved; 
and  he  thanked  his  Mi^esty's  Ministers 
for  the  improvement,  since  the  present 
Bill  respected  the  vested  rights  of  existing 
incumbents;  and  above  all,  since  it  did 
not  provide,  as  before,  for  the  permanent 
depression  of  Protestantism  by  closing 
for  ever  any  church  in  which,  for  any 
three  years,  the  service  had  not  been 
celebrated.  That  power  was  now  limited 
to  three  years  before  the  passing  of  this 
Act.  [Mr.  Stanley :  The  former  provision 
was  merely  a  clerical  error  in  printing  of 
the  Bill.^  Notwithstanding  these  partial 
improvements,  he  looked  with  unqualified 
hostility  upon  the  whole  Bill.  The  Bill 
was  entitled  to  the  support  of  no  man  who 
in  the  least  valued  the  Christian  character 
of  the  Church  or  of  the  country.  From 
the  crown  of  the  head  to  the  sole  of  the 
feet  of  this  Bill — from  its  very  title  to  its 
schedule  and  last  clause — he  objected  to 
every  part  of  it.  In  the  very  title  of  the 
Bill  there  was  a  direct  fallacy.  The  Bill 
purported  to  touch  only  the  temporalities 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland ;  but  would  any 
man  tell  him  that  a  reduction  in  the  num- 
ber of  Bishops  related  only  to  temporal- 
ities ?  Diminish  the  income  of  the  Church, 
and  you  touched  its  temporalities;  but 
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Return  upon  the  Table;  but  he  held  in 
his  hand  a  document,  which  stated  that 
there  were  a  thousand  rectories  and  vicar- 
agesof  Ireland  under  similar  circumstances. 
On  all  of  these  the  Bill  would  impose  an 
entirely  new  tax,  instead  of  substituting, 
as  in  other  cases,  one  burthen  for  another. 
There  were  two  more  dioceses  in  which, 
with  few  exceptions,  the  livings  never  had 
paid  any  first  fruits.  There  were  similar 
cases  throughout  Ireland  where  the  rec- 
tories were  rated  under  6/.  13s.  4(/.,  and 
the  vicarages  under  51.  in  the  time  of 
Queen  Elizabeth.  If  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  with  respect  to  first  fruits  were  to  be 
adopted,  it  ought  to  be  equally  applied  to 
lay  impropriations  both  in  England  and 
in  Ireland,  especially  as  so  many  of  the 
lay  impropriators  in  both  countries  had 
neglected  to  provide  for  the  parishioners 
those  services  for  which  the  grants  of 
tithes  had  been  made.  It  had  been  pro- 
posed by  the  learned  and  hon.  Member 
(the  Recorder  for  Dublin)  to  appropriate  a 
certain  givesi  sum  from  the  income  of  each 
Bishop,  without  diminishing  the  number 
of  the  sees ;  and  this  would,  in  some 
respects,  remove  the  objections  which  he 
(Sir  Robert  Inglis)  entertained  against 
the  Bill,  for  his  strongest  antipathy  was 
to  the  annihilation  of  the  bishoprics.  The 
Bill  itself  was  a  triumph  to  the  Roman 
Catholics,  and  as  such  it  had  been  con-, 
sidered  by  them ;  and  yet  the  noble  Lord 
had  gained  nothing  for  his  Government  by 
the  concession.  He  had  conciliated  no 
man  by  it.  The  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Dublin,  though  he  had  hailed  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  had,  in  the  course  of 
the  same  week,  asked  what  good  it  would' 
do  ito  the  people ;  would  it  relieve  the 
starving  peasant?  And  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Tipperary  had  said 
that  the  Bill  was  valuable,  because  it 
established  a  principle,  which  Parliament 
might  at  any  time  extend.  His  right  hon. 
friend  had  given  as  a  reason  for  the 
adoption  of  this  measure  the  clamour  of 
those  who  demanded  some  change  in 
the  Church  Establishment.  He  under- 
stood him  to  si^y,  that  the  clamour 
which  had  been  raised  was  a  good 
and  substantial  reason  for  the  diminution 
of  ^he  number  of  the  bishoprics  in  Ireland. 
Now  he  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  never  could  con- 
sider that  the  existence  of  any  clamour 
either  in  England  or  Ireland,  could  justify 
that  House,  as  a  branch  of  the  Legislature, 
in  conceding  any  one  proposition  which 


hon.  Gentlemen  could  not  dedare  to  be 
consistent  with  their  opinions  out  of  doors. 
He  would  say  that  no  clamour  could 
justify  a  Minister  in  hurrying  forward  a 
measure  which  his  own  understanding  did 
not  recommend  for  adoption.  The  whole 
of  this  measure  must  be  looked  upon  with 
suspicion ;  and  he  trusted,  concurring  as 
he  did  with  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin,  that  the 
decision  of  the  House  would  be  to  post- 
pone the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  till 
that  day  dix  months. 

Mr.  Robert  Grant  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  state  the  grounds  on  which  he  meant 
to  support  this  Bill.  It  was  impossible  that 
the  feeliugs  of  his  hon.  friend  who  had 
just  spoken  could  be  more  strongly  op- 
posed to  the  measure  than  his  were  in 
favour  of  it.  To  use  the  expression  of  his 
hon.  friend,  ''  from  the  crown  of.  the 
head  to  the  sole  of  the  foot — ^from  the 
preamble,  to  the  concluding  schedule," 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  should  receive 
his  cordial  approbation.  •  The  first  point 
in  the  speech  of  his  hon.  friend,  to  which 
he  found  it  necessary  to  advert,  was  the 
demurrer,  if  he  might  use  the- phrase, 
which  his  hon.  friend  bad  put  forward 
against  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House  to 
legislate  on  this  subject,  without  having 
firstconsulted  the  Church — withouthaving, 
in  fact,  the  opinion  of  the  convocation  re- 
gularly convened  on.  this  subject  Now, 
he  joined  issue  with  his  hon.  friend  on 
this  point.  He  had  not  heard  that  any 
of  those  Gentlemen,  who,  though  they 
might  be  hostile  to  this  measure,  yet 
wished  for  a  Reform,  and  a  consid^tible 
Reform,  in  the  Church — he  did  not  bear 
that  any  of  them  were  anxious  that  a  con- 
vocation should  be  specially  summoned, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  consulted  as 
to  the  alterations  which  it  would  be  proper 
to  make  in  the  system.  If  they  tbon^t 
that  such  a  course  was  the  proper  one, 
why  then,  let  a  motion  for  that  purpose 
be  made,  in  order  that  the  House  nugbt 
discuss  it  regularly.  He,  however,  weaU 
say,  not  only  that  Parliament  was  com- 
petent to  proceed  in  this  course,  without 
any  such  consultation,  but  that  it  was  its 
duty  to  undertake,  without  delay,  the  Re- 
form of  the  Church.  Thev  were  bound 
to  consider  this  measure,  and  if  it  appear- 
ed to  be  a  good  one,  they  were  <M|ually 
bound  to  ag^ree  to  it.  What  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  measure  ?  Why,  the  eonaoTi- 
dation^  and  not,  as  bis  hon.  »lriend  had 
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stated;  Ihe  suppression  of  bishoprics.  He 
would  say,  "  that  a  Bill  for  suppression  *' 
was  a  fallacious  and  improper  designation 
of  this  measure.  What  was  the  nature  of 
the  measure?  It  was  not  to  suppress 
bishoprics,  but  to  increase  the  extent  over 
which  the  duties  of  a  certain  number  of 
Bishops  would  hereafter  be  applicable.  It 
was  an  extension  of  difierent  dioceses; 
and  in  all  times,  churches  in  every  coun- 
try, had  effected  the  consolidation  of  dio- 
ceses. They  would  find  this  to  be  the 
fact,  if  they  looked  to  the  best  and 
purest  times  of  the  Church.  In  Italy, 
there  were  examples  where  two,  three,  or 
four  dioceses  were  consolidated  into  one. 
In  Spain  and  Germany,  the  same  thing 
bad  been  done ;  and  it  had  also  been  the 
case  in  Ireland.  This  was  not  the  first  at- 
tempt to  effect  such  an  object  in  Ireland. 
Considerable  stress  had  been  laid  upon 
the  identity  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  and 
England ;  but  putting  out  of  view  the 
Catholics,  in  the  ratio  of  the  population, 
twelve  Bishops  was  an  ample  proportion 
for  Ireland.  This  would  be  enough, 
treating  the  question  only  as  a  question  of 
suppressing  bishoprics.  The  canon,  cres^ 
emUi  ntanero  populorum  augetur  numerus 
epiecoparum,  adapted  the  number  of 
Bishops  to  the  population.  But  it  was 
said,  the  Bill  would  afford  *a  triumph  to 
the  Catholics,  who  would  continue  to  have 
ihe  same  number  of  Bishops.  He  hoped 
he  was  not  indifferent  to  tne  interests  of 
the  English  Protestant  Church,  or  tha^he 
did  not  think  lightly  of  the  duty  of  meet- 
ing the  Catholics  in  Ireland ;  but  his 
notion  was,  that  they  were  to  be  met  non 
numero^sedpimdere;  not  by  numbers,but  bv 
the  zeal,devotion,  and  assiduity  with  which 
the  clerical  functions  were  discharged. 
With  regard  to  Church  cess,  he  was  a 
little  suiprised  that  those  who  took  up  the 
principle  that  Church  property  was  not  to 
be  secularized,  should  contend  that  this 
was  the  property  of  the  Church.  It  was  a 
clear  principle,  that  if  there  was  any  case 
in  which  the  exercise  of  the*  proprietary 
right  of  the  Church  was  injurious  to  the 
great  trust  for  which  that  right  was  given, 
it  was.  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  prefer 
the  great  object,  and  to  consult  the  benefit 
of  the  community.  If  the  great  object 
was  injured  rather  than  promoted,  the 
question  ought  to  be  so  disposed  of,  that 
the  result  might  be  beneficial  to  the  trust. 
Tbtts,  in  the  case  of  tithes,  as  the  collec- 
tion of  them  in  Ireland  marred  the  great 
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object  of  benefiting  the  community,  the 
Legislature  had  interfered  for  the  sake  of 
promoting  the  interest  of  the  Church  itself. 
The  amount  of  the  Church  cess,  60,000/., 
was  so  small  a  sum,  the  uncertainty  of  it, 
and  the  invidious  circumstance  that  it  was 
disposed  of  by  Protestants,  and  thut  the 
Catholics  had  no  voice  in  its  disposal, 
altogether  rendered  the  impost  so  odious, 
that  it  would  be  for  the  advantage  of  the 
Church  to  get  rid  of  it.  He  did  not  call 
this  an  alienation  ;  it  was  no  alienation. 
The  relinquishment  of  it  was  a  sort  of 
capital  invested  in  the  good  opinion  of  the 
people,  which  made  a  return  in  goodwill. 
Another  question  related  to  Bishops' 
leases.  It  was  argued,  that  inasmuch 
as  certain  acts  of  Parliament  gave  them 
the  whole  rights  of  property  over  unim- 
proved, though  improvable  land,  the  Le- 
gislature could  not  interfere  with  those 
rights.  This  was  founded  upon  mere  spe- 
cial pleading,  and  would  not  bear  the  test 
of  argument.  It  could  not  be  said,  that 
the  Legislature  took  from  the  Church  what 
the  Church  never  had.  If  it  was  the 
property  of  any  one,  it  was  the  property 
of  the  tenantry,  not  of  the  Church,  though 
the  right  had  been  in  abeyance.  This 
had  been  always  admitted  in  all  discus- 
sions which  involved  the  question  of 
leases.  If  there  was  an  injury  done  to 
any  party,  it  was  to  the  tenant  or  lay  pro- 
prietor, as  the  renewal  of  those  leases  had 
now  become  so  much  a  matter  of  course, 
that  they  were  considered  property. 
It  was  a  strong  argument  with  him  in 
favour  of  the  Reform  in  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  that,  by  the  change  proposed,  it 
would  become  a  working  Church,  not  a 
Church  kept  up  on  account  of  the 
patronage  connected  with  it,  as  had 
hitherto  been  the  case.  He  thought  it  a 
monstrous  thing  to  keep  up  an  immense 
establishment,  not  for  the  sake  of  religion, 
or  of  the  Church,  but  for  the  sake  of  its 
temporaKties.  In  conclusion,  he  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  ^ould  say,  that  his 
right  hon.  friend  had  yielded  to  clamour, 
for  his  right  hon.  friend  was  the  last 
person  who  could  be  accused  of  yielding 
too  readily  to  the  clamour  of  his  op- 
ponents. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  there  were 
some  of  the  objects  contemplated  in  this 
Bill  of  which  he  approved  ;  there  were 
details  in  it  which  he.  admitted  were 
capable  of  improvement  in  the  Com- 
mitte<^,  and  objections  had  been  urged 
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distufb  the  sacred  order  of  spirituil  suc- 
cession, apd  ypu  touched,  not  the  tem- 
poralities, but  the  spirituality  of  the  order. 
He  denied  the  competence  but  not  the 
power  of  Parliament  to  carry  such  a  3ill 
into  effect.    The  will  of  Parliament  was 
its  power,  but  he  denied  its  right.    The 
doctrine  never  had  been  held,  that  Parlia- 
ment had  a  right  to  interfere  in  the  manner 
in  which  this  Bill  proposed,  without  at 
least  obtaining  the  assent  of  the  Church 
Itself.     At  the  Reformation  nothing  had 
been  done  by  Parliament  which  had  not 
previously  been  done  by  the  Church,  and 
to  which  it  bad  not  previously  given  its 
approbation.     He    would    refer    for    ^n 
elucidation  of  this  subject  to  the  speech 
which  had  been  delivered  by  Lord  Temple 
on  the  occasion  of  Horne  TooVe's  intro- 
duction into  that  House ;  a  speech  rich 
with  referfnces,and  powerful  in  arguments 
upon  this  subject.    He  would  also  remind 
the  right  bon.  Secretary  of  what  occurred 
in  1698«    When,  at  that  time,  in  the 
Parliament  of  Ireland|  %  project  of  a 
nature  siaiilar  to  the  present  had  been 
introduced,  tb^  Bishops  of  Ireland  had 
entered  a  protest  on  the  Journals  of  the 
Lordji,  in  vyhich  they  protested  against 
being  assessed  without  their  own  assent 
delivered   in  convocation.    He  did   not 
claim  any  exemptiop  for  the  Church  from 
the  burthens  common  to  all  the  King's 
subjects,  but  thc^  present  measure  wa|  in 
the  nature  of  a  partial  tax  on  the  principal 
part  of  the  Christian  Church.    In  the 
year  1695  another  attack  was  made  against 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  a^ain  on  that 
occasion  did   two  pf  the  Bishops  enter 
their  protestSi  although  by  faction  they 
were  obliged  to  withdraw  that  protest. 
He  would  maintain, that  no  precedent  had 
established  any  right  in  Parliament  over 
the  Church  to   touch    that    which  the 
Church  had  t^^t  given  its  permission  to 
be  touched.     He  would  as^  any  man  to 
show  when  the  State  lud  ever  given  any 
thing  to  the  Church.    He  would  assert, 
that  the  State  had  never  given  an][  thing 
except  the  sums  voted  in  the  reign  of 
Qupen  Anne  to  build  chapels^ndchurches, 
and  the  grants  that  had  been  made  by 
Act  of  Parliament  about  three  years  ago. 
Were  Gentlemen  aw^re  th^t  the  property 
of  some  of  the  sees  of  Ireland  was  the 
oldest  of  any  established  property  in  that 
country  ?     And  even  in  England  the  pro* 
perties  of  many  of  the  see«  were  of  more 
ftvtcieut  df^te  thai)  auy  other  in  the  re- 


spective oounfies.    Never  bad  th«  Sute 
established  one  single  parish  church,  ex- 
cept, at  least,  by  the  increase  of  the  first 
fruits;    and  be  agai|)  denied  thai  tlie 
Church  owed  any  part  of  its  enlisting 
property  to  any  Act  of  the  Legialatore. 
Nothing  had  been  done  by  the  Parliament 
in  the  reign  of  Henry  8th,  except  tbat  of 
transferring  the  property  pf  one  Church 
into  the  hands  pf  another,  uoleav  the 
Church  itself  had  expressed  its  approval  in 
convocation.    At  that  period  the  Church 
had  gone  fori  patiu  with  the  Parlian^nL 
The  present  case  ought  at  least  to  be  made 
parallel  to  precedents  already  established, 
and  the  Parliament  ought  to  originate  no 
proceedings  without  the  sanctipn  of  the 
Convocation  of  the  Church.    But  if,  for 
the  sake  of  argument,  be  admitted  that 
the  property  of  the  Church  had  baei|  dif- 
turbed  at  that  or  at  any  oUier  period — if 
acts  of  spoliation  had  been  comp)itted 
against  Church  property  300  years  ago — 
was  that  any  reason  for  distuibipf  tl^« 
rights  Qf  property  at  the  oresent  daj  ? 
Was  this  doetrine  to  be  appued  to  pr^vata 
life  ?    |f  Parliament  had  a  right  tp  iutor- 
fere  with  the  property  of  the  Church,  h^ 
would  ask  what  right  could  any  layman 
holding  Church  property  maintain  to  con- 
tinue in  the  possession  of  it  ?    This  doc*- 
trine  did  not  apply  only  to  broad  lands^ 
but  to  tithes  and  every  other  species  of 
claim.    There  were  Members  sitting  op- 
posite to  him,  who  ought  to  be  very  cautious 
now    they  urged    Parliament    to  touch 
Church  property  in  clerical  bands,  since 
the  same  argument  and  the  paroe  right 
applied  to  Church  property,  to   abbey 
lands,  in  tha  hands  of  laymen,    It  was  a 
fact  of  some  consequence  that,  in  the  reign 
of  Queen  Elizabeth,  pot  more  than  176 
persons  had  been  deprived  of  eeclesiaatical 
property  on  the  ground  of  non-conformity. 
He  begged  the  House  to  reflect  upon  the 
fact  that  the  Roman  Catholic   Church 
would  not  allow  Parliament  to  interfere  in 
the  number  of  its  Bishops;  that  the  Church 
of  Scotland  would  not  permit  Parliament 
to  touch  the  number  of  its  ruling  elders; 
and  that  the  Dissenters  would  not  let 
Parliament  dictate  tp  then)  whether  the 
number  of  their  ministers  were  too  great 
or  too  small.     He  would  ask,  then,  what 
right*had  Parliament  to  interfere  with  tlie 
Bstablished  Church,  and  to  deprive  it  at 
one  blow  of  half  of  those  who  repreaented 
its  interests  and   upheld  its    doctrip«s! 
What  right,  he  asked,  hftd  Pariiament  to 
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iatofleitt  between  one  see  and  aaotber, 
and  what  right  had  they  to  determme 
whether  any  see  should  exist  or  not  ?  He 
was  aware  that  many  Gentlemen  had  said, 
that  the  present  Bill  was  only  a  consolid- 
ation of  the  hisl^oprics,  and  that  it  had 
the  authority  and  sanction  of  the  highest 
prelate  in  the  Irish  Church.  Without 
departing  from  the  great  respect  he  enter- 
tained for  that  reverend  Prelate,  he  must 
say  that  he  grie¥ed  that  he  should  have 
given  an  assent,  however  qualified,  to  such 
a  measure.  The  question  was  not  as  to 
three  or  four  more  or  three  or  four  less  in 
the  number  of  the  Irish  Plshops,  but  it 
was  aspeoific  question  ;  and  if  Parliament 
had  any  right  to  get  rid  of  a  single  Bishop, 
if  it  bad  any  right  to  annihilate  a  single 
see,  it  had  an  equal  right  to  destroy  them 
all.  The  right  once  established,  all  suc- 
caedii^g  measures  wera  merely  questions 
of  discretion.  He  would  maintain,  that 
the  Bill  was  direotly  opposed  to  the 
Cbrooation  Oath»  to  the  Aet  of  Union, 
and,  thirdly,  to  the  Romnq  Catholio  Re- 
lief Bill.  Ha  could  not  understand  how 
a  psinee.who  had  swovn  to  preserve  to  the 
Bishops  and  clergy  all  the  rights  that 
belonged  to  them,  could  give  his  assent  to 
a  measure  which  at  one  blow  anuibilated 
one  half  of  the  spiritual  eaistence  of  the 
clerical  body.  The  Hou^e  had,  on  a 
former  occasion,  listened  to  him  with  sq 
mnch  indulgence,  when  he  spoke  upon  the 
aulyect  of  the  Coronation  Oath»  that  he 
would  not  now  enlarge  upon  it;  but  he 
must  he  permitted  to  say,  that  even  if  the 
doctrine  were  truet  which  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers, republicans  in  theory  at  least,  urged, 
namely,  that  the  King  was  only  the  chief 
magistrate  of  the  people,  though  his  right 
as  a  distinct  independent  part  of  the 
Legislature  were  denied,  still,  in  a  case 
connected  with  his  own  oath,  he  must 
personally  have  a  distinct  and  personal 
judgment.  Jn  all  cases,  indeed,  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  two  Houses  were  resolutions 
only,  until  the  four  words  which  they  had 
beaid  this  afternoon  in  the  -other  House 
9re  pronounced,  and  their  proceedings  be^ 
came  law ;  hut,  in  this  case,  the  King 
could  never  be  held  bound  by  any  unanimity 
of  (he  two  Houses.  With  respect  to  the 
Act  of  Union,  that  Act  directly  provided 
for  the  maintenance  pf  the  Bishops  and 
Archbishops  i  and  he  must  confess  himself 
at  a  loss  to  understand  on  what  principle 
their  number  could  be  decreased  even  by 
one.    Where  ww  th^  Hquio  to  stop ) 


If  ten  might  be  suppressed,  inihy  not 
twelve,  why  not  eighteen?  It  waa  like 
the  horse's  tail  in  Horace — **  Demo  tcniim, 
dema  eti(»ni  nnum,"  until  the  whole  was 
left  bare.  In  respect  to  interference  with 
Church  property,  he  was  aware  of  the 
precedent  drawn  from  Lord  Harrowby's 
Bill.  Though  he  deprecated  the  use  to 
which  the  principle  of  that  Bill  might  be 
applied,  he  denied  that  it  furnished  any 
analogy  to  the  present  Bill.  In  the  first 
place  it  distributed  income  among  the 
clergy  inter  se,  whereas  the  present  Bill 
contemplated  the  appropriation  of  Church 
property  to  state  purposes ;  but,  above  all, 
Lord  Hftrrowby's  Bill  was  in  its  operation 
discretionary,  since  every  reptor  might 
have  resided,  iu  other  words,  every  stipend- 
iary curate  might  have  hecom?  f^n  incum- 
bent. It  did  not  levy  a  compulsory  tax 
upon  property  as  such.  The  Act  at  tirst 
went  to  destroy  the  first  fruits  and  the 
vestry  cess.  In  one  of  the  sorts  of  Par- 
liament whieh  had  been  held  in  Ireland 
two  months  ago,  the  Church  Bill  hud  been 
contrasted  with  the  Irish  Ooarcion  QiU, 
and  the  speakers  had  declared  that  the 
Church  Bill  gave  tp  the  people  ^n  advan- 
tage of  not  more  than  2d.  an  acre.  He 
believed  that  it  was  a  fractiou  almoit 
incalculable.  In  no  case  did  it  amount 
to  more  than  Is.  fid.  an  aere;  but  it  was 
not  the  amount,  but  the  authority  of  the 
Church  which  was  to  be  regarded.  He 
could  only  compare  the  case  to  ope  in 
which  the  expenses  of  trials  at  Assise,  in- 
stead of  being  assessed  on  the  county, 
were  to  be  paid  by  the  barristers  who  might 
be  engaged  in  the  trials.  Were  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Church  tp  be  defrayed  by 
Its  ministers,  as  if  tbey  only  had  an  interest 
in  its  worship  ?  And  was  a  tax  nqw  levied 
on  property  as  such  to  be  imposed  on  the 
persons  of  the  incumbents  ?  In  the  pre- 
sent instance  what  would  be  the  effect  of 
this  part  of  the  Bill  but  to  take  from  the 
clergy  their  property,  in  order  to  put  it 
into  the  hands  of  the  landlords?  He 
must  beg  leave  to  remind  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  that  a  very  Urge 
number  of  the  parishes  of  Ireland  had 
never  paid  first  fruits  at  all.  One  entire 
diocese  in  Ireland  never  had  pf^id  first 
fruits,  and  the  tax  now  proposed  would 
not,  in  this  case,  act,  fis  the  Bill  professed, 
as  a  substitution  of  one  tax  for  anothen 
but  it  would  be  in  sH  respects  a  decidedly 
new  and  original  imposition.  It  was  pos- 
sible, that  there  was  a  cleripftl  error  in  a 
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vate  property*  He  therefore  must  protest 
altogether  against  the  principle,  that  if  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament  the  House  conferred 
a  value  upon  propertyi  for  which  new  value 
the  owner  gave  no  consideration,  and  which 
he  did  not  even  contemplate — he  denied,  he 
said,  the  principle,  that  Parliament  had  a 
right  to  appropriate  to  the  State  this  im- 
proved value  of  the  property-  But  under 
what  circumstances  was  it  that  the  House 
was  discussing  the  question  ?  If  they  really 
had  a  sum  of  3,000,000/.  to  deal  with, 
there  might  be  something  so  tempting  in 
the  amount  of  the  spoliation  that  some 
men  niight  be  induced  to  overlook  its 
iniquity — but  the  fact  was,  that  the  House 
was  legislating  about  moonshine — and 
were  engaged  in  a  most  unprofitable  dis- 
cussion upon  a  most  dangerous  principle. 
The  danger  was  only  increased  by  the 
miserable  amount  of  their  dishonest  gains. 
The  case  was  not  one  of  splendid  robbery, 
that  might  be  thought,  from  its  singularity, 
to  constitute  no  rule  for  the  future.  Our 
wrong  was  without  the  palliation  of  being 
a  profitable  one.  The  precedent  would  be 
6f  daily  application.  After  providing  for  all 
the  wants  of  the  clergy  the  House  would  not 
have  a  shilling  left  with  respect  to  which  it 
could  apply  the  principle  which  it  was  asked 
to  affirm,  and  which  it  would  affirm,  there- 
fore, if  it  agreed  to  the  measure  as  it  stood, 
in  pure  wantonness.  There  were  two  de- 
scriptions of  property  belonging  to  the 
Church — tithed  and  land.  Tithes  were 
insecure*  from  what  causes  he  would  not' 
now  stop  to  inquire,  but  the  land  was 
secure.  Well,  say  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  Government,  'Uhe  tithes 
we  will  leave  to  the  Church,  for  we  have 
made  them  a  worthless  possession,  but  the 
lands  we  will  improve  and  take  to  our- 
selves.*' What  justice,  he  would  ask,  was 
there  in  this  ?  He  did  not  object  to  the 
improvement  of  the  property ;  he  wanted 
no  personal  interests  of  either  Bishop  or 
tenant  to  be  promoted  by  it,  but  let  the 
Church — let  that  religion  for  which  the 
Church  exists — benefit  by  the  improve- 
ment. Surely  the  first  charge  on  this  im- 
proved revenue  was  to  replace  the  sums 
taken  from  the  Church  by  the  abolition 
of  Church  cess.  He  did  not  object  to  an 
equalization  of  livings,  and  to  providing  for 
the  worship  of  the  Protestant  population  in 
the  large  towns ;  but  he  did  object  to  any 
plan  which  did  not  consider  these  objects 
as  the  first  to  be  attended  to.  Were  these 

sentiments^   be  would   ask,  entertained 


only  by  persons  of  extreme  opinions  in 
favour  of  the  Church?  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  the  opinions  of 
Sir  John  Newport  upon  these  very  ques- 
tions of  the  diminution  of  the  num- 
ber of  the  Bishops  and  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  Church  revenues  to  secular 
purposes  ?  No  man  had  laboured  longer 
or  more  earnestly  in  the  cause  of  Church 
Reform,  or  had  taken  views  more  adverse 
to  any  unjust  claims  of  the  Church  than 
Sir  John  Newport;  and  yet  that  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  presided  at  a  public 
meeting  at  Waterford,  which  came  to 
unanimous  Resolutions,approvingcertainly 
of  parts  of  the  Bill,  but  entirely  dissenting 
from  the  proposed  reduction  in  the  num- 
ber of  the  Bishops  and  the  appropriation 
to  other  than  ecclesiastical  purposes  of 
the  improved  value  of  Church  lands.*  He 
was  not  singular  therefore  in  declining  at 
once  to  admit  the  propriety  of  striking  off 
ten  Irish  Bishops,  or  of  agreeing  to  the 
proposed  application  of  the  property  of 
their  sees.  He  recollected,  that  when  he 
proposed  to  postpone  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  from  Tuesday  to  the  following 
Monday,  it  was  said  by  bis  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters to  be  quite  impossible,  for  that 
Members  would  pass  sleepless  nights  in 
the  interval;  that,  having  voted  for  the 
Coercive  Bill,  their  conscience  was  not 
at  ease  until  they  had  given  their  votes 
for  the  Church  Reform  Bill ;  and  yet 
six  weeks  had  now  elapsed,  and  the  Bill 
was  not  yet  read  a  second  time  [**  hear^ 
hear"]  He  presumed  that  that  cheer 
proceeded  from  some  Gentleman  whose 
conscience  had  been  upbraiding  him  for 
this  long  delay,  and  that  for  the  last  six 
weeks  his  days  had  been  comfortless,  bis 
nights  without  repose.  For  his  own  part, 
he  thought  the  questions  involved  in  this 
Bill  much  too  important  to  be  de- 
cided on  such  grounds,  or  with  such 
precipitation.  On  the  decision  of  the 
question  before  the  House  would  pro- 
bably depend  the  future  welfare  of  tlie 
established  religion;  and,  therefore,  how- 
ever the  House  might  agree,  and  he  believed 
the  great  majority  did  agree,  in  the  desire 
of  removing  every  just  cause  of  complaint, 
and  in  providing  for  the  strict  performance 
or  their  duties  by  the  ministers  of  religion, 
the  House  must  approach  this  subject  with 
great  caution,  and  enter  upon  its  con- 
sideration, not  with  the  view  of  gaining  mere 
temporary  applause,  but  of  laymg  a  foun- 
dation of  increased  stability  for  th«  Cbuzch 
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stated;  Ihe  suppression  of  bishoprics.  He 
would  say,  "  that  a  Bill  for  suppression '' 
was  a  fallacious  and  improper  designation 
of  this  measure.  What  was  the  nature  of 
the  measure?  It  was  not  to  suppress 
bishoprics,  but  to  increase  the  extent  over 
which  the  duties  of  a  certain  number  of 
Bishops  would  hereafter  be  applicable.  It 
was  an  extension  of  different  dioceses; 
and  in  all  times,  churches  in  every  coun- 
try, had  effected  the  consolidation  of  dio- 
ceses. They  would  find  this  to  be  the 
fact,  if  they  looked  to  the  best  and 
purest  times  of  the  Church.  In  Italy, 
there  were  examples  where  two,  three,  or 
four  dioceses  were  consolidated  into  one. 
In  Spain  and  Germany,  the  same  thing 
had  been  done ;  and  it  had  also  been  the 
case  in  Ireland.  This  was  not  the  first  at- 
tempt to  effect  such  an  object  in  Ireland. 
Considerable  stress  had  been  laid  upon 
the  identity  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  and 
England ;  but  putting  out  of  view  the 
Catholics,  in  the  ratio  of  the  population, 
twelve  Bishops  was  an  ample  proportion 
for  Ireland.  This  would  be  enough, 
treating  the  question  only  as  a  question  of 
suppressing  bishoprics.  The  canon,  cres-^ 
cmUi  numero  papulorum  augetur  numerus 
episcoporum,  adapted  the  number  of 
Bishops  to  the  population.  But  it  was 
said,  the  Bill  would  afford « a  triumph  to 
the  Catholics,  who  would  continue  to  have 
the  same  number  of  Bishop*  He  hoped 
he  was  not  indifferent  to  the  interests  of 
the  English  Protestant  Church,  or  tha^he 
did  not  think  lightly  of  the  duty  of  meet- 
ing the  Catholics  in  Ireland ;  but  his 
nolioD  was,  that  they  were  to  be  met  non 
numero  fSedpondere;  notbynumbers,butby 
the  zeal, devotion,  and  assiduity  with  which 
the  clerical  functions  were  discharged. 
With  regard  to  Church  cess,  he  was  a 
little  surprised  that  those  who  took  up  the 
principle  that  Church  property  was  not  to 
be  secularized,  should  contend  that  this 
was  the  property  of  the  Church.  It  was  a 
clear  principle,  that  if  there  was  any  case 
in  which  the  exercise  of  the  proprietary 
right  of  the  Church  was  injurious  to  the 
great  trust  for  which  that  right  was  given, 
it  was.  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  prefer 
the  great  object,  and  to  consult  the  benefit 
of  the  community.  If  the  great  object 
was  injured  rather  than  promoted,  the 
question  ought  to  be  so  disposed  of,  that 
the  result  might  be  beneficial  to  the  trust. 
Thus,  in  the  case  of  tithes,  as  the  collec- 
tion of  them  in  Ireland  marred  the  great 
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object  of  benefiting  the  community,  the 
Legislature  had  interfered  for  the  sake  of 
promoting  the  interest  of  the  Church  itself. 
The  amount  of  the  Church  cess,  60,000/., 
was  80  small  a  sum,  the  uncertainty  of  it, 
and  the  invidious  circumstance  that  it  was 
disposed  of  by  Protestants,  and  that  the 
Catholics  had  no  voice  in  its  disposal, 
altogether  rendered  the  impost  so  odious, 
that  it  would  be  for  the  advantage  of  the 
Church  to  get  rid  of  it.  He  did  not  call 
this  an  alienation ;  it  was  no  alienation. 
The  relinquishment  of  it  was  a  sort  of 
capital  invested  in  the  good  opinion  of  the 
people,  which  made  a  return  in  goodwill. 
Another  question  related  to  Bishops' 
leases.  It  was  argued,  that  inasmuch 
as  certain  acts  of  Parliament  gave  them 
the  whole  rights  of  property  over  unim- 
proved, though  improvable  land,  the  Le- 
gislature could  not  interfere  with  those 
rights.  This  was  founded  upon  mere  spe- 
cial pleading,  and  would  not  bear  the  test 
of  argument.  It  could  not  be  said,  that 
the  Legislature  took  from  the  Church  what 
the  Church  never  had.  If  it  was  the 
property  of  any  one,  it  was  the  property 
of  the  tenantry,  not  of  the  Church,  though 
the  right  had  been  in  abeyance.  This 
had  been  always  admitted  in  all  discus- 
sions which  involved  the  question  of 
leases.  If  there  was  an  injury  done  to 
any  party,  it  was  to  the  tenant  or  lay  pro- 
prietor, as  the  renewal  of  those  leases  had 
now  become  so  much  a  matter  of  course, 
that  they  were  considered  property. 
It  was  a  strong  argument  with  him  in 
favour  of  the  Reform  in  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  that,  by  the  change  proposed,  it 
would  become  a  working  Church,  not  a 
Church  kept  up  on  account  of  the 
patronage  connected  with  it,  as  had 
hitherto  been  the  case.  He  thought  it  a 
monstrous  thing  to  keep  up  an  immense 
establishment,  not  for  the  sake  of  religion, 
or  of  the  Church,  but  for  the  sake  of  its 
temporaKties.  In  conclusion,  he  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  ^ould  say,  that  his 
right  hon.  friend  had  yielded  to  clamour, 
for  his  right  hon.  friend  was  the  last 
person  who  could  be  accused  of  yielding 
too  readily  to  the  clamour  of  his  op- 
ponents. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  there  were 
some  of  the  objects  contemplated  in  this 
Bill  of  v/hich  he  approved  ;  there  were 
details  in  it  which  he  admitted  were 
capable  of  improvement  in  the  Com- 
mittee, and  objections  had   been  urged 
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vate  property.  He  therefore  must  protest 
altogether  against  the  principle,  that  if  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament  the  House  conferred 
a  value  upon  property,  for  which  new  value 
the  owner  gave  no  consideration,  and  which 
he  did  not  even  contemplate — he  denied,  he 
said,  the  principle,  that  Parliament  had  a 
right  to  appropriate  to  the  State  this  im- 
proved value  of  the  property.  But  under 
what  circumstances  was  it  that  the  Flouse 
was  discussing  the  question  ?  If  they  really 
had  a  sum  of  3,000,000/.  to  deal  with, 
there  might  be  something  so  tempting  in 
the  amount  of  the  spoliation  that  some 
men  niight  be  induced  to  overlook  its 
iniquity — but  the  fact  was,  that  the  House 
was  legislating  about  moonshine — and 
were  engaged  in  a  most  unprofitable  dis- 
cussion upon  a  most  dangerous  principle. 
The  danger  was  only  increased  by  the 
miserable  amount  of  their  dishonest  gains. 
The  case  was  not  one  of  splendid  robbery, 
that  might  be  thought,  from  its  singularity, 
to  constitute  no  rule  for  the  future.  Our 
wrong  was  without  the  palliation  of  being 
a  profitable  one.  The  precedent  would  be 
6f  daily  application.  After  providing  for  all 
the  wants  of  the  clergy  the  House  would  not 
have  a  shilling  left  with  respect  to  which  it 
could  apply  the  principle  which  it  was  asked 
to  affirm,  and  which  it  would  affirm,  there- 
fore, if  it  agreed  to  the  measure  as  it  stood, 
in  pure  wantonness.  There  were  two  de- 
scriptions of  property  belonging  to  the 
Church — tithed  and  land.  Tithes  were 
insecure,  from  what  causes  he  would  not 
now  stop  to  inquire,  but  the  land  was 
secure.  Well,  say  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  Government,  'Uhe  tithes 
we  will  leave  to  the  Church,  for  we  have 
made  them  a  worthless  possession,  but  the 
lands  we  will  improve  and  take  to  our- 
selves." What  justice,  be  would  ask,  was 
there  ia  this?  He  did  not  object  to  the 
improvement  of  the  property ;  he  wanted 
no  personal  interests  of  either  Bishop  or 
tenant  to  be  promoted  by  it,  but  let  the 
Church — let  that  religion  for  which  the 
Church  exists — benefit  by  the  improve- 
ment.  Surely  the  first  charge  on  this  im- 
proved revenue  was  to  replace  the  sums 
taken  from  the  Church  by  the  abolition 
of  Church  cess.  He  did  not  object  to  an 
equalization  of  livings,  and  to  providing  for 
the  worship  of  the  Protestant  population  in 
the  large  towns ;  but  he  did  object  to  any 
plan  which  did  not  consider  these  objects 
as  the  first  to  be  attended  to.  Were  these 

seotituentsy   be  would   ask;  entertained 


only  by  persons  of  extreme  opinions  in 
favour  of  the  Church?  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  the  opinions  of 
Sir  John  Newport  upon  these  very  ques- 
tions of  the  diminution  of  the  num- 
ber of  the  Bishops  and  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  Church  revenues  to  secular 
purposes  ?  No  man  had  laboured  longer 
or  more  earnestly  in  the  cause  of  Church 
Reform,  or  had  taken  views  more  adverse 
to  any  unjust  claims  of  the  Church  than 
Sir  John  Newport;  and  yet  tliat  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  presided  at  a  public 
meeting  at  Waterford,  which  came  to 
unanimous  Resolutions,approvingcertainly 
of  parts  of  the  Bill,  but  entirely  dissenting 
from  the  proposed  reduction  in  the  num- 
ber of  the  Bishops  and  the  appropriation 
to  other  than  ecclesiastical  purposes  of 
the  improved  value  of  Church  lands.'  He 
was  not  singular  therefore  in  declining  at 
once  to  admit  the  propriety  of  striking  o(F 
ten  Irish  Bishops,  or  of  agreeing  to  the 
proposed  application  of  the  property  of 
their  sees*  He  recollected,  that  when  he 
proposed  to  postpone  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  from  Tuesday  to  the  following 
Monday,  it  was  said  by  bis  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters to  be  auite  impossible,  for  that 
Members  woula  pass  sleepless  nights  in 
the  interval;  that,  having  voted  for  the 
Coercive  Bill,  their  conscience  was  not 
at  ease  until  they  had  given  their  votes 
for  the  Church  Reform  Bill;  and  yet 
six  weeks  had  now  elapsed,  and  the  Bill 
was  not  yet  read  a  second  time  [•*  hear, 
hear.**]  He  presumed  that  that  cheer 
proceeded  from  some  Gentleman  whose 
conscience  had  been  upbraiding  him  for 
this  long  delay,  and  that  for  the  last  six 
weeks  his  days  had  been  comfortless,  his 
nights  without  repose.  For  his  own  part, 
he  thought  the  questions  involved  in  this 
Bill  much  too  important  to  be  de- 
cided on  such  grounds,  or  with  such 
precipitation.  On  the  decision  of  the 
question  before  the  House  would  pro- 
bably depend  the  future  welfare  of  the 
established  religion;  and,  therefore,  how* 
ever  the  House  might  agree, and  he  believed 
the  great  majority  did  agree,  in  the  desire 
of  removing  every  just  cause  of  complaint, 
and  in  providing  for  the  strict  performance 
of  their  duties  by  tlie  ministers  of  religion, 
the  House  must  approach  this  subject  with 
great  caution,  and  enter  upon  its  con* 
sideration, not  with  the  view  of  gaining  mere 
temporary  applause,  but  of  laying  a  foun- 
dation of  inermed  stabilit^f  far  ib«  Qiurch 
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place  in  the  2nd  of  Elizabeth,  when  Cashel 
and  Emly  were  united.  He  believed  also 
that  Ardagh  had  been  united  with  Tuam 
since  the  Reformation,  without  the  instru- 
mentality of  a  Convocation;  and  Kilfenora 
was  united  to  Killaloc  so  lately  as  1752. 
He  could  not  concur  in  the  position,  that 
an  Act  for  the  union  of  one  bishopric  with 
another  constituted  a  violation  of  the  Coro- 
nation Oath.  He  did  not  think  it  pos- 
sible to  maintain  the  doctrine,  that  the 
Kinp^  of  England  was  bound  by  that  Oath, 
in  his  legislative  as  well  as  his  executive 
capacity,  to  maintain  every  privilege  of  th^ 
Bishops,  and  of  the  clergy  in  the  exact 
slate  m  which  those  privileges  stood  in 
the  year  1688,  If  that  were  the  true 
interpretation  of  the  Coronation  Oath,  it 
followed  as  a  natural  consequence,  that 
the  kings  who  had  given  their  assent  to 
any  Act  subsequently  passed  —  varying 
the  strict  legal  privileges  of  the  Church 
— by  uniting  bishoprics  or  parishes,  or 
commuting  tithes,  which  had  already 
taken  place,  had  violated  the  Coronation 
Oath,  a  conclusion  at  which  he(Snr  Robert 
Peel)  should  be  extremely  sorry  to  arrive. 
In  his  opinion,  the  Coronation  Oath  of 
the  Monarch  imposed  a  duty  to  maintain 
to  the  utmost  of  his  power  the  interests 
of  the  Established  Church.  There  was 
left  to  the  King  the  exercise  of  a  discre- 
tion, tobe  regulated  by  his  own  conscience, 
by  his  own  sincere,  honest  decision  of  the 
question,  whether  any  particular  measure 
was  or  was  not  for  the  interests  of  the 
Church.  If,  on  a  review  of  comparative 
advantages  to  the  Church,  or  of  dangers 
menacing  the  Church  from  difierent  direc- 
tions, the  King  conscientiously  took  that 
course  which  secured  to  the  Church  in 
his  deliberate  judgment,*  the  greatest 
prospect  of  advantage,  or  warded  off  the 
greatest  amount  of  danger,  he  for  one 
never  could  believe,  that  a  King  acting 
on  thatprinciple,  violated  his  oath,  although 
he  might  consent  to  the  modification  or 
abandonment  of  some  privilege  heretofore 
possessed  by  the  Bishops  and  clergy.  He 
never  could  consent  to  the  doctrine,  that 
the  King  must  rigidly  maintain  every 
ancient  privilege  of  the  Church,  even  to 
the  certain  injury  of  the  best  interests 
of  the  Church.  This  the  King  must 
do  if  be  had  no  discretion.  If  he  had  a 
discretion,  who  could  presume  to  charge 
the  King  with  a  violation  of  his  oath, 
because  the  King,  who  took  the  oath, 
difftred   in   his   conclpsions  as   to    the 


bearing  of  a  particular  measure,  from 
others  who  had  no  oath  imposed  upon 
them.  With  respect  to  the  diminution  of 
bishoprics,  at  present  there  were  twenty- 
two  bishops  in  Ireland,  and  he  shoujd  be 
sorry  to  be  convinced  of  the  policy  of 
diminishing  that  number,  because  upon 
that  question  must  depend  an  alteration 
in  the  Act  of  Union  with  Ireland — that 
Act  having  provided  for  the  maintenance 
of  a  certain  number  of  bishoprics  in  Ire- 
land, and  for  a  certain  rotation  regulating 
the  order  in  which  they  were  to  have 
seats  in  Parliament.  He  must  confess 
that  he  saw  great  objection  to  altering  the 
Act  of  Union^  and  making  a  new  arrange- 
ment. He  would,  therefore,  infinitely 
rather  find  it  consistent  with  the  true 
interests  of  the  Church  to  maintain  the 
exicting  number  of  the  bishoprics.  The 
Bill  before  the  House  struck  off  ten  out 
of  the  twenty-two,  and  until  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Stanley) 
spoke  that  night,  no  reason  whatever  had 
been  assigned  for  making  a  reduction  of 
that  particular  number,  and  surely  the 
House  would  not  decide  that  question 
without  having  returns  laid  before  them 
of  the  extent  of  the  different  dioceses  and 
the  number  of  benefices  in  each.  The 
House  should  take  into  its  consideration 
what  were  the  duties  the  Bishops  had  to 
perform.  Supposing  the  proposed  reduc- 
tion to  be  made,  there  would  be  left  a 
total  number  of  twelve  Bishops,  four  of 
whom  would  have  to  attend  in  Parliament. 
Would  the  remaining  eight  be  sufficient  for 
the  discharge  of  the  increased  duties  of  their 
extended  dioceses  ?  Or  if  they  performed 
the  duties  of  superintending  the  incum- 
bents  in  the  different  benefices,  must  they 
not  neglect  the  duty  imposed  on  them  as 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  1  The  whole 
charge  of  the  commission  would  devolve 
on  the  lay  Commissioners — persons  sala- 
ried by  the  Crown,  and  removable  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  Crown.  That  must  be 
inevitable — for  those  who  gave  their  con- 
stant attention  to  the  Commission,  who 
were  conversant  with  its  daily  details, 
would  naturally  have  the  control,  so  that 
the  influence  of  the  Church  over  it  would 
soon  be  at  an  end.  All  these  were  questions 
of  great  importance,  and  worthy  of  the 
deepest  consideration.*  But  to  go  no 
further  at  the  present  than  the  plan  im- 
mediately before  the  House,  he  would  say 
that  the  arrangements  it  proposed  were 
exceedingly  de^ctive.  Upon  looking  to 
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vate  property.  He  therefore  must  protest 
altogether  against  the  principle,  that  if  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament  the  House  conferred 
a  value  upon  property,  for  which  new  value 
the  owner  gave  no  consideration,  and  which 
he  did  not  even  con  tern  plate — he  denied,  he 
said,  the  principle,  that  Parliament  had  a 
right  to  appropriate  to  the  State  this  im- 
proved value  of  the  property.  But  under 
what  circumstances  was  it  that  the  Flouse 
was  discussing  the  question  ?  If  they  really 
had  a  sum  of  3,000,000/.  to  deal  with, 
there  might  be  something  so  tempting  in 
the  amount  of  the  spoliation  that  some 
men  niight  be  induced  to  overlook  its 
iniquity' — but  the  fact  was,  that  the  House 
was  legislating  about  moonshine — and 
were  engaged  in  a  most  unprofitable  dis- 
cussion upon  a  most  dangerous  principle. 
The  danger  was  only  increased  by  the 
miserable  amount  of  their  dishonest  gains. 
The  case  was  not  one  of  splendid  robbery, 
that  might  be  thought,  from  its  singularity, 
to  constitute  no  rule  for  the  future.  Our 
wrong  was  without  the  palliation  of  being 
a  profitable  one.  The  precedent  would  be 
6f  daily  application.  After  providing  for  all 
the  wants  of  the  clergy  the  House  would  not 
have  a  shilling  left  with  respect  to  which  it 
could  apply  the  principle  which  it  was  asked 
to  affirm,  and  which  it  would  affirm,  there- 
fore, if  it  agreed  to  the  measure  as  it  stood, 
in  pure  wantonness.  There  were  two  de- 
scriptions of  property  belonging  to  the 
Church — tithed  and  land.  Tithes  were 
insecure,  from  what  causes  he  would  not' 
now  stop  to  inquire,  but  the  land  was 
secure.  Well,  say  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  Government,  "the  tithes 
we  will  leave  to  the  Church,  for  we  have 
made  them  a  worthless  possession,  but  the 
lands  we  will  improve  and  take  to  our- 
selves." What  justice,  he  would  ask,  was 
there  in  this  ?  He  did  not  object  to  the 
improvement  of  the  property ;  he  wanted 
no  personal  interests  of  either  Bishop  or 
tenant  to  be  promoted  by  it,  but  let  the 
Church — let  that  religion  for  which  the 
Church  exists — benefit  by  the  improve- 
ment. Surely  the  first  charge  on  this  im- 
proved revenue  was  to  replace  the  sums 
taken  from  the  Church  by  the  abolition 
of  Church  cess.  He  did  not  object  to  an 
equalization  of  livings,  and  to  providing  for 
the  worship  of  the  Protestant  population  in 
the  large  towns ;  but  he  did  object  to  any 
plan  which  did  not  consider  these  objects 
as  the  first  to  be  attended  to.  Were  these 

sentiments,   be  would   ask,  entertained 


only  by  persons  of  extreme  opinions  in 
favour  of  the  Church?  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  the  opinions  of 
Sir  John  Newport  upon  these  very  ques- 
tions of  the  diminution  of  the  num- 
ber of  the  Bishops  and  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  Church  revenues  to  secular 
purposes  ?  No  man  had  laboured  longier 
or  more  earnestly  in  the  cause  of  Church 
Reform,  or  had  taken  views  more  adverse 
to  any  unjust  claims  of  the  Church  than 
Sir  John  Newport;  and  yet  that  rieht 
hon.  Baronet  had  presided  at  a  public 
meeting  at  Waterford,  which  came  to 
unanimous  Resolutions,approvingcertainly 
of  parts  of  the  Bill,  but  entirely  dissenting 
from  the  proposed  reduction  in  the  num- 
ber of  the  Bishops  and  the  appropriation 
to  other  than  ecclesiastical  purposes  of 
the  improved  value  of  Church  lands.*  He 
was  not  singular  therefore  in  declining  at 
once  to  admit  the  propriety  of  striking  off 
ten  Irish  Bishops,  or  of  agreeing  to  the 
proposed  application  of  the  property  of 
their  sees.  He  recollected,  that  when  he 
proposed  to  postpone  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  from  Tuesday  to  the  following 
Monday,  it  was  said  by  bis  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters to  be  quite  impossible,  for  that 
Members  would  pass  sleepless  nights  in 
the  interval;  that,  having  voted  for  the 
Coercive  Bill,  their  conscience  was  not 
at  ease  until  they  had  given  their  votes 
for  the  Church  Reform  Bill;  and  yet 
six  weeks  had  now  elapsed,  and  the  Bill 
was  not  yet  read  a  second  time  [**  hear^ 
hear,*']  He  presumed  that  that  cheer 
proceeded  from  some  Gentleman  whose 
conscience  had  been  upbraiding  him  for 
this  long  delay,  and  that  for  the  last  six 
weeks  his  days  had  been  comfortless,  his 
nights  without  repose.  For  his  own  part» 
he  thought  the  questions  involved  in  this 
Bill  much  too  important  to  be  de- 
cided on  such  grounds,  or  with  such 
precipitation.  On  the  decision  of  the 
question  before  the  House  would  pro- 
bably depend  the  future  welfare  of  the 
established  religion;  and,  therefore,  how* 
ever  the  House  might  agree, and  he  believed 
the  great  majority  did  agree,  in  the  desire 
of  removing  every  just  cause  of  complaint, 
and  in  providing  for  the  strict  performance 
oF  their  duties  by  the  ministers  of  religion, 
the  House  must  approach  this  subject  with 
great  caution,  and  enter  upon  its  con* 
sideration, not  with  the  view  of  gaining  mere 
temporary  applause,  but  of  laying  a  foun- 
dation of  inereased  stabilitjf  for  the  Cbuicb 
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and  of  individuals  must  yield  to  the  exi- 
gences of  circumstances,  he  would  main- 
tain that  the  property  of  the  Church  was 
as  sacred  as  any  other.  Similar  sentiments 
had  been  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself,  by  Mr.  Canning,  and,  he 
believed,  by  the  present  Lord  Chancellor 
of  England.  How  then  could  those  who 
admitted  that  ecclesiastical  property  was 
in  its  character  the  same  as  other  pro- 
perty, maintain  the  proposition,  that 
if  Parliament  gave  an  improved  value 
to  Church  property  it  might  apply  that 
improved  value  to  state  purposes?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  argued  that  the 
Bishop  had  no  right  to  this  improved  pro- 
perty ;  that  the  tenant  had  no  right  to  it ; 
and  that  therefore  it  followed,  as  a  neces- 
sary consequence,  the  State  had  a  right 
to  it.  Now,  he  would  admit,  that  if  Par- 
liament, by  an  unexpected  act  of  inter- 
ference, improved  this  property,  the  ex- 
isting Bishop  and  the  existing  tenant 
might  have  no  claim  in  point  of  right 
to  the  value  of  the  improvement;  but 
had  that  great  corporate  body,  the 
Church,  no  right  to  it  ?  On  what  pre- 
tence did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rest 
his  claim  to  apply  the  value  of  the  im- 
provement to  secular  purposes?  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  to  say,  that 
Church  property  was  different  in  its  nature 
from  other  property,  and  that  the  House 
might  therefore  apply  it  to  State  purposes, 
he  should  know  what  to  say  in  reply ;  but 
he  was  at  presentcon tending  with  those  who 
admitted  that  there  was  no  difference  be- 
tween Church  property  and  private  pro- 
perty, and  who  yet  asserted  that,  if  an 
Act  of  Parliament  conferred  additional 
value  upon  Church  property,  the  Legisla- 
ture had  a  right  to  seize  for  State  purposes 
that  additional  value.  It  was  utterly  im- 
possible to  maintain  that  proposition,  and 
confine  it  to  the  Church.  It  was  equally 
applicable  to  the  improved  value  of  all 
property,  arising  under  similar  circum- 
stances. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  that  the  Bishops  acquired  this  pro- 
perty under  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  the  inference  was,  that  an  Act  of 
Parliament  might  take  it  away.  That 
was  a  most  important  question ;  and  he 
met  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  a 
distinct  denial  of  the  proposition.  The 
rights  exercised  by  the  Bishops  over  their 
property  were  not  acquired  under  any  Act 
of  Parliament.  Those  rights  existed  be- 
fore the  passing  of  the  Act  tQ  which  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded.  That  Act 
merely  restrained  the  original,  inherent, 
and  much  more  extensive  rights  possessed 
by  the  Bishops.  It  limited  their  power 
over  their  property  to  the  granting  of 
leases  for  twenty.one  years;  but  before 
the  Legislature  stepped  in  and  limited 
their  rights,  the  Bishops  possessed  the 
power  of  granting  leases  for  indefinite 
periods.  Why  did  the  Legislature  re- 
strain the  power  of  the  Bishops?  For 
the  benefit  of  the  Church,  and  with 
no  other  view.  The  very  title  of  the 
Act  expressed  its  purpose  It  was  call- 
ed, "An  Act  for  the  preservation  of 
the  inheritance,  rights,  and  profits  of 
lands  belonging  to  the  Church  and  persons 
ecclesiastical.''  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that 
there  was  a  tract  in  Dean  Swift's  Works, 
discussing  the  question  of  the  policy  of 
repealing  that  Act.  In  this  tract,  he  gave 
the  reason s-which  induced  the  Legislature 
to  pass  the  Statute  of  Charles  2nd.  He 
said,  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops, 
foreseeing  that  the  Reformation  was  at 
hand,  prejudiced  the  rights  of  the  Church 
by  making  improvident  leases  in  per* 
petuity;  and  he  added,  that  many  of  the 
Protestant  Bishops  followed  their  example, 
conferring  the  property  of  the  Church 
upon  their  near  relations.  For  these 
reasons  it  was  that  the  Legislature  in- 
terfered for  the  express  purpose  of  pre- 
serving the  property  of  the  Church, 
without,  as  was  expressed  in  the  preamble, 
**  detriment,  spoil,  or  prejudice."  Ac- 
cordingly Archbishops  and  Bishops  were 
restrained  from  making  leases  of  longer 
duration  than  twenty-one  years — all  of 
longer  duration  being  declared  void,  ex- 
pressly for  the  purpose  of  perpetuating  the 
rights  of  the  Church.  After  the  lapse  of 
200  years  it  was  now  proposed  to  repeal 
that  Act,  that  is,  to  remove  the  restraints 
which  it  imposed.  By  their  removal,  the 
property  of  the  Church  might  be  improved, 
and  could  it,  with  any  semblance  of  jus- 
tice be  argued,  that  the  improvement  be- 
longed to  the  State,  and  not  to  the 
Church  ?  There  was  no  new  value  given  to 
this  property ;  there  was  merely  the  re- 
moval of  a  legislative  restraint  on  an  ori- 
ginal right,  by  which  restraint  the  pro- 
perty was  injured.  If  they  sanctioned  this 
principle  of  the  Bill,  they  were  immedi- 
ately weakening  the  foundations  of  all  col- 
legiate, hospital,  and  corporate  property, 
and  ultimately  the  foundations  of  all  pri- 
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vate  property.  He  therefore  must  protest 
altogether  against  the  principle,  that  if  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament  the  House  conferred 
a  value  upon  property,  for  which  new  value 
the  owner  gave  no  consideration,  and  which 
he  did  not  even  contemplate — he  denied,  he 
said,  the  principle,  that  Parliament  had  a 
right  to  appropriate  to  the  State  this  im- 
proved value  of  the  property-  But  under 
what  circumstances  was  it  that  the  House 
was  discussing  the  question  ?  If  they  really 
had  a  sum  of  3,000,000/.  to  deal  with, 
there  might  be  something  so  tempting  in 
the  amount  of  the  spoliation  that  some 
men  niight  be  induced  to  overlook  its 
iniquity — but  the  fact  was,  that  the  House 
was  legislating  about  moonshine — and 
were  engaged  in  a  most  unprofitable  dis- 
cussion upon  a  most  dangerous  principle. 
The  danger  was  only  increased  by  the 
miserable  amount  of  their  dishonest  gains. 
The  case  was  not  one  of  splendid  robbery, 
that  might  be  thought,  from  its  singularity, 
to  constitute  no  rule  for  the  future.  Our 
wrong  was  without  the  palliation  of  being 
a  profitable  one.  The  precedent  would  be 
of  daily  application.  After  providing  for  all 
the  wants  of  the  clergy  the  House  would  not 
have  a  shilling  left  with  respect  to  which  it 
could  apply  the  principle  which  it  was  asked 
to  affirm,  and  which  it  would  affirm,  there- 
fore, if  it  agreed  to  the  measure  as  it  stood, 
in  pure  wantonness.  There  were  two  de- 
scriptions of  property  belonging  to  the 
Church — tithed  and  land.  Tithes  were 
insecure,  from  what  causes  he  would  not 
now  stop  to  inquire,  but  the  land  was 
secure.  Well,  say  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  Government,  ''the  tithes 
we  will  leave  to  the  Church,  for  we  have 
made  them  a  worthless  possession,  but  the 
lands  we  will  improve  and  take  to  our- 
selves." What  justice,  he  would  ask,  was 
there  in  this  ?  He  did  not  object  to  the 
improvement  of  the  property ;  he  wanted 
no  personal  interests  of  either  Bishop  or 
tenant  to  be  promoted  by  it,  but  let  the 
Church — let  that  religion  for  which  the 
Church  exists — benefit  by  the  improve* 
ment.  Surely  the  first  charge  on  this  im- 
proved revenue  was  to  replace  the  sums 
taken  from  the  Church  by  the  abolition 
of  Church  cess.  He  did  not  object  to  an 
equalization  of  livings,  and  to  providing  for 
the  worship  of  the  Protestant  population  in 
the  large  towns ;  but  he  did  object  to  any 
plan  which  did  not  consider  these  objects 
as  the  first  to  be  attended  to.  Were  these 
sentiiuentSi   he  would   ask,  entertained 


only  by  persons  of  extreme  opinions  in 
favour  of  the  Church?  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  the  opinions  of 
Sir  John  Newport  upon  these  very  ques- 
tions of  the  diminution  of  the  num- 
ber of  the  Bishops  and  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  Church  revenues  to  secular 
purposes  ?  No  man  had  laboured  longer 
or  more  earnestly  in  the  cause  of  Church 
Reform,  or  had  taken  views  more  adverse 
to  any  unjust  claims  of  the  Church  than 
Sir  John  Newport;  and  yet  that  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  presided  at  a  public 
meeting  at  Waterford,  which  came  to 
unanimous  Resolutions,approvingcertainly 
of  parts  of  the  Bill,  but  entirely  dissenting 
from  the  proposed  reduction  in  the  num- 
ber of  the  Bishops  and  the  appropriation 
to  other  than  ecclesiastical  purposes  of 
the  improved  value  of  Church  lands.'  He 
was  not  singular  therefore  in  declining  at 
once  to  admit  the  propriety  of  striking  off 
ten  Irish  Bishops,  or  of  agreeing  to  the 
proposed  application  of  the  property  of 
their  sees.  He  recollected,  that  when  he 
proposed  to  postpone  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  from  Tuesday  to  the  following 
Monday,  it  was  said  by  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters to  be  auite  impossible,  for  that 
Members  woula  pass  sleepless  nights  io 
the  interval;  that,  having  voted  for  the 
Coercive  Bill,  their  conscience  was  not 
at  ease  until  tliey  had  given  their  votes 
for  the  Church  Reform  Bill ;  and  yet 
six  weeks  had  now  elapsed,  and  the  Bill 
was  not  yet  read  a  second  time  [**  hear^ 
hear.**]  He  presumed  that  that  cheer 
proceeded  from  some  Gentleman  whose 
conscience  had  been  upbraiding  him  for 
this  long  delay,  and  that  for  the  last  six 
weeks  his  days  had  been  comfortless,  his 
nights  without  repose.  For  his  own  part, 
he  thought  the  questions  involved  in  this 
Bill  much  too  important  to  be  de- 
cided on  such  grounds,  or  with  such 
precipitation.  On  the  decision  of  the 
question  before  the  House  would  pro- 
bably depend  the  future  welfare  of  the 
established  religion;  and,  therefore,  1k>w* 
ever  the  House  might  agree, and  he  believed 
the  great  majority  did  agree,  in  the  desire 
of  removing  every  just  cause  of  complaint, 
and  in  providing  for  the  strict  performance 
of  their  duties  by  the  ministers  of  religion, 
the  House  must  approach  this  subject  with 
great  caution,  and  enter  upon  its  con- 
sideration,not  with  the  viewof  gaining  mere 

temporary  applause,  but  of  laying  a  foun- 
dation of  increased  stability  for  the  Church 
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of  Ireland.  He  was  prepared  to  consider 
a  measure  of  Church  Reform,  which  had 
that  object  in  view ;  but  as  this  Bill  con- 
tained the  principle,  that  Church  pro- 
perty improved  in  its  value  by  an  Act  of 
the  Legislature,  might,  to  the  extent  of 
that  improvement,  be  applied  to  the  pur- 
poses of  the  State,  and  as  no  hope  was 
held  out  of  the  abandonment  of  that  prin- 
ciplcy  he  could  not  assent  to  a  measure 
which  was  in  his  opinion,  unjust  to- 
wards the  Church,  and  which  sanctioned 
a  principle  dangerous  to  the  security  of 
all  property,  whether  lay  or  ecclesiastical, 
corporate  or  individual. 

Lord  A! thorp  admitted,  that  it  was  very 
dangerous  to  assert  any  principle  which 
interfered  with  any  established  right  of 
property.  He  could  not,  however,  admit, 
that  there  was  any  analogy  between 
Church  property,  and  that  of  Corporations 
— and  still  less  was  there  any  between  it, 
and  the  property  of  individuals,  which  came 
to  them  by  inheritance.  In  the  case  of 
the  holders  of  Church  property,  they 
obtained  their  rightstieither  by  inheritance 
nor  purchase,  but  by  the  arbitrary  choice 
of  tne  Crown,  or  of  certain  individuals 
who  held  the  right  of  appointing  them. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  understood, 
did  not  object  to  converting  Bishops' 
leases  into  perpetuities,  but  ho  objected  to 
appropriating  the  increased  value  thereby 
given  to  the  property  to  the  State.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  objected' prin- 
cipally on  account  of  the  sniallness  of  the 
amount,  and  seemed  to  admit,  that  he 
would  have  no  objection  to  it,  provided 
the  amount  were  considerable.  After  that 
admission,  he  d'fd  not  understand  how  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  object  to  the 
principle,  or  say  it  was  inequitable  or  un- 
just ;  all  that  he  was  entitled  to  say  was, 
ihat  it  was  impolitic.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  agreed,  too,  in  the  principle, 
that  the  Church  cess  ought  to  be  abolish- 
ed, but  objected  to  the  mode  of  providing 
for  that  expense.  For  his  part  he  did  not 
see,  if  it  were  to  come  out  of  the  property 
of  the  Church,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man admitted,  why  it  should  not  come 
out  of  the  revenues  of  the  clergy.  He 
believed  that,  in  principle,  he  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  agreed;  and  he 
should  be  happy  to  take  into  considera- 
tion, in  the  Committee,  any  objections  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  make  to  the 
details.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
pbjected  to  the  graduated  tax  on  the  in- 


comes of  the  clergy,  and  had  quoted 
the  observations  which  he  (Lord  Althorp) 
had  made  against  a  graduated  Property- 
tax.  But  between  a  graduated  Property- 
tax,  and  a  graduated  tax  upon  the  in- 
comes of  the  clergy  there  was  a  great 
difference.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
objected  to  the  reduction  of  the  Bishops 
— that  it  would  not  leave  enough,  when 
the  Bishops  were  attending  their  duties  in 
Parliament,  to  attend  to  their  episcopal 
duties  in  Ireland.  But  if  that  argument 
were  applied  to  English  Bishops,  all  of 
whom  were  in  attendance  in  Parliament 
during  its  sittings,  while  only  a  part  of 
the  Irish  Bishops  had  seats  in  the 
other  House,  the  argument  would  have 
much  more  force.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  proved  too  much.  After 
the  Bill  had  passed,  the  number  of  Bi- 
shops in  Ireland,  in  proportion  to  the 
revenues  of  the  Clergy,  and  tQ  the  number 
of  benefices,  would  be  much  greater  in 
proportion  than  the  number  of  Bishops  in 
England.  In  his  opinion,  the  number 
would  be  large  enough.  As  to  the 
expansive  power  of  Protestantism  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  alluded,  that 
expansive  power  would,  he  believed,  be 
increased  as  they  removed  the  abuses 
which  he  had  always  understood,  pre- 
vented it  from  rising  and  spreading  over 
the  land.  The  large  number  of  Bishoprics 
was  one  of  the  burthens  that  confined  it, 
and  kept  it  from  spreading.  After  the 
number  of  Bishops  was  reduced,  it  would 
be  found,  on  comparing  the  number  left 
in  Ireland,  with  the  number  in  England, 
that  the  former  would  be  in  proportion 
tnuch  larger.  Of  course  he  did  not  admit, 
with  the  hon.  member  for  Oxford,  that 
they  were  not  to  toueh  the  Bishops  at  all. 
Looking  at  their  duties,  he  thought  thaf 
the  number  left  would  be  sufficient.  Look- 
ing, too,  at  the  benefices,  he  was  of  the 
same  opinion.  The  revenue  of  the  Irish 
Bishops  was  130,000/.,  and  the  revenue 
of  the  parochial  clergy  was  600,000/. ; 
the  revenue  of  the  English  Bishops  was 
160,000/.,  and  the  revenue  of  the  English 
parochial  clergy  was  3.000,000/. ;  which 
showed,  that  the  Bishops  of  Ireland  would 
be  quite  enough.  The  great  number  of 
Bishops  was  one  of  the  causes  of  discon- 
tent and  dissatisfaction.  He  could  not 
concur,  therefore,  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  his  objection  to  reducing  the 
number  of  Bishops.  He  felt  bound  to 
state,  in  cooclusionj  that  to  the  alterations 
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Chaplin,  Colonel  T. 
Dare,  R.  W.  U. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Dttncombe,  Hon.  W. 
Dugdale,  £.  S. 
£gert0D,  T. 
Fancourt,  Major 
Finch,  G. 
Fox,  S.  L. 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
Halford,  H. 
Hanmer,  Sir  John 
Ilardinge,  Sir  U. 
llenniker,  Lord 
Herries,  Rt.  lla.  J.C. 
Hope.  H.  T. 
Houlasworth,  T. 
Jermyn.  Enrl 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irton,  S. 
Kerrison,  Sir  £• 
Knatchbull,  Sir  E. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lowther,  Viscount 
Lowther,  Hon.  H.  C. 
Lygon,IIn.  Col.  H.  B. 
Mandeville,  Viscount 
Manners,  Lord  R. 
Nicholl,  J. 
Morreys,  Lord 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Peel,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  R. 
Pigot,  R. 
Pollock,  F. 
Plumptre,  R. 
Price,  Richard 
Ross,  Charles 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scarlett)  Sir  J. 


Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stewart,  John 
Stanley,  E. 
Slormont,  Visconnt 
ViUiers,  Viscount 
Welby,  Glynne  E. 
Williams,  Robert 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Wood,  Colonel 
Wynn,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  W. 

SCOTLAND. 

Arbuthnot,  Maj.-Gen. 
Gordori,Hon.Capt.W. 
Hay,  Sir  J. 
Johnston,  A. 

IRELAND. 

Archdall,  General 
Bernard,  Hon.  W.  S. 
I5ateson,  Sir  R. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Cole,  Viscount 
Cole,  Hon.  A. 
ConoUy,  Col.  E.  M. 
Corry,  Hon.  H.  L. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lefroy,  T. 
Maxwell,  Sir  Jn, 
Maxwell,  H. 
Meynell,  Captain  H. 
O'Neill,  Major-Gen. 
Pfcrceval,  Colonel 
Verner,  Colonel 
Young,  J. 

TELLEHS. 

Estoourt,T.  B. 
Shaw,  f . 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,    May  7,     1833. 

MiNOTBS.1  PctMoDi  prewnted.  By  the  Earl  of  LottorosD, 
from  Loogford ;  ind  by  the  BUhop  of  Lincolw,  from 
Hugbendcn,— for  the  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath. 
Dy  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  by  the  Marquesses  of  Lans- 
DowxB,  and  Btrra,  by  the  Earb  of  Rirour,  FiTnrtLUAM, 
OacY,  GoavoaD.  Ro.*«altn,  RADNORt  and  Cawdor,  and 
by  Lord  Wkktxrn,  and  SupriKLO,  from  a  great  Number 
of  PfarccB, — (bt  the  Abolition  of  Slavery. — By  Lord  Was- 
YxaNi  flrom  the  Protestant  Dissenters  of  Booking,  to  be 
aUowed  to  Marry  without  Conforming  to  the  Rites  of  the 
Church  of  England,  for  Relief  from  Church  Rates;  and 
for  an  Improved  System  of  Parochial  Registration ;  and 
from  the  same  Body,  for  granting  a  Charter  to  the  Uni- 
'  vexsity  of  London. — By  the  Duke  of  Wmllinotow,  from 
the  Corporation  of  IVaterford,  against  granting  Exclusive 
Rights  to  the  SL  George  Steam  Company.^By  Earl  Fit»- 
wiLLfAM,  from  the  Glasgow  HoUtioal  Union,  for  a  Repeal 
of  the  Corn  Laws*  and  all  other  Laws  which  tend  to  en- 
hance the  price  of  Bread. — By  Earl  Grky,  from  Roscrea, 
fiir  an  Altvation  and  Revision  of  the  Criminal  Law. 

Criminal  L.avt.']  The  Duke  of  Sussex 
rose  to  present  to  their  Lordships  a  Petition 
from  the  inhabitAUts  of  London  and  its 
vicinity,  agreed  to  at  Exeter  Hall;  the 
prayer  of  which  was,  that  their   Lord- 


ships would  take  the  Criminal  Law  into 
their  consideraticm  with  a  view  of  ameliora. 
ting  it  He  had  the  honour  last  year  to  pre- 
sent a  similar  petition  to  their  Lordships, 
which,  like  this,  was  most  respectably 
signed.  The  present  petition  had  5,330 
signatures;  and  among  the  persons  who 
signed  were  several  who  had  suffered  from 
nn)bery,  and  who  had  proved  in  their  own 
persons  the  insufficiency  of  the  law.  No 
man  was  more  anxious  than  he  was  to 
diminish  the  number  of  offences  liable  to 
capital  punishment,  but  he  was  convinced 
that  the  abolition  of  those  punishments  was 
a  subject  which  required  great  consideration 
and  care.  In  changing  the  punishment, 
other  circumstances  must  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration ;  as,  for  example,  in  what  mode 
were  the  prisoners  to  be  taken  care  of? 
He  agreed,  therefore,  with  the  petitioners, 
who  wished  also  to  see  the  subject  of  prison 
discipline  carefully  examined.  He  was 
happy  to  say,  that  the  number  of  capital 
convictions  had  decreased ;  but  the  number 
of  persons  charged  with  capital  offences, 
who  were  acquitted,  was  particularly  in- 
structive. By  comparing  the  number  of 
persons  ootiTicted  in  1881,  with  the  number 
of  persons  acquitted,  it  appeared  that  of 
capital  charges,  twenty-eight  oat  of  100 
were  acquitted,  while  of  other  charges  only 
eighteen  out  of  100  were  acquitted.  That 
fact  proved  that  the  chances  of  conviction 
diminished  when  persons  were  charged  with 
capital  offences.  The  difference  was  about 
eleven  per  cent.  He  was  speaking  of  the 
number  of  convictions  in  all  England  and 
Wales.  In  the  metropolis  the  case  was 
different.  The  number  of  convictions  in 
London  on  capital  charges  was  as  forty- 
four  to  100  acquitted,  while  in  non-capital 
cases  it  was  only  twenty.  It  was,  therefore, 
not  the  same  in  London  as  in  all  England 
and  Wales.  He  was  sure  that  the  §ubjcct 
was  of  that  nature  which  rc(iuircd  the 
gravest  consideration.  He  hoped  that 
some  ameliorations  might  take  place ;  but 
while  he  was  ready  to  offer  their  Lordships 
his  best  assistance  in  carrying  them  into 
effect,  he  by  no  means  wished  to  hurry 
them  under  the  consideration  of  their 
Lordships.  He  would  then  only  move  that 
the  Petition  be  read  at  length  which  was 
done  as  follows : 

To  the  Right  Hon.  the  Lords  Spiritaal  and 
Temporal  of  the  United  Kiogdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  in  Parliamentassembled. 
The  Petilioa  of  the  undersigned  inhabitants 
of  London  and  its  vicinity,  agreed  to  at  a 
public  oaeetiog,  held  in  £aceter  IIaII| 
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Humbly  showeth — That  your  Petitioners 
are  deeply  impressed  with  the  opinion,  that 
the  efficacy  of  criminal  laws  depends  less  upon 
the  severity  of  punishment  than  the  certainty 
of  infliction ;  «uid  that  laws  which  cannot  be 
carried  into  execution  without  shocking  the 
feelings  of  society,  and  exciting  sympathy  for 
the  offender,  are  contrary  to  reason,  inconsist- 
ent with  morality,  and  opposed  to  the  interests 
of  justice: 

That  the  criminal  laws  of  England  are  of  a 
character  so  vindictive  and  barbarous  as  to  be 
utterly  incapable  of  uniform  execution ;  and 
that  consequently,  under  the  present  system, 
the  lives  of  men  depend  less  upon  the  precise 
and  express  provisions  of  law  than  upon  the 
temper^  feelings  or  caprice  of  a  Judge,  or 
Secretary  of  State,  whence  it  arises  that  all  the 
assizes  and  circuits  throughout  England  afford 
examples  of  iuequality  of  punishment,  and 
practical  proofs  of  the  arbitrary  discretion 
exercised  m  the  selection  of  victims  for  the 
altars  of  sanguinary  justice : 

That  the  excessive  severity  of  the  law  ope- 
rates to  the  total  impunity  of  a  great  propor- 
tion of  offenders,  by  deterring  humane  persons 
from  prosecuting,  and  by  holding  out  a  temp- 
tation to  Jurors  to  violate  their  oath  rather 
than  be  accessory  to  judicial  murder;  while 
almost  all  the  capital  punishments  now  on  the 
Statute-book  are  innovations  upon  the  temper- 
ate and  wholesome  principles  of  the  ancient 
common  law  of  the  land,  which  has  ever  been 
admired  for  its  humanity  and  wisdom  by  the 
greatest  legal  authorities,  and  is  coeval  with 
the  noblest  and  best  principles  of  the  English 
Constitution : 

That  your  Petitioners,  therefore,  humbly 
pray  your  right  hon.  House  to  take  the  crim- 
inal laws  into  your  consideration,  and,  in 
accordance  with  what  the  true  interests  of 
justice  as  well  as  of  humanity  require,  to  intro- 
duce such  a  thorough  and  efficient  Reform 
of  the  criminal  law  as  will  render  it  more 
availing  to  public  morals  than  to  private  ven- 
geance, and  by  a  judicious  system  of  prison 
discipline  afford  that  protection  to  property  of 
which  all  persons  may  avail  themselves  without 
purchasing  it  by  the  sacrifice  of  human  life. 

Lord  Lyndkurst  would  avail  bimself  of 
that  opportunity  to  advert  to  a  subject  to 
which  he  had  taken  the  liberty  of  calling 
tlie  attention  of  their  Lordships  some  time 
back.  He  had  then  referred  to  the  Act 
which  passed  at  a  late  period  of  last  Session, 
by  which  persons  guilty  of  offences  before 
capital  were  subject  to  be  transported  for 
life.  He  had  then  moved  for  Returns  to 
elucidate  the  operation  of  that  Act ;  those 
Returns  had  since  been  laid  upon  the  Table, 
and  by  them  it  appeared,  that,  out  of  300 
convictions,  under  that  Act  of  Parliament, 
there  were  only  ten  cases  of  punishment 
commuted.  He  was  satisfied^  too,  by  the 
p^uiries  he  bad  made  into  the  cases  of 


some  of  these  persons,  that  further  inqui- 
ries would  have  proved  that,  in  these  ten 
cases,  the  punishment  had  been  remitted 
because  the  offences  were  committed  before 
the  passing  of  the  Act.  Waiving  this  con- 
sideration, however,  and  taking  the  ten 
cases,  they  showed  that  the  proportion  in 
which  the  law  had  been  carried  into  effect 
was  in  twenty-nine  cases  out  of  thirty. 
Taking  these  returns  as  4i  criterion  of  the 
whole  empire,  he  said«  that  to  enforce  the 
law  in  twenty-nine  cases  out  of  thirty  was 
a  harsh  and  unjustifiable  administration  of 
the  criminal  law.  He  did  not  make  any 
charge  against  the  noble  Viscount  at  the 
head  of  the  Home  Department,  but  he 
blamed  the  clause  which  had  been  intro* 
duced,  and  to  which  was  to  be  ascribed  the 
effect  he  had  mentioned.  When  the  Bill 
was  brought  up  from  the  other  House  it 
did  not  contain  that  clause.  It  was  intro- 
duced in  that  House  as  an  Amendment ; 
and  when  it  went  back  to  the  other  House 
for  its  concurrence,  the  other  House  was 
averse  from  assenting  to  it,  and  only  did  so 
from  an  apprehension  that  the  Bill  would 
be  lost  if  it  resisted  the  Amendment.  He 
might  speak  of  these  things  because  they 
were  matters  of  history.  It  was  absurd  to 
carry  such  a  law  into  effect  in  all  cases. 
Suppose  a  man  tried  for  stealing  51.  in  a 
dwelling-house  and  found  guilty,  it  was 
imperative  on  the  Judge  to  sentence  him  to 
transportation  for  life ;  and  the  sentence,  as 
the  Returns  showed,  was  sure  to  be  carried 
into  effect.  The  next  person  might  be 
tried  for  breaking  and  entering  and  stealing, 
that  was  a  capital  offence ;  and  if  he  were 
found  guilty,  the  Judge  might  sentence 
him  to  one  year's  imprisonment  and  to  hard 
labour.  The  punishment,  then,  for  the 
inferior  offence,  was  transportation  for  life, 
and  for  the  capital  ofience,  one  year's 
imprisonment.  This  was  an  anomaly  in 
the  law  which  ought  not  to  be  suffered. 
And  on  what  ground  was  the  law  enacted  ? 
It  was  proposed  to  make  the  punishment 
certain — the  punishment  certain  !  In  gen- 
eral it  was  made  certain  by  the  discretion 
ot  the  Court.  It  was  not  disputed  that 
punishment  was  made  certain  only  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  crime.  That  was 
the  principle  on  which  the  Legislature 
acted.  But  it  was  said,  in  this  case,  that 
discrerion  was  not  to  be  vested  in  the  Court, 
but  one  uniform  and  most  severe  punish- 
ment should  be  always  inflicted.  The  law 
applied  a  fixed  punishment  to  different 
grades  of  crime,  and  the  consequence  was» 
that  the  punishment  was  not  proportioned 
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to  the  offence.     Under  tlie    old  system^ 
when    the    discretion   was  vested  in  the 
Court,  the  Court  examined  into  each  case, 
and  apportioned  the  punishment  accordingly. 
The  whole  of  our  system  was  founded  on 
intrusting  the   Court   with    discretionary 
power,     when  a  party  was  found  guilty  of 
a  capital  offence^  if  the  punishment  were 
fixed,  the  Judge  must  order  it  to  he  carried 
into  execution  ;  but  that  was  not  the  case 
where  he  had  the  power  of  mitigating  the 
punishment.    In  all  cases  of  misdemeanor 
the  Judge  was  left  to  his  own  discretion. 
In  all  cases  of  Statutory  Law,    formerly 
the  Court  was  intrusted  with  discretionary 
power.    The  whole  system  of  our  Criminal 
Code  was  founded  on  discretion,  except  in 
that  case  in  which  the   Parliament    had 
thought  it  right  to  take  away  all  discretion 
under  the  circumstances  stated.     If  it  were 
right  to  take  away  the  discretion  of  the 
Court,  in  one  instance,  that  principle  should 
be  extended  to  all  cases.     If  it  were  right 
to  admit  the  Court  to  exercise  a  discretion, 
and  if  that  were  the  general  principle  of 
the  law,  why  make  this  exception  ?     He 
considered  it  most  mischievous,  as  well  as 
anomalous,  and  he  entreated    the    noble 
Viscount  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  alter  this 
part  of  the  law.    He  would  also  take  the 
liberty  of  su^esting,  that  the  noble  Vis- 
count should  follow  the  course  marked  out 
by  his  distinguished  predecessor,  and  intro- 
duce Amendments  into  the  general  Criminal 
Law ;  and  if  the  noble  Viscount  did  that, 
he  would  not  only  do  an  acceptable  service 
to  the  country,  but  add  to  his  own  reputa. 
tion  and  character.     If  the  laborious  duties 
of  his  office  would  allow  the  noble  Viscount 
he  would  beg  his  attention  to  the  criminal 
laws  of  the  country.     He  would  call  his 
attention  to  the  Returns  and  to  the  results 
which  they  showed.     In  the  course  of  the 
last  twenty  years  crime  had  increased  in  the 
proportion  of  three  to  one  in  this  country. 
In  1812  the  number  of  commitments  did 
not  exceed  6,000 — ^they  exceeded  20,000 
in  1832.     Taking  the  seven  years  ending 
with  1818,  he  found  that  the  whole  number 
was  about  60,000;  but  taking  the  seven 
years  ending  with   1832,    he   found  the 
whole  num&  was  about  127,000.     This 
increase  was  not  confined  to  any  districts — 
it    was    the    same  in  the  manufacturing 
towns,  and  in  the  agricultural  parts  of  the 
conntry ;  the  same  in  the  metropolis  and  in 
the  most  remote  parts  of  the  empire.    T\as 
w3is  not  a  sudden,  but  a  progressive  increase, 
from  one  year  to  another,  ever  since  1812. 
He  $uliiiut(ied  Uuil  these  were  important 


matters  which  demanded  investigation.  It 
should  be  shown  whether  there  was  any 
fallacy  in  the  Reports,  or  whether  they 
gave  a  correct  representation  of  the  state 
of  crime ;  and  if  they  gave  a  cxinect  repre- 
sentation, an  inquiry  ought  to  be  made  into 
what  were  the  causes  of  those  crimes,  and 
how  those  causes  might  be  avoided. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  stated  that  a  harsh  and  unjustifi. 
able  use  had  been  made  of  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown,  and  he  must  know  that  this 
was  a  serious — 

Lord  Lyndkursi  said,  that  the  noble 
Viscount  was  mistaken  in  his  interpretation 
of  what  had  fallen  from  him.  What  be 
said  was,  that  to  enforce  the  transportation 
clause,  in  the  manner  resorted  to,  was  a 
harsh  and  unjustifiable  administration  of 
the  criminal  law. 

Viscount  Melbourne  did   not  sec,  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  expl^mation 
altered  the  case.     The  power  to  mitigate 
the  sentence  rested  wdth  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  if  its  administration  were  harsh 
and  unjustifiable  the  fault  was  his.    The 
principle  which  those  who  had  called  for 
an  alteration  of  the  law  had  in  view — the 
object  which  they  wished  to  effect — was  to 
deter  from  crime  by  making  the  punish* 
ment  more  certain ;  for  it  had  been  well 
ascertained,  that  when  very  severe  punish- 
ments were  awarded,  the  sympathy  of  the 
public  frequently  prevented    them   from 
being  carried  into  execution.     With  re» 
spect  to  the  conviction  at  the  Carnarvon- 
shire Assizes,  to  which    the   noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  alluded,  the  punishment 
in  that  case  was  mitigated,  prcdsely  ac- 
cording to  the  recommendation  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord ;  and,  he  believed,  that 
not  a  single  recommendation   had   b^n 
forwarded  by  any  learned  Judge  to  which 
a  due  degree  of  weight  and  consideration 
had  not  been  g^ven  by  the  office  over  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  preside.  He  admitted, 
that  the  law,  as  it  now  stood,  in  some 
degree  diminished  the  power  which  the 
Judge  formerly  possessed,  with  respect  to 
the  cases  that  were  tried  before  him ;  hut 
stillapplication  could  be  madeto  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  the  knowledge  which  was  im- 
parted to  that  functionary  with  reference 
to  the  previous  character  of  the  offender— 
the    information    which   he     received-- 
the  list  which  might  be  forwarded  to  him 
of  the  previous  convictions,  if  any,  of  tie 
criminal^  enabled  those  to  whom  reference 
was  made  to  decide  upon  the  applica^ 

better  than  a  Judge  oouU  do  duxios^ 


1017 


Criminal  Law* 


{Mat  7} 


Crtffitiial  Laiw» 


1018 


huifry  and  bustle  of  ike  AgBkes.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  referred  to 
two  cases  of  a  very  different  kind,  one  in 
which  a  comparatively  slight  offence  was 
severely  punished,  the  other  in  which  a 
grave  offence  was  passed  over  lightly. 
Now,  the  argument  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  precisely  that  which  was 
formerly  urged  against  the  penalty  of 
death  in  a  great  variety  of  cases — namely, 
the  uncertainty  of  that  penalty  being 
carried  into  execution.  The  fault  was  not 
to  be  traced  to  the  measure  of  last  Session, 
but  to  the  state  of  the  law  in  general.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  called  on  him  to 
turn  his  attention  to  the  amendment  of  the 
criminal  law.  If  he  could  discover  any 
means  that  would  more  efiectually  provide 
for  the  due  punishment  of  different  degrees 
of  crime— if  he  saw  any  means  for  the 
attainment  of  that  object,  no  man  would  be 
more  ready  than  he  to  carry  such  plans 
into  execution,  and  to  give  to  the  country 
the  benefit  of  them.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  alluded  to  the  increase  of  crime. 
That  was  a  most  important  subject;  it 
required  a  more  deep,  a  more  profound, 
and  a  more  enlarged  discussion  than  he 
was  prepared  to  give  to  it  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  question  of  the  criminal 
law  was  a  most  intricate  one.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  well  knew,  that  the 
arguments  connected  with  it  were  of  a 
metaphysical  character,  and  the  science  of 
mindy  if  it  were  a  science,  was  one  of  the 
most  uncertain,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
the  most  curious,  that  ever  was  presented 
for  investigation.  He,  again,  admitted  the 
subject  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  introduced  to  be  most  important,  but 
with  reference  to  the  alterations  which 
had  been  made  in  the  law,  he  must  say, 
that  no  system  could  be  effectual,  if  its 
course  were  interrupted  by  perpetual  agita. 
tion,  and  perpetual  condemnation-— coming 
also  from  those  whose  opinions  must  have 
very  great  weight.  Peers  of  Parliament 
and  Judges  of  the  land. 

Lord  L,yndhurgi  said,  that,  to  show  the 
inequality  of  the  law,  he  had  instanced  two 
cases — in  one  instance,  an  individual  con- 
demned for  a  minor  offence  was  sentenced 
to  transportation  for  life ;  in  the  other,  the 
person  who  was  next  tried,  and  who  was 
convicted  capitally,  was  sentenced  to  one 
year's  imprisonment  and  hard  labour.  The 
question  was,  what  was  the  practical  effect 
of  the  new  system,  as  compared  with  the 
did?  Formerly  the  Judge,  in  case  of  con. 
viction,  made  his  remarks  in  the  margin  of* 


his  notes  of  the  trial,  and  stated  the  punish* 
ment ;  but  now  he  must  send  up  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  an  account  of  the  pro- 
ceedings,  which,  from  the  number  of  cases, 
would  often  be  impossible.  The  noble 
Lord  had  said,  tliis  was  a  new  system,  and 
that  time  ought  to  be  givea  to  see  what 
effects  would  be  produced  by  it.  He  did  not 
complain  of  it  as  a  new  system,  but  as  an 
anomaly,  contrary  to  all  sound  principles  of 
law. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  in  con- 
sequence of  what  had  occurred  between 
himself  and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
he  had  inquired  whether  it  was  in  the 
contemplation  of  his  noble  friend  to  send 
a  circular  to  the  Judges  containing  instruc* 
tions  to  those  learned  persons  to  transmit 
the  calendars,  with  their  remarks,  to  the 
Home^ffice.  That  he  understood  would 
be  done ;  and,  he  conceived,  that  such  a 
course  would  obviate  much  of  the  objection 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  said,  that  he  was  very 
happy  to  hear  that  such  a  proceeding  was 
in  contemplation. 

The  Lord  ChanceUor :  I  think  it  right, 
my  Lords,  in  the  absence  of  my  noUe  and 
learned  friend  (Lord  Wynford),  through 
whose  suggestion  the  amended  clause  in 
the  Bill,  removing  the  discretionary  power 
from  the  Judges,  was  made,  to  say,  on  this 
occasion,  that  I  thought  the  reasons  which 
my  noble  and  learned  friend  urged  were 
satisfactory.  The  clause,  I  may  also  add, 
received  the  sanction  of  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  now  no  more  (Lord  Tenterden),  a 
JudgB  whose  experience  was  very  great. 
Since  the  law  has  been  carried  into  opera* 
tion,  objections  have  been  made  to  that 
clause,  and  I  so  far  yield  to  them  as  to  say, 
I  think  the  matter  does  require  considera- 
tion; but  I  do  fain  hope  the  authority 
given  to  the  Judges,  in  the  way  pointed 
out,  will  have  the  effect  desired.  Instead 
of  a  regular  communication  being  made  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  it  will  be  sufficient, 
I  apprehend,  for  the  Judge  to  write  on  the 
calendar  the  punishment  he  wishes  to  be 
inflicted.  It  may,  however,  require  further 
consideration,  whether  the  instructions 
given  may  not  be  liable  to  objections, 
but  if  no  objections  should  arise,  why 
then  the  objections  to  the  dause  will  be 
met,  and  thus  removed. 

Lord  Clifford  said,  that,  feeling  deeply 
his  inability  to  engage  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  he  wished  to  submit  to  it, 
either  by  power  of  oratory  or  by  official 
influence,  he  would  merely  call  its  attention 
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to  what  liad  fallen  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  who  had  stated,  that,  since 
1S12,  the  Tories  being  in  power,  crime 
had  increased  enormously  and  progressively; 
that  the  practice  of  the  Courts  during  that 
tiine  had  been  rarely  to  follow  up  convic 
tion  with  infliction  of  the  sentence  ;  that  the 
noble  Viscount  had  selected  stealing  in  a 
dwelling-house  to  commence  an  experiment 
upon  a  new  system ;  that  that  system  had 
produced  300  convictions;  that  only  ten 
of  them  had  not  been  carried  into  execution, 
and  that,  therefore,  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  unfit  to  manage  the  criminal  law 
of  England.  Such  sentiments  appeared  to 
him  to  be  in  opposition  to  those  of  the 
Archbishop  of  Dublin,  in  a  letter  addressed 
by  him  to  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  his 
Majesty's  Government.  He  would  not 
detain  the  House,  but  merely  beg  their 
Lordships  to  look  at  the  Archbishop's 
work,  in  which,  he  thought,  their  Lord- 
ships would  iind  some  reason  to  doubt  the 
wisdom  of  that  specious  humanity  to  which 
such  loud  and  continual  a|)peals  had  of  late 
been  made. 

Lord  SuffieldwBi^y  that  he  had  a  petition 
to  present  upon  this  subject,  and  he  would 
mention  another  £eict,  in  addition  to  those 
already  stated  by  the  noble  Duke— -namely, 
that  if  their  Lordships  compared  the 
number  of  acquittals  of  ))er8ons  charged 
with  the  same  crime  at  different  periods, 
they  would  find  that,  as  the  number  of 
capital^  punishments  decreased,  the  number 
of  acquittals  diminished.  The  noble  Lord 
then  presented  a  petition  fVom  Lisbum 
and  its  vicinity,  relative  to  the  salutary 
ehanges  in  the  criminal  law,  during  the 
lust  Session  of  Parliament.  The  petitioners 
stated,  that  there  were  still  many  incon- 
gruities to  be  removed,  and  they  desired 
further  changes,  with  a  view  of  more  cor- 
rectly appurlioning  the  punishments. 

Petitions  to  lie  on  the  Table. 
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Tuesday,  May  7,  1833. 

lliNUTUi.}  Papers  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hums, 
an  Account  of  all  Cv»\x  acnt  IVom  London  in  1831,  and 
1839,  for  the  Supply  of  his  Majuty'n  Naval  Service,  and 
GtpenM  incurred  by  the  Knding  of  the  Money  t  abo  of 
the  Amount  paid  tu  the  Unyol  Marine^  and  for  their 
Service,  in  the  two  yean  1831,  and  1832,  and  the  Expense 
incurred  thereby :  aho  an  Account  of  the  Monies  received 
by  the  Reoeiver  Geneial  of  the  Droits  of  the  Crown,  in  the 
yean  1&10,  1831,  and  1822;  and  the  Gmolumeots  and 
Salary  derived  "by  the  said  Receiver  General  ftT>m  his 
OtOce :  and  the  same  Amount  r^arding  the  Registrar  of 
the  Admiralty  CourL 


allowing  the  TnlMbitniti  to  BOeat  iSMat  mm  lftwlrl|>dl 

and  I^ocal  Authorities;)  fhnn  St  LeooardX  Sboiediteh* 
for  a  Repeal  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Act;  frovn 
Hammenmith,  Kensington,  and  the  Vicinity  for  a  Repeal 
of  all  Taxes  on  Knowledce^— By  Sir  EmranO  Kvatcv- 
BDLU  from  Romney  Marsh,  and  Braboume,  for  a  Repeal 
of  the  Malt  Duty  .—By  Mr.  Hall  Da  ek,  tma  the  Justices 
of  the  Peace  of  the  Division  of  Epping,  for  a  Repeal  of 
the  Sale  of  Beer  Aot. 

Quakers'  Affirmation.^  On  the 
Members  elected  to  serve  on  the  Coleraine 
Election  Committee  coming  to  the  Table 
to  be  swom^  and  on  the  names  having 
been  called  over^  including  that  of  Mr. 
Pease  (a  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends)^ 
*  The  Speaker  said,  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  situation  in 
which  it  is  now  placed  for  the  first  time. 
I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  thus  to  arrest  the 
course  of  its  business;  but  when  I  have 
stated  the  cause  of  my  having  done  ao,  it 
will  be  for  the  House  to  decide  wlat 
course  it  will  pursue.  The  reduced  list  of 
eleven  Members  in  this  Elcetion  Commit- 
tee  has  now  been  returned  to  this  House. 
The  Act  states,  that  these  eleven  shall  be 
embodied  into  a  Committeer  and  before  it 
proceeds  to  any  business  shall  bo  swoni  al 
the  Table,  One  of  the  Members  so  feturned, 
the  House  has  decided  to  be  competent  to 
discharge  his  duties  as  a  Member  of  the 
House  on  making  his  affirmation.  But 
the  question  for  the  House  now  to  oonsi* 
der  is,  whether  that  decisbn  necessarily 
comprehends  the  duty  to  be  performed  by 
a  Member  of  this  Select  Committee  und^ 
a  special  Act  of  Parliament*  Can  the 
hon.  Member  sit  in  this  Coromitteo  witlu 
out  taking  that  oath,  or  doing  something 
else  which  the  House  shall  decide  to  be 
synonymous,  and  equivalent  to  taking  thai 
oath  f  In  other  words,  is  the  affirmatioa 
upon  which  the  hon.  Member  performed 
the  duties  of  a  Member  of  this  House 
to  be  considered  equivalent  to  the  oath 
directed  to  be  taken  by  this  separate  Act  of 
Parliament  ? 

Mr.  OConnell  t  I  rise  to  move,  that  the 
affirmation  of  the  hon>  member  for  Durham 
bo  taken  as  equivalent  to  the  oath  required 
by  the  Act  to  be  taken  by  the  membon  of 
Election  Committees,  The  principle  on 
which  we  formerly  decided  thst  the  hon. 
Member  could  take  his  sea^  oo  making  hit 
affirmation,  dearly  governs  this  case*  That 
decision  of  ours  restel  upon  the  constnictiona 
of  various  Acts  of  Parliament,  enabling  the 
people  called  Quakers  to  make  an  afiniuu 
tion  instead  of  taking  an  oath.  Those  Acte 
lo  not  expressly  contemplate  the  case  of  a 


)»eiitioDt  presentea.  By  Mr.  Hums,  tsmn  NottiQghain,  fori  Quaker  becoming  a  Member  of  Parliament; 


lOil  Quak0r$*  AJImuLtion.         {Mat  7}     Passing  of  Irish  Paupers.     1022 


but  the  House  considered  it  to  be  implied^ 
and  the  implication  seems  of  necessity  to 
follow  in  the  present  case.  The  principal 
Act  of  Parliament  referred  to  substitutes 
an  affirmation  in  all  cases,  with  three  ex- 
ceptions— ^any  case  not  excepted  comes  of 
course  more  strongly  within  the  general 
rule,  and  this  is  not  an  excepted  case. 

The  Sjjeaker:  What  are  the  excepted 
cases? 

Mr.  O'ConneU:  The  excepted  cases  are^ 
the  giving .  evidence  in  criminal  cases,  the 
being  upon  Juries^  and  the  holding  of 
emolumentary  offices  under  the  Crown. 
Now  certainly  this  is  no  office  under  the' 
Crown.  The  Committee  is  not  a  Jury; 
nor  is  it  a  criminal  case  that  is  to  come 
before  it.  I  therefore  beg  to  move,  that 
the  affirmation  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Durham  be  received  instead  of  his  oath. 

The  Speaker :  I  am  persuaded,  that  no 
Member  in  the  House^  not  even  the  hon. 
and  learned  G^tleman  who  has  just  ad- 
dressed it,  will  conceive  that  I  was  impro- 
perly actuated  in  bringing  this  matter  for- 
ward. I  am  sure  he  wiU  pardon  me  also, 
for  my,  perhaps,  rather  disovderiy  calling 
upon  him  to  state  the  exceptions.  Of 
couxse,  th^  diird  exception — 'that  prevent- 
ing the  affirmation  of  Quakers  being  taken 
upon  entering  into  any  office  of  emolument 
under  the  Crown,  never  came  across  my 
mind.  What  did  occur  to  me  was,  whe- 
ther it  was  possible  any  analogy  might  be 
thought  to  exist  between  this  case  and  that 
of  serving  upon  Juries,  or  giving  evi- 
dence in  criminal  cases.  The  hon.  Member 
is  of  opinion,  and  probably  the  House  will 
be  of  opinion  that  the  case  before  us  comes 
within  neither  exception,  but  looking  to 
the  criminal  consequences  that  might  occur 
to  parties  int^iested,  1  feel  it  to  be  my 
duty  to  bring  the  fact  before  the  House. 

Mr.  (yConnell:  1  trust  the  Chair  did 
not  so  misunderstand  me  as  to  suppose  I 
could  say  anything  that  did  not  recognise, 
I  hardly  like  to  say  the  propriety,  for  it  is 
too  weak  a  word,  of  its  interference ;  for  I 
felt,  in  common  i^ith  every  Member  of  the 
House,  that  what  was  done  by  you.  Sir,  was 
perfectly  consistent  with  the  whole  course 
of  your  conduct,  and  was  distinguished  by 
strict  impartiality,  and  a  love  of  justice. 
It  is  impossible  to  doubt  the  fitness  of  your 
calling  the  particular  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  case,  being  the  first  time  of 
iUi  arising.  I  have  now  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  containing  the  exceptions  be- 
fore me,  and  1  find  them  to  be  what  I 
stated*     Having  allowed  the  hon.  Member 


to  make  the  affirmation  on  be<^ming  a 
Member  of  this  House,  it  would  be  an 
anomaly,  indeed,  for  the  House  to  decide 
that  more  than  his  affirmation  should  be 
required  of  him  to  discharge  one  of  its 
incidental  duties. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  anomaly 
might  exist,  and  requii-ed  to  be  removed  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  He  did  not  think 
the  decision  they  had  come  to  in  the  former 
case  necessarily  governed  this,  which  rested 
upon  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed  subse- 
quently to  the  Quakers'  Relief  Act.  He 
considered,  however,  that  this  Committee 
did  not  come  within  either  of  the  three  ex- 
ceptions in  that  Act;  and  that,  therefore, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  might  be  allowed  to 
make  his  affirmation. 

Mr.  Godson  begged  to  refer  the  House 
to  the  22nd  Geo.  dnd,  c.  46,  wherein  it 
was  enacted  that,  in  all  cases  wherein  an 
oath  ^as  required  by  an  Act  of  Parliament 
already  passed,  or  thereinafter  to  be  passed, 
the  affirmation  of  a  Quaker  might  be 
received. 

Lord  Morpeth  rejoiced  at  the  unexpected 
occurrence  which  had  taken  place,  as  he 
had  a  notice  on  the  books  which  he  trusted 
would  remove  all  difficulties  like  the  pre- 
sent. 

Lord  AUJiorp  thought,  that  as  the  House 
had  alreadv  decided  that  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament  did  not  prevent  Quakers  from  tak- 
ing their  seats  in  the  House,  the  same  rule 
should  apply  in  the  present  instance. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  he  had  only 
done  what  he  conceived  to  be  his  duty  in 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
subject.  As  the  House  seemed  to  feel  so 
strongly,  and  to  concur  so  unanimously  in 
the  reception  of  the  hon.  Member's  affirm- 
ation, he  would  suggest  that  the  affirmation 
be  received  with  the  consent  of  the  House, 
but  without  the  formality  of  putting  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Motion  withdrawn,  the  rest  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  sworn,  and  Mr.  Pease  made 
his  solemn  affirmation  instead  of  taking  an 
oath. 

Passing  op  Irish  Paupers.]]  Mr. 
.Robert  Pahner  said,  that  the  subject  of 
the  Motion  he  was  about  to  submit  to  the 
House — ^namely,  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  laws 
relative  to  the  passing  of  Irish  vagrants — 
was  one  which  intimately  interested  the 
whole  community ;  and  when  it  was  con- 
sidered how  deeply  affected  many  of  the 
oouilties  in  England  were  by  the  operation 
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of  the  existing  laws^  he  thought  it  would 
not  he  held  undeserving  the  attention  of 
the  Goyernjnent  and  the  House.  The 
extreme  expense  attendant  on  passing  the 
Irish  poor  from  one  country  to  the  other 
was  well  known^  and  had  frequently  heen 
hrought  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
In  1828  a  Committee  was  appointed  to 
investigate  the  subject^  and  that  Committee 
made  a  report  which  it  was  thought  would 
have  provided  for  the  expenses  of  various 
kinds  incurred  by  the  passing  of  the  Irish 
labourers  in  that  year ;  but  after  the  pre- 
sentation of  the  report,  the  Bill  had  been 
withdrawn.  A  Bill  on  the  same  subject 
had  also  been  introduced  during  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  but  he  was  not 
aware  that  it  had  passed  the  House.  In 
order  to  show  with  what  a  degree  of  pres. 
sure  these^  charges  weighed  on  the  differ- 
ent counties  in  England,  he  would  refer 
to  the  returns,  which  showed  the  number 
of  persons  passed  during  the  last  five  years, 
and  he  was  very  sure  that  when  the  House 
heard  the  statement  they  would  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  some  legislative  mea- 
sure ought  to  be  adopted  with  regard  to 
this  subject.  In  the  county  of  Beru  alone, 
for  the  last  five  years,  the  number  of  Irish 
labourers  passed  rose  fi^om  2,272  to  ^,559, 
and  the  expenses  incunred  by  that  county 
for  this  purpose  rose  also  from  815/L  to 
1,135L  annually.  These  returns  showed 
an  annual  increase  in  the  number  of  per. 
sons  passed  since  1828.  In  the  county  of 
Wilts  a  similar  increase  was  observable, 
while  in  Gloucestershire  the  expenses  varied 
from  1,200/.  to  1,400/.  annually.  Without 
detaining  the  House  by  any  further  detailed 
statements,  he  would  just  quote  what  were 
the  average  expenses  incurred  by  a  few  of 
the  English  counties  during  the  last  five 
years.  In  Hertfordshire,  783/. ;  in  North- 
amptonshire, 756L ;  in  Warwickshire, 
95SL;  in  Staffordshire.  1,687/.;  in  Che- 
shire,  900/. ;  in  Berkshire,  855/. ;  in  Wilt- 
shire,  1,000/.;  in  Gbucestershire,  1,285/.; 
and  in  Lancashire,  where  the  Returns  were 
only  reckoned  for  the  last  four  years, 
ifiSQL  It  had  been  ascertained,  that 
almost  all  the  individuals  thus  passed  had 
come  from  London.  Now,  admitting  the 
influx  to  be  unavoidable,  many  questions 
would  arise  as  to  what  was  the  best  mode 
of  preventing  the  great  expense  thus 
created.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
that  the  cheapest  possible  mode,  provid^ 
it  were  an  efficient  one,  ought  to  be  adopt, 
ed.  By  the  59th  Geo.  2nd,  c  12,  power 
was  given  to  Magistrates  to  remove  Irish 


paupers,  and  that  Act  specified  tlie  manner 
in  which  they  were  to  be  removed,  which 
was  in  the  mode  required  by  a  former  Act, 
the  17th  Geo.  2nd,  c.  5.  But  Magistrates 
acting  under  those  Acts  had  no  power  to 
remove  Irish  paupers  in  any  other  mode 
than  the  way  specified  in  them,  or  to 
charge  the  expenses  of  the  transportation 
in  any  other  manner  than  that  pointed 
out.  He  thought  the  noble  Lord  would 
i^ree  with  him  as  to  the  expediency  of 
altering  the  laws  on  this  subject  altoge. 
ther.  He  could  see  no  reaaon  why  a 
person  bom  in  Ireland  should,  by  the  mere 
circumstance  of  a  six  hours'  sail,  be  placed 
in  a  different  position  as  to  his  claims  on 
society;  or  why  his  means  of  support 
should  be  so  greatly  altered.  He  believed 
the  House  would  agree  with  him  in  the 
view  he  took  of  the  matter,  and  would 
concur  in  the  propriety  of  appointing  the 
Committee  of  Inquiry;  which  inquiry 
should  be  taken  up  from  the  period  of  the 
existence  of  the  last  Committee,  in  1828. 
He  proposed  that  the  inquiries  of  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  directed  to  ascertain  the 
best  mode  of  altering  the  laws  to  which 
he  had  referred.  I^  however,  the  noUe 
Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  would  promise  to 
take  the  matter  into  his  serious  conmder- 
ation  early  in  the  next  Sesnon  of  Parlia- 
ment, with  a  view  to  an  alteration,  he 
would  not  at  the  present  moment  press  the 
subject  further  than  movins  tlie  appomt- 
ment  of  a  Committee,  whi<m  he  believed, 
under  the  circumstances,  to  be  the  best 
course  he  could  follow.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  for  the  appointment 
of  a  "  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  law  relative  to  the  passing  of  Irish 
vagrants,  with  a  view  to  its  Amendment, 
and  to  report  their  opinion  thereon  to  the 
House." 

Lord  AUhorp  had  no  objection  whatever 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee, 
but  would  not  at  present  pledge  himself  to 
any  particular  course. 

Mr.  Cobhett  trusted,  that  in  any  hiw 
which  should  be  proposed  to  the  Committee, 
due  consideration  would  be  given  to  the 
situation  of  the  persons  ^ken  of.  The 
people  of  Ireland  were  left  oompars* 
tively  destitute  of  food,  although  their 
country  furnished  two  of  the  largest  coun* 
ties  of  England,  Yorkshire  and  I^ncnhire, 
with  great  quantities  of  provirions ;  regard 
should  therefore  be  had  to  the  drcuinstsoce, 
that  Irdand  sent  much  of  her  subsistence  to 
England ;  and  it  ought  to  be  remembered, 
since  Ireland  sent  so  much  of  her  food  to 
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England;  that  great  consideration  was  due 
to  those  Irishmen  who  came  to  England 
in  search  of  food;  The  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  R.  Palmer )«  seemed  to  suppose,  that 
the  burthen  of  passing  Irish  paupers  fell 
principally  upon  the  counties  and  agricul- 
tural interest.  He  verily  believed,  that 
more  of  the  burthen  fell  on  the  single 
parish  of  Kensington,  containing  14,000 
persons,  than  on  the  whole  county  of  Berks. 
That  was  not  the  case  of  Lancashire,  a 
manufacturing  county,  which  paid  more 
than  the  seven  other  counties  through 
which  the  road  to  Liverpool  passes.  In 
that  county  the  towns  of  Manchester  and 
Sal  ford  paid  more  than  the  whole  county 
of  Bedford.  The  towns  he  believed  bore 
the  principal  part  of  the  burthen. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  a  great  part  of  the 
evils  complained  of  arose  from  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Vagrancy  Act  to  casual  poor  in 
the  metropolis  and  other  places.  The 
parishes,  in  order  to  relieve  themselves 
from  the  expense  of  passing  them,  described 
them  as  vagrants,  and  thus  saddled  the 
counties  with  the  expense.  The  short 
remedy  would  be  to  make  the  parishes 
remove  their  own  Irish  and  Scotch  paupers, 
and  that  the  natives  of  the  three  divisions 
of  the  kingdom  8ho\ild  be  placed  on  the 
same  footing. 

Lord  DuHcannon  said,  it  was  a  great 
hardship  to  send  the  Irish  poor  over  to  a 
country  where  they  had  no  means  of  relief 
but  by  begging  their  way  through  their 
own  country  or  returning  to  this.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  member  for  Oldham, 
that  great  consideration  ought  to  be  given 
to  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  (XConnell  said,  that  so  long  as  the 
Parliament  of  this  country  oppressed  Ire- 
land as  they  had  done,  so  long  must  the 
people  of  Ireland  hate  and  detest  it ;  and 
certainly  no  Parliament  that  had  ever  ex- 
isted in  England  was  deserving  of  more 
indignation  and  hatred  on  the  part  of  Ire. 
land  than  the  present,  which  had  done  so 
much  against  and  so  little  for  that  unfortu- 
nate country.  Until  justice  instead  of 
injustice  was  done  to  Ireland,  the  account 
between  the  two  countries'  could  not  be 
settled  I  and  unless  something  was  done  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  Irish  people, 
the  Government  might  rest  satisfied  that 
Ireland  woul4  never  be  other  than  a  source 
of  daily  embarrassment  to  them.  In  Eng. 
land  the  population  had  increased,  between 
1821  and  1831,  at  the  rate  of  fifteen  per 
cent,  while  in  Ireland  the  increase  for  the 
same  period  did  not  exceed  eight  per  cent. 

VOL.  XVII.  {2s:> 


Much  had  been  talked  about  a  superabund^ 
ant  population  in  Ireland,  but  he  was  pre- 
pared to  show,  that  instead  of  an  increase 
there  had  been  in  many  places,  a  consider- 
able diminution  in  the  population  of  that 
country.  Like  the  negroes  of  the  West 
Indies,  the  Irish  people  had  decreased  in 
point  of  number,  and  although  this  was 
an  unpalatable  doctrine,  it  was  nevertheless 
the  true  one.  Ireland  was  capable  of  main- 
taining a  population  of  19,000,000;  but 
until  the  proprietors  of  the  soil  were  iden- 
tified with  the  country,  it  would  be  hope*- 
less  to  look  forward  to  anything  like  real 
prosperity.  In  the  time  of  Edward  5rd 
an  ordinance  was  issued,  prohibit  i^ng  per- 
sons from  holding  land  in  England  and 
also  in  France ;  and  without  some  such  law 
was  adopted  with  respect  to  Ireland,  there 
was  no  possibility  of  escaping  from  the 
evils  of  absenteeism  and  non-residence.  He 
should  propose  that  English  proprietors 
should  give  their  Irish  possessions  to  their 
younger  sons,  or  have  the  option  of  selling 
them ;  and  although  he  admitted  the  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  such  an  arrangement 
to  be  almost  insuperable,  still  he  saw  no 
other  way  of  rescuing  Ireland  from  the 
thraldom  and  misery  in  which  it  was 
placed.  It  had  been  said,  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  Poor-laws  would  afibrd'  employment 
to  the  Irish  poor,  but  this  he  denied.  Poor 
laws  might,  to  be  sure,  give  them  food, 
but  it  was  his  opinion  that  such  a  system 
would  not  only  render  them  idle,  but  take 
away  from  them  the  means  of  labour.  No 
less  a  sum  than  8^000,900/.  was  annually 
expended  for  the  support  of  the  poor  in  this 
country.  The  Government,  including  all 
persons^paid  out  of  the  public  purse,  from 
the  King  on  the  Throne  down  to  the  low- 
est constable,  only  cost  16,000,000/.  so  that 
a  sum  equal  to  half  the  amount  of  the 
whole  public  expenditure  was  lavished 
upon  the  poor  without  either,  as  far  as  lie 
could  see,  bettering  their  condition,  in- 
creasing their  comforts,  or  promoting  their 
happiness.  But  the  expedient  of  Poor-laws 
for  Ireland  might  lead  to  a  species  of  litiga- 
tion between  the  countries  which  was  little 
dreamed  of.  Suppose,  for  instance,  an 
action  was  brought  by  an  EnglLsli  parish 
against  an  Irish  parish,  in  an  Irish  court  of 
law,  what  was  likely  to  be  the  result  ?  The 
agents  and  counsel  on  both  sides  would  no 
doubt  be  benefited;  but  what  would  the 
proceedings  cost  the  parishes?  Why  it 
might  so  turn  out,  that  the  transmission  of 
a  single  pauper  would  cost  more  in  law 
expenses  than  would  be  sufficient  to  support 
2  L 
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the  poor  of  either  parish  for  a  whole  year. 
He  would  not  oppose  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee,  hut  he  was  convinced,  that  its 
'  lahours  would  not  he  attended  with  any  use- 
ful or  practical  result. 

Mr.  Robert  Palmer  said,  it  was  not  in- 
tended that  the  Committee  should  inquire 
into  the  extent  of  relief  that  ought  to  be 
given  to  Irish  paupers,  but  only  as  to  the 
best  means  of  providing  for  the  expense  of 
their  removal. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Committee  ap- 
pointed. 

Crown  Lands — Message  prom  thr 
Kino.]     On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Althorp, 
his  Majesty's  Message  brought  down  on 
May  6th,  was  read  as  follows : — 
"  William  R. 

"  His  Majesty  being  desirous  that  an  in- 
quiry should  be  made  into  the  state  and 
condition  of  the  woods,  forests,  and  land 
revenues  belonging  to  the  Crown,  in  order 
that  the  same  may  be  rendered  as  beneficial 
and  productive  as  possible,  recommends  it 
to  the  House  of  Commons  to  take  the  sub- 
ject of  these  revenues  into  their  early  con- 
sideration, with  a  view  to  the  adoption  of 
the  most  effectual  means  for  the  attainment 
of  this  important  object.  *'  W.  R." 

Lord  Aliliorp  observed,  that  although 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  much  exagge- 
ration had  taken  place  with  respect  to  the 
value  of  the  woods,  forests,  and  land  reve- 
nuesy  belonging  to  the  Crown,  yet  that  it 
was  certainly  desirable  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  made  into  their  state  and  condi- 
tion, with  a  view  that  they  might  be  ren- 
dered as  beneficial  and  productive  as  possible. 
The  course  which  he  intended  to  pursue 
was,  in  the  first  place,  to  move  an^  Address 
to  his  Majesly  in  answer  to  his  Majesty's 
roost  gracious  message,  and  afterwards  to 
propose  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  subject.  The  noble  Lord 
concluded  by  moving  *'that  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  thank- 
ing him  for  his  most  gracious  message,  and 
assuring  him  that  the  House  would  take 
the  subject  into  immediate  consideration." 

Mr.  Harvey  said,  he  had  always  thought 
that  the  time  of  that  House  would  be  most 
economically   and    usefully   employed    by  ^ 
attending  to  one  subject  at  a  time.     Very  i 
soon  after  he  had  become  a  Member  of  the  ' 
House,  he  had  adverted  to  the  subject  of 
the  Crown  Lands ;  and  four  years  ago  had 
pressed  the  House  to  inquire  into  the  real 
jftate   and   condition    of    the  property   in 

question,   respecting  which   he  had   sub- 
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mitted  to  the  House  much  information, 
acquired  by  considerable  inquiry  and  labour. 
He  was  very  glad  to  find  that  his  Majesty's 
Government  were  now  disposed  to  take  up 
the  question.  He  was  personally  ^d 
on  the  occasion,  because  he  had  given 
notice  of  a  Motion  on  the  subject  for  next 
week ;  and  he  was  happy,  that  be  should  be 
saved  the  trouble,  and  also  that  the  time  of 
the  House  would  be  saved.  All  that  surprised 
him  was,  when  he  called  to  mind  the  sur« 
render  by  his  present  Majesty,  in  the 
speech  which  he  made  at  the  commence* 
ment  of  his  reign,  of  his  interest  in  the 
hereditary  revenues  of  the  Crown,  and  of 
the  manner  in  which  that  surrender  had 
been  dwelt  u|K)n  by  Ministers  as  a  most 
liberal  act,  that  two  years,  and  a  half  had 
been  allowed  to  elapse  without  any  step 
having  been  taken  on  the  subject.  It  was, 
however,  better  late  than  never.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  consider- 
able advantage  might  be  derived  by  the 
public  fVom  the  investigation  of  the  subject. 
The  noble  Lord  thought  that  the  value  of 
this  Crown  property  had  been  greatly  ex- 
aggerated. It  might  be  so.  Mliere  dark- 
ness was  thrown  over  objects,  it  was 
difiicult  to  ascertain  their  exact  dimensions. 
But  when  he  saw  the  magnificent  establish- 
ment in  Whitehall-place,  when  he  saw  the 
distinjguished  persons  who  presided  over 
that  department  of  the  public  service,  when 
he  saw  that  even  the  hereditary  Counsellors 
of  the  Crown  did  not  hesitate  to  become 
land-surveyors,  and  to  cast  their  eyes  over 
the  royal  territory  and  domains,  he  was 
compelled  to  believe  that  the  matters  to 
which  such  persons  directed  their  attention 
must  be  of  considerable  importance.  That 
the  Aristocracy  of  the  country  had  greatly 
diminished  this  property,  since  it  was  sur- 
rendered by  the  people  to  the  Crown,  in 
the  reign  of  William  3rd  he  was  quite 
aware.  Some  great  families  possessed  at 
the  present  moment  noble  estates  derived 
from  it,  for  which  they  had  given  very 
trifling  consideration.  In  truth  a  very 
small  part  of  the  revenues  of  the  Crown 
lands  came  into  the  Exchequer.  From  the 
year  1794  to  the  year  1804,  580,000/.  had 
been  received,  of  which  only  10»800iL  had 
come  into  the  Exchequer.  From  17S5  to 
1826,  2,374,321/.  had  been  received,  of 
which  only  8,760/.  had  come  into  the  Ex- 
chequer.  From  the  year  1826  to  the  year 
1829,  1,. '500,000/.  had  been  received,  not  a 
shilling  of  which  had  been  paid  into  the 
Exchequer.  If,  therefore,  there  had  been, 
as  the  noble   Lord  supposed,  some  little 
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exaggeration  in  the  value  of  these  revenues, 
there  was  evidently  a  foundation  for  exten- 
sive and  beneficial  inquiry.      When   the 
'noble  Lord,  the  other  night,  had  a  difficulty 
to  find  five  or  six  ndllioTis  which  were  cut 
from  under  his  feet  by  the  partial  repeal  of 
the  Malt-tax,  and  by  the  menaced  repeal  of 
the  House  and  Window  Duties,  he  might 
have  found  in  the  Crown  lands  an  ample 
fund  for  meeting  the  chasm  in  his  resources. 
He  would  only  have  had  to  go  with  the 
Act  of  Parliament  in  his  hand  into  the 
Money  Market,  and  he  might  have  raised 
five  or  six  millions  on  this  property.  There 
was  another  advantage  to  which  this  pro- 
perty was  applicable ;  why  not  create  ten 
or  fifteen  millions  of  notes^  to  be  called 
Crown-land  notes,  to  be  received  and  paid 
in  taxes,  but  not  to  be  convertible  into  gold 
at  all?     The  noble  Lord  was  about  to 
appoint  a  Committee.     He  would  not  find 
that  sufficient.     Such  a  Committee  would 
have  to  send  individuals  to  make  inquiries 
in  every  county  in  England,  and  in  many 
counties  in  Ireland^  and  to  call  witnesses 
before  them  from  all  quarters,  which  it 
would  be  impossible  to  do  without  great 
delay  and  serious  expense.     He  had  no 
doubt  that  it  would  be  found  more  expedi. 
ent  to  appoint  Commissions   to   go  into 
every  county,  and  find  out  all  about  this 
property.     In  the  year  1786,  several  Com- 
missions of  this  nature,  composed  of  three 
Or  five  persons  each,  were  appointed,  and 
made  some  roost  valuable  and  important 
reports.  If  those  reports  had  been  followed 
up,  instead  of  the  Crown  property  having 
been  misapplied,  it  would  now  be  worth 
double  its  present  amount.     "What  he  sug- 
gested, therefore,  was,  the  appointment  of 
a  Commission.     He  had  paid  a  great  deal 
of  attention   to   the  subject,  and  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  Crown  lands  might  be 
judiciously,  though  gradually,  converted 
into  a  sum  of  money  that  would  not  fall 
short  of  fifteen  millions.     He  suggested  as 
the  best  mode  of  facilitating  the  disposal  of 
this  property,  that  half  the  purchase  money 
should  remain  on  mortgage,  at  two  and  a 
half  per  cent     It  was  important  entirely 
to  get  rid  of  the  establishment  attached  to 
this  property,  and  to  the  expense  of  the 
collection  of  its  revenues,  which  amounted 
to  twenty  per'  cent.     He  had  no  doubt,  if 
the  subject  were  followed  up  as  it  ought, 
the  pifoperty  might  be  made  one  of  our 
most  useful  resources  in  time  of  need. 

Mr.  Hume  was  glad  that  the  subject  was 
to  be  inquired  into,  and  hoped  it  would  be 
extended  to  Ireland  and  Scotland. 


Lord  Duncannon  said,  it  had '  oecurred 
to  him  that  the  House  would  prefer  having 
the  question  referred  to  a  Committee  in 
the  first  instance,  but  if  a  Commission  were 
then  found  necessary,  his  Majesty's  Gol- 
vemment  would  not  object  to  it.  The 
hon.  member  for  Colchester  had  stated, 
that  larse  sums  had  come  into  the  Treasury 
of  the  Woods  and  Forests,  from  1826  to 
1 830,  which  had  not  yet  been  brought  to 
the  public  account  The  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  a  heavy  debt  had  been 
contracted  under  the  authority  of  Parlia* 
ment,  which  must  be  paid  before  the  money 
could  be  made  available  for  other  purposes. 
He  believed  the  whole  amount  was 
1,500,0Q0/1  Last  year  a  sum  of  250,000/. 
was  paid  towards  it,  and  in  the  present 
year  another  100,000/.  would  be  appropri- 
ated to  the  purpose.  With  regard  to  the 
expense  of  collection  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  misinformed,  for  it  did  not  exceed  half 
the  sum  which  he  had  stated. 

Mr.  Cobhett  thought,  that  the  Ccnnmis- 
sioners  of  Woods  and  Forests  had  done  very 
wrong  in  wasting  aU  this  property  in 
beautifying  streets,  and  building  houses 
and  fine  palaces  in  the  metropolis.  Of  all 
the  mistakes  ever  fallen  into  by  the  Go. 
vemment,  none  was  greater  than  that  of 
expending  large  sums  of  money  on  this 
particular  spot.  Instead  of  accumulating 
and  adding  to  the  crowd  of  idlers  in  Lon- 
don, it  ought  to  be  the  object  of  Govern- 
ment to  diminish  the  attractions  of  the 
spot.  As  it  was,  however,  something  was 
taken  away  from  every  part  of  the  country, 
in  order  to  enlarge  London.  The  building  of 
the  Penitentiary  was  a  roost  unwise  roea- 
sure.  It  cost  a  million  of  money,  and  a 
number  of  persons  were  brought  up  to 
London  to  assist  in  its  erection.  What  he 
rose,  however,  to  observe  was,  that  as  soon 
as  possible,  efforts  should  be  made  to 
recover  Crown  property  which  had  unjustly 
got  into  other  hands,  in  order  to  enable 
the  Treasury  to  take  off  some  of  the  taxes. 
The  hon.  member  for  Colchester  valued 
the  property  at  15,000,000/.  He  (Mr. 
Cobbett)  was  more  sanguine.  He  had 
known  a  trifle  paid  for  a  very  valuable 
estate.  Now,  they  all  knew  that  when  a 
steward  had  unjustly  disposed  of  his  roas- 
ter's property  for  a  small  consideration 
the  landlord  s  remedy  was  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  In  the  case  of  the  Crown  lands 
the  country  should  have  its  Court  of 
Chancery — ^namely,  that  House.  The 
leases,  fines,  and  all  other  circumstances 
ought  to  be  strictly  inquired  into,  and  if 
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it  were  found'  that  Crown  property  had 
been  sold  or  let  for  less  than  its  value,  the 
agreement  ought  to  be  cancelled  by  Parlia- 
ment. Fraudulent  contracts  ought  not  to 
be  permitted  to  endure.  He  was  born  on 
the  borders  of  a  royal  forest ;  and  he  well 
remembered,  when  he  was  young,  that  it 
was  full  of  fine  and  lofty  timber.  Many 
thousands  of  acres  of  trees  were,  however, 
struck  down,  lopped,  barked^  and  then  dis- 
posed of;  and  it  was  not  improbable  that 
Government  had  been  treated  on  that 
occasion  as  Lord  Peterborough  had  been 
treated  by  his  steward,  who  knocked  down 
his  house,  sold  the  materials,  and  then 
brought  in  his  Lordship  a  bill  for  repairs. 
There  had  been  enough  wood  cut  down  in 
that  forest  ht  Holt  to  have  supplied  the 
Royal  Navy  for  several  years.  He  hoped 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Colchester  would 
be  a  member  of  the  proposed  Committee, 
and  that  the  Committee  would  go  into  the 
consideration  of  the  subject  honestly,  with, 
.out  any  respect  to  persons,  and  with  a 
determination  that  the  public  should  have 
Justice  done  them. 

The  Motion  for  an  Address  in  answer 
to  the  Message  agreed  to,  and  a  Select 
Committee  subsequently  appointed. 

Savings  Banks  Annuities'  Bill*! 
Lord  Allhorp  rose  to  defer  the  third 
reading  of  this  Bill  until  to-morrow,  not 
being  completely  prepared  to  announce  all 
the  alterations  that  might  be  desirable  in 
it. 

Mr.  Thomas  Altmood  expressed  his  dis« 
approbation  of  these  Savings'  Banks.  He 
believed  they  were  instituted  by  the  late 
Lord  Liverpool  and  the  Government  at 
the  time,  not  for  the  good  of  the  people, 
but  for  three  different  purposes.  The  first 
was  to  draw  capital  to  Loudon,  in  order  to 
bolster  up  the  funds ;  the  second  was,  to 
give  the  Government  the  power  of  putting 
their  hands  into  the  pockets  of  the  people ; 
and  the  third,  to  enable  them  to  scourge 
the  people.  ["  Oh  !  Oh  /"]  Hon.  Mem- 
bers might  express  disapprobation  as 
much  as  they  pleased,  and  the  noble 
Lord  might  laugh,  but  his  firm  belief  was, 
that  the  great  object  of  Lord  Liverpool  in 
this  transaction  was  to  get  a  claw  on  the 
people. 

Lord  Allhorp  was  astonished  that  the 
hon.  Member,  in  addition  to  these  three 
charges,  had  not  made  another,  and  imputed 
to  Government  the  introduction  of  the 
Savings'  Banks  Bill,  because  they  wishecl 
to  realize  pro&t  by  means  of  the  fractional 


parts,  which  could  not  be  taken  into  acoooni 
m  every  money  transaction.  When  the 
hon.  Member  imputed  to  Government 
three  motives  for  establishing  Savings 
Banks,  he  might  have  smiled,  but  pertain^ 
it  was  not  on  account  of  the  originality  a£ 
the  hon.  Member's  ideas,  because  he  had 
heard  something  like  the  same  topic  urged 
;3ome  nights  ago.  He  was,  indeed,  quite 
astonished  to  hear  such  arguments  coming 
from  the  mouths  of  hon.  Members.  So 
far  from  being  an  injury  to  the  people^  he 
believed  these  banks  conferred  on  them  the 
greatest  advantages;  and,  so  far  from  affi>rd. 
ing  the  Government  the  means  of  trampling 
on  the  people,  and  scourging  the  people^  as 
the  hon.  Member  expressed  it,  they  had 
the  very  contrary  enect.  Their  evident 
effect  was,to  render  the  people  independent; 
and,  surely,  persons  of  that  description 
were  not  the  most  likely  to  be  tnunpled 
on. 

Mr.  Shatv  could  not  help  expressing  his 
astonishment  at  the  expression  made  use  of 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Birmingham.  The 
hon.  Member,  he  believed,  had  the  kindest 
intentions  towards  the  poor ;  but  Jie  muat 
say ,  he  took  the  strangest  way  of 
showing  those  intentions  by  prejudicing  the 
people  against  disposing  of  the  little  spare 
money  they  had  in  a  way  which  was  most 
likely  to  render  them  independent  and 
comfortable.  He  was  opposed  to  the  Poor. 
laws;  the  hon.  Member  he  believed  was 
in  favour  of  them,  and  he  would  just  leave 
it  to  himself  to  say  which  of  the  two  sys. 
tems  were  ihe  most  likely  to  chensh 
independence. 

Mr.  Slatiey  thought,  that  nothing  showed 
more  the  good  sense  and  proper  feeling  of 
the  lower  classes  than  the  preference  they 
gave  to  Government  Securities  over  oountxy 
bankers.  The  hon.  Member  had  profaaUy 
heard  the  story  of  Franklin  about  the  two 
sacks.  The  empty  sack,  he  said,  Cell  to 
the  sround,  but  the  full  sack  stood  npri^t. 
Surely  the  more  property  the  people  had, 
the  more  likely  were  they  to  be  independent. 
He  was  happy  to  find  that,  though  during 
the  crisis  of  last  Session  tha  amount  <b 
deposits  had  diminished,  they  were  now 
daily  increasing. 

The  third  r^ing  of  the  Bill  deferred, 

Shbbiffs'  Expsnbb8.1  Mr.  Fyadie 
Palmer  moved  that  the  Sherifis*  B31  be 
read  a  second  time. 

The  Solicitor  General  said,  that,  he  was 
decidedly  opposed  to  the  plan  of  throwing 
the  expenses  of  the  office  of  Sheriff  upon 
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exaggeration  in  the  value  of  these  revenues^ 
there  was  evidently  a  foundation  for  exten- 
sive and  beneficial  inquiry.      When   the 
'noble  Lord,  the  other  night,  had  a  difficulty 
to  find  five  or  six  millions  which  were  cut 
from  under  his  feet  by  the  partial  repeal  of 
the  Malt-tax,  and  by  the  menaced  repeal  of 
the  House  and  Window  Duties,  he  might 
have  found  in  the  Crown  lands  an  ample 
fund  for  meeting  the  chasm  in  his  resources. 
He  would  only  have  had  to  go  with  the 
Act  of  Parliament  in  his  hand  into  the 
Money  Market,  and  he  might  have  raised 
five  or  six  millions  on  this  property.  There 
was  another  advantage  to  which  this  pro- 
perty was  applicable ;  why  not  create  ten 
or  fifteen  millions  of  notes^  to  be  called 
Crown-land  notes,  to  be  received  and  paid 
in  taxes,  but  not  to  be  convertible  into  gold 
at  allP     The  noble  Lord  was  about  to 
appoint  a  Committee.     He  would  not  find 
that  sufficient.     Such  a  Committee  would 
have  to  send  individuals  to  make  inquiries 
in  every  county  in  England,  and  in  many 
counties  in  Ireland,  and  to  call  witnesses 
before  them  from  all  quarters,  which  it 
would  be  impossible  to  do  without  great 
delay  and   serious  expense.     He  had  no 
doubt  that  it  would  be  found  moro  expedi. 
ent  to  appoint  Commissions   to   go  into 
every  county,  and  ^d  out  all  about  this 
property.     In  the  year  1786,  several  Com- 
missions of  this  nature,  composed  of  three 
or  five  persons  each,  were  appointed,  and 
made  some  most  valuable  and  important 
reports.  If  those  reports  had  been  followed 
up,  instead  of  the  Crown  property  having 
been  misapplied,  it  would  now  be  worth 
double  its  present  amount.     MHiat  he  sug- 
gested, therefore,  was,  the  appointment  of 
a  Commission.     He  had  paid  a  great  deal 
of  attention   to   the  subject,  and  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  Crown  lands  might  be 
judiciously,   though   gradually,  converted 
into  a  sum  of  money  that  would  not  fall 
short  of  fifteen  millions.     He  suggested  as 
the  best  mode  of  facilitating  the  disposal  of 
this  property,  that  half  the  purchase  money 
should  remain  on  mortgage,  at  two  and  a 
half  per  cent.     It  was  important  entirely 
to  get  rid  of  the  establishment  attached  to 
this  property,  and  to  the  expense  of  the 
collection  of  its  revenues,  which  amounted 
to  twenty  per'  cent.     He  had  no  doubt,  if 
the  subject  were  followed  up  as  it  ought, 
the  property  might  be  made  one  of  our 
most  useful  resources  in  time  of  need. 

Mr.  Hume  was  glad  that  the  subject  was 
to  be  inquired  into,  and  hoped  it  would  be 
extended  to  Ireland  and  Scotland. 


Lord  Duncannon  said,  it  had  occurred 
to  him  that  the  House  would  prefer  having 
the  question  referred  to  a  Committee  in 
the  first  instance,  but  if  a  Commission  were 
then  found  necessary,  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  not  object  to  it.  The 
hon.  member  for  Colchester  had  stated, 
that  larse  sums  had  come  into  the  Treasury 
of  the  Woods  and  Forests,  from  1826  to 
1 830,  which  had  not  yet  been  brought  to 
the  public  account  The  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  a  heavy  debt  had  been 
contracted  under  the  authority  of  Parliap- 
ment,  which  must  be  paid  before  the  money 
could  be  made  available  for  other  purposes. 
He  believed  the  whole  amount  was 
1,500,0Q0/1  Last  year  a  sum  of  250,000/. 
was  paid  towards  it,  and  in  the  present 
year  another  100,000/.  would  be  appropri- 
ated to  the  purpose.  With  regard  to  the 
expense  of  collection  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  misinformed,  for  it  did  not  exceed  half 
the  sum  which  he  had  stated. 

Mr.  Cobhett  thought,  that  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  and  Forests  had  done  very 
wrong  in  wasting  all  this  property  in 
beautifying  streets,  and  building  houses 
and  fine  palaces  in  the  metropolis.  Of  all 
the  mistakes  ever  fallen  into  by  the  Go. 
vernmcnt,  none  was  greater  than  that  of 
expending  large  sums  of  money  on  this 
particular  spot.  Instead  of  accumulating 
and  adding  to  the  crowd  of  idlers  in  Lon- 
don, it  ought  to  be  the  object  of  Govern- 
ment to  diminish  the  attractions  of  the 
spot.  As  it  was,  however,  something  was 
taken  away  from  eveiy  part  of  the  country, 
in  order  to  enlarge  London.  The  building  of 
the  Penitentiary  was  a  most  unwise  mea- 
sure. It  cost  a  million  of  money,  and  a 
number  of  persons  were  brought  up  to 
London  to  assist  in  its  erection.  What  he 
rose,  however,  to  observe  was,  that  as  soon 
as  possible,  efibrts  should  be  made  to 
recover  Crown  property  which  had  unjustly 
got  into  other  hands,  in  order  to  enable 
the  Treasury  to  take  off  some  of  the  taxes. 
The  hon.  member  for  Colchester  valued 
the  property  at  15,000,000/.  He  (Mr. 
Cobbett)  was  more  sanguine.  He  had 
known  a  trifie  paid  for  a  very  valuable 
estate.  Now,  they  all  knew  that  when  a 
steward  had  unjustly  disposed  of  his  mas- 
ter's property  for  a  small  consideration 
the  landlord's  remedy  was  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  In  the  case  of  the  Crown  lands 
the  country  should  have  its  Court  of 
Chancery — ^namely,  that  House.  The 
leases,  fines,  and  all  other  circumstances 
ouglit  to  be  strictly  inquired  into,  and  if 
2  L2 
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Locks,  Bahnard,  Mabshall,  Ewabt,  Jamsb  BullbiI, 

GiLBBBT  HBATHCOTJi,  G.  W.  WoOD,  MuBRAY,  RYLJC, 
CUTHBBBT  RlPPON,  GiLLON,  JOHN  HbATHCOTB,  WiL- 
BBABAM,     RiCUABD    OSWALD,    and   JOBBPH    DBNISOIT, 

from  a  gnat  Niunber  of  Places,— agaiDit  Slavery.— By 
Mr.  RicHABD  Oswald,  from  Auchinledc,  for  an  Inquiry 
into  the  Distress  of  the  Working  Classes,  for  the  Repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws,  and  for  an  Alteration  in  the  System  of 
Church  Patronage  in  Scotland;  and  from  Beitli,  for  a 
Repeal  of  the  Septennial  Act— By  Mr.  Wilbbaham,  firom 
WUtoD-eum-Swambrooks,  for  Assessing  Mines  for  the 
Relief  of  the  Poor;  and  from  Nantwich  and  Sandbach, 
for  Relief  to  the  Dissenters  ttma  theh:*present  OppreBdons. 
— By  Mr.  Gillow,  ftom  Johnstone ;  and  Mr.  R.  Oswald, 
from  Auchinleck.  for  a  Separation  between  Church  and 
SUte.—- By  Mr.  Gillon,  from  Aberbrothock,  against  the 
Royal  Burghs  (Scotland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  Hurr,  ftom  Hull, 
for  a  Repeal  of  the  Thnber  Duties.— By  Mr.  Murbat, 
from  the  Coopers  of  Leith,  for  a  Reiieal  of  the  Duty  on 
Stamp  Receipts.— By  Mr.  Colquhoun,  from  the  Hand- 
loom  Weavers  of  Auchinlech,  for  a  Board  of  Trade ;  and 
from  Kirkintilloch,  for  Relief  and  Inquiry  into  the  Dis- 
tress among  the  Hand-loom  Weavers.— By  Mr.  O'Con nob, 
fh>m  Middleton  (Cork),  for  the  Abolition  of  Tolls  and 
Customs  at  Fairs  and  Markets  in  Irdand.— By  Mr.  Mab- 
sball,  from  the  Medical  Practitioners  of  Leeds,  for  an 
Alteration  in  the  Apothecaries'  Act— By  Sir  William 
INGII.BY,  from  Csdstor,  for  a  Reduction  of  the  Duties  on 
Hawkers,  Pedlars,  and  Petty  Chapmen.— By  Sir  W. 
Iifoiuiy,  fhnn  several  Places,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on 
Malt— By  Captain  WasiTas,  from  the  Port  of  Limekilns 
(Fife),  for  a  Committee  to  Inquire  into  the  State  of  the 
Shipping  Interest— By  Sir  W.  Inoilby,  from  WiOeughby- 
cum«Slootheby»  for  the  Abolition  of  Tithes;  and  from 
Belcliford,  for  Apinropriating  some  part  of  the  Rents  of 
the  Land  allotted  in  that  Parish  in  lieu  of  Tithes  to  the 
support  of  the  Poor,  and  the  Repairs  of  the  Church.— 
By  Sir  Oswald  Moblby,  Captain  Wbm vsa,  and  Messrs. 
J.  W.  BuLLKB,  Bynq,  and  R.  Oswald,  from  several 
Places,— for  the  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath.— By 
Sir  Oswald  Moslky,  Mr.  R.  Walkbb,  Mr.  Byno,  and 
Mr.  WiLBBABAji,  fh>m  several  Places,  for  the  Rqpeai  or 
Alteration  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act 

Restrictions  imposed  by  Private 
Bills.]  Mr.  Wilbraham,  in  bnngmg  up 
the  Report  of  the  Committee,  containing 
Amendments  to  the  Birkenhead  (Cheshire) 
Improvement  Bilt",  moved  that  they  be 
read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  Richard  Potter  begged  to  be  per- 
mitted to  make  a  few  observations  before 
the  Report  was  received. '  On  the  Com- 
mittee meeting  to  whom  this  Bill  was  re- 
ferred, they  were  told,  that  as  there  was  no 
oppositiqn,  the  Committee  need  not  be  de* 
tained.  A  Petition  had  been  presented 
against  the  Bill  numerously  and  respect, 
ably  signed.  It  was  said,  there  was  no  ne. 
cesaity  to  read  it ;  it  was,  however,  read. 
The  Committee  then  proceeded  with  the 
BUI,  and  he  believed  he  was  justified  in 
saying,  that  the  cases  were  rare  in  which  a 
Bill  had  received  so  manv  and  such  import- 
ant and  necessary  alterations  as  the  Amend- 
ments in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker  would 
show.  As  the  Bill  stood,  the  vacancies  of 
Commissioners  were  to  be  filled  up  by  the 
remaining  number^  so  that  in  a  few  years 
they  would  have  been  a  self-elected  body. 
The  Committee  had  fixed  that  all  future 


elections  should  be  by  the  inhabitants  rated 
at  10/.  per  annum.  Rates  to  a  oonsiderable 
amount  were  to  be  levied,  but  there  ivas  to 
have  been  no  publication  of  the  accounts, 
and  the  Committee  in  consequence  fixed 
that  they  should  be  printed  and  published. 
No  person  was  to  be  eligible  to  be  a  Com. 
missioner  unless  he  occupied  premises  of  the 
actual  value  of  60/.,  or  was  possessed  of 
property  of  the  value  of  2,000L;  the 
Committee  reduced  the  amounts  to  SOL 
and  1,000/.  Tenants  were  liable  to  be 
distrained  upon  for  paving  the  streets  to  an 
unlimited  amount.  The  Committee  dc« 
cided  that  they  should  only  be  liaUe  for 
the  amount  due,  the  landlords  being  held 
responsible.  The  Nuisance  Clause  actually 
ocbupied  nearly  six  pages.  The  most  tri- 
fling thing  was  declared  a  nuisance ;  such 
as  boys  playing  at  marbles,  &c.  &c. ;  and 
such  offender,  were  he  unknown,  mi^t  be 
seized,  taken  before  a  Magistrate,  and  fined 
51.  A  great  deal  of  this  petty  legislation 
was  struck  out.  Loitering  in  the  streets 
was  also  declared  a  nuisance ;  so  that  a  poor 
Irishman,  just  arrived  from  Ireland,  in 
passing  through  Birkenhead,  and  looking 
at  a  shop  window  at  articles  exposed,  as  he 
naturally  would,  might  have  been  seised 
and  sent  to  prison.  Alany  other  Amend- 
ments were  also  made.  He  (Mr.  Potter) 
took  the  liberty  of  making  these  obaerva.^ 
tions;  and  would,  with  great  deference, 
but  most  earnestly,  entreat  hon.  Mcmhen 
to  whom  private  Bills  were  referred,  to 
look  through  them,  whether  they  were  op* 
posed  or  not.  He  was  a  new  Member,  and 
hoped  he  should  not  be  considered  presump- 
tuous in  giving  this  advice. 

Mr.  Wilbrakam  said,  those  remarks  did 
not  apply  to  the  Bill  as  it  stood  at  present, 
but  to  the  Bill  as  it  was  originally  framed. 
Most  of  the  alterations  had  been  made  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Potter)  himself,  and  therefore  he  had  no 
ground  of  complaint. 

Amendment  read  a  second  time. 


Gravesbnd  Pier.^  Sir  Edward  CoA* 
rington  presented  a  Petition  from  the  Water<i» 
men  of  Gravescnd,  praying  to  be  heard  by 
Counsel  against  the  Gravesend  Pier  BilL 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  stated,  thai 
since  the  Second  Reading  of  that  Bill  he 
had  been  to  Gravesend,  and  was  enaUed 
to  state  his  decided  opinion,  notwitbstand* 
ing  the  opinion  of  the  Admiralty  Board  to 
the  contrary,  that  a  projection  like  the 
proposed  pier,  which  extended  905  feet  in 
theriver^  aud  iatoa  depth  of  twaity«Mni^ 
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feet  at  high  water^  would  be  highly  iniu* 
rioiis  tQ  the  navigation.  He  thought^  tSsn, 
that  that  wa»  the  teal  opinion  of  the  Boazd 
of  Admiralty,  for  he  believed  that  they 
were  now  prosecuting  the  persons  who 
erected  a  projection  near  Woolwich^  which 
only  extended  ten  feet  into  the  river.  Be* 
sides  the  injury  to  the  navigation,  the 
watermen  were  entitled  to  some  considera- 
tion, for  they  were  generally  persons  who 
had  been  impressed^  and  passed  the  best 
part  of  their  lives  in  the  navy,  many  of 
them  being  disabled  and  dismissed  without 
pensions!  One  man,  after  coming  home 
with  him  after  the  battle  of  Navarino, 
with  the  loss  of  an  eye,  applied  to  him  for 
remuneration ;  and  on  his  forwarding  the 
application  to  the  Admiralty,  he  was  told 
that  the  man  who  had  only  lost  an  eye  was 
not  disabled  from  service,  although  he  had 
always  understood  that  the  loss  of  an  eye 
entitled  a  man  to  compensation  as  much  as 
the  loss  of  a  limb.  After  that  the  man  lost 
the  other  eye,  having  also  had  six  wounds, 
and  the  only  reward  he  could  obtain  for  the 
poor  fellow  was  6cL  a-day.  If  that  was 
the  way  the  Admiralty  remunerated  dis- 
abled seamen,  he  thought  it  was  time  to 
inquire  into  all  other  classes  of  pensions. 
If  the  country  was  so  poor  that  it  could 
not  afiford  to  reward  such  men,  let.  the  same 
course  be'  adopted  with  regard  to  all  other 
pecsonis  and  be  would,  for  one,  if  neces- 
sary, serve  his  countr'y  for  nothing.  He 
had  been  le4  thus  into  the  subject,  because 
the  House  would  recollect  how  men  had 
beei^  pressed  for  the  navy  during  the  war. 
If  a  man  were  a  good  likely-looking  sailor  he 
was  immediately  pressed,  whiUt  recruits 
were  wheedled  into  the  army  by  bounties  of 
17^  or  18/..  The  sailor,  however,  was 
seized,  eonfinod  as  a  prisoner  to  the  ship,  and 
at  last  driven  into  accepting  a  bounty  of  as 
many  shillings  as  the  soldier  got  pounds,  and 
after  all  when  he  had  become  blind,  he  was 
put  off  with  the  miserable  pittance  of  6d, 
a-dav. 

Sir  Robert  Liglis  rose  to  Order.  He 
thought  the  gallant  Admiral  was  wander, 
ing  fiom  the  question  in  making  an  irrele. 
vaot  attack,  not  only  on  preceding  Ad* 
ministrations,  but  on  the  present  Ministry ; 
and  that  the  subject  of  the  petition  did  not 
warrant  his  going  into  the  topics  he  had 
introduced. 

Sir  Edward  Codringion  considered  that 
he  was  quite  in  order  in  alluding  to  the 
siination  of  that  class  of  persons  who  would 
be  most  grievously  injured  by  the  proposed 
SilL    it  was  ioportiuit  W  Uwm  that  they 


should  be  heard  by  Counsel  against  it. 
Besides  this  he  had  only  uiged  this  objec-  . 
tion  to  the  impediments  which  would  occur 
by  the  erection  of  the  pier.  It  must  be 
well  known  to  many  Members  of  that 
House,  that  sometimes  a  single  tide  would 
BU  in  the  harbour  of  Dover,  and  that  the 
backwater  would  subsequently  clear  it ;  but 
the  pier  intended  to  bie  put  up  would  im- 
pede the  flood>tide,  and  also  the  return-* 
tide  and  backwater,  so  that  the  navigation 
of  the  river  would  be  put  in  great  jeopardy. 

Captain  EUioit  said,  he  had  been  called 
up,  by  the  observations  of  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant friend,  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  sub- 
ject. The  gallant  Admiral  had  objected  to 
the  pier,  because  it  would  throw  a  number 
of  persons  out  of  employment  who  had 
peculiar  claims  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House ;  and  because  the  pier  would  be  an 
impediment  to  the  safe  navigation  of  the 
river.  The  pier  at  Woolwich,  to  which  the 
Admiralty  had  objected,  was  a  solid  piece  of 
masonry,  and  therefore  formed  a  positive 
impediment ;  but  the  Gravesend  pier  was 
to  be  built  upon  iron  stauncheons,  which 
would  admit  of  the  flux  and  reflux  of  the 
tide.  With  respect  to  the  pension  of  Gd* 
per  day— 

The  Speaker  considered  that  any  discus- 
sion on  the  principles  of  pensions  was  out 
of  order. 

Captain  EUiot  would  not  go  further  into 
the  subject,  than  to  say,  that  the  sailor  re- 
ferred to  had  been  examined  by  a  medical 
officer,  who  had  recommended  that  he  should 
go  for  a  time  into  tlie  hospital,  as  there  was 
a  hope  that  his  sight  would  be  restored. 

Petition  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Gravesend  Pier  Bill. 

TiTHSs  —  Parish  op  Uttoxetkr.] 
Sir  Oswald  Mosky  stated,  he  had  a  Peti- 
tion to  present  of  rather  a  novel  character, 
as  it  rekted  to  tithes  of  a  particular  parish 
— the  parish  of  Uttoxeter,  in  Stafford.  Al- 
though the  tithes  (amounting  to  1,200/.) 
were  amply  sufficient  for  the  purpose  of 
remunerating  the  incumbent,  and  although 
they  were  vested  in  the  hands  of  the  eccle- 
siastical body — ^namely,  the  Dean  and  Chap* 
ter  of  Windsor — yet  they  were  some  way 
or  other  af^ied  to  other  purposes,  and  thie 
incumbent,  who  was  the  working  minister^ 
had  only  the  paltry  pittance  of  20/.  a  year, 
with  the  Easter  dues^  which  were  too  small 
to  attend  to  a  parish  of  5,000  souls.  Ho 
was  obliged  to  keep  a  curate  out  of  his 
smaU  salary ;  andy  if  he  had  not  some  little 
private  pscyerty  oS  his  owBb  he  would  iiel 


vt 


1 039  TUh^-^Parish  of  Uttoxeier.  { COMMONS }    Affirmation  cjf  Quakers.     1040 


have  enough  to  live  upon.  The  tithes  were 
originally  granted  to  the  Dean  and  Chapter 
of  Windsor,  for  the  moral  and  religious 
improvement  of  the  poor  of  the  parish^  but 
instead  of  being  applied  to  these  purposes, 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  liad  stated  they 
could  not  tell  what  use  was  made  of  them ; 
and,  therefore,  the  petitioners  prayed  that 
an  inquiry  might  be  directed,  to  see  they 
were  applied  to  those  purposes  for  which 
they  were  originally  intended.  The  peti- 
tion was  signed  by  all  the  respectable  in- 
habitants of  the  parish.  An  hon.  Member 
of  that  House  (Mr.  Tyrell)  was  stated  to 
be  lay  impropriator,  and,  conscifiently,  the 
receiver  of  the  greater  portion  of  the  tithes. 

Mr.  7|yrPi^  explained,  that  he  held  the 
tithes  under  a  lease  from  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  Windsor ;  that  he  had  received 
the  property  by  inheritance,  and  not  liking 
it,  had  endeavoured  more  than  once  to  dis- 
pose of  it  for  a  suitable  consideration,  but 
had  not  been  successful.  He  had  now  let 
the  tithes,  but  not  tiU  he  had  made  every 
effort  to  come  to  an  arrangement  with  the 
parish  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Edward  Buller  called  the  serious 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  statements 
of  the  petitioners,  which  were  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  the  interests  of  the  Church 
as  well  as  to  the  public.  It  was  the  exist- 
ence of  such  things  that  was  shaking  the 
foundations  of  the  Church,  which  might 
be  a  national  blessing. 

Mr.  CMett  said,  the  hon.  Member  ap- 
peared not  to  be  aware,  that  one-half  of 
the  tithes  in  the  kingdom  belonged  to  lay- 
impropriators.  Perhaps  he  was  not  aware 
of  that.  Such,  however,  was  the  fact,  and 
to  get  rid  of  the  inconveniences  arising  out 
of  this  would  be  very  difficult  indeed ;  too 
difficult,  lie  feared,  for  the  King's  present 
servants  to  undertake.  With  regard  to 
what  was  said  about  the  Dean  and  Chapter 
of  Windsor,  he  (Mr.  Cobbett)  would  only 
remark,  that  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of 
Winchester  had  been  accused  of  similar 
things;  and  they  had  sought  to  justify 
themselves  by  alleging  that  the  Aristocracy 
had  a  larger  share  of  the  Church  property 
than  they  had.  They  did  not  content 
themselves  merely  with  general  statements, 
but  they  also  mentioned  by  name  many  of 
these  Church  cormorants,  and  they  gave  the 
name  of  one  nobleman  who  was  said  to  re. 
ceive  more  of  what  was  called  Church  pro- 
perty than  the  whole  of  the  twenty-six 
Bishops,  while  his  conduct  was  such,  that 
the  inhabitants  of  one  parish  had  been 
obliged  to  sue  him  at  law  to  make  him  re- 


pair the  broken  windows  in-  the  Qnoeh. 
With  regard  to  the  tithes  of  this  potioiilir 
parish,  they  were  as  much  private  property 
as  any  other  species  of  property  derived 
from  the  same  source,  and  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  House  would  act  so  unjustly 
as  to  interfere  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Tyrell, 
while  others  were  allowed  to  retain  thev 
property. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Affiumation  op  Quaksrs.^  Lnd 
Morpeih  rose  to  submit  his  Motion  to  the 
House  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  allow 
the  Affirmation  of  Quakers  to  be  leoeiveil 
in  all  cases  in  which  oaths  were  at  present 
required  to  be  taken.  At  present  Quakers 
were  only  disqualified  from  two  offices— 
namely,  any  office  under  the  Crown,  and 
from  serving  on  juries ;  he  proposed  that 
the  Affirmation  of  Quakers  be  received  ia 
all  cases,  and  thereby  they  would  be  quali* 
fied  to  do  that  from  which  they  were  now 
debarred.  His  Bill  would  also  prevent  &e 
repetition  of  those  trifling  delays  whidi  had 
recently  taken  place  in  that  House  on  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Dui^am  (Mr.Pease) 
taking  his  seat,  and  again  yesterday  when 
that  hon.  Member  was  ballotted  to  serve  on 
an  Election  Committee.  Lookins  at  the 
question  upon  general  grounds,  le  oouU 
not  see  how  a  Legislature  that  had  taken 
away  the  necessity  of  an  oath  from  this  re- 
ligious class,  in  cases  of  life  and  death, 
could  stop  short  in  admitting  them  to  all 
the  privileges,  and  immunities  of  the  State, 
from  whose  imposts  and  support  they  were 
not  exempt ;  and  to  which  they  contributed 
so  much  by  their  industry,  enterprise,  good 
order,  and  wealth.  There  could  be  no  ex- 
pectation, whilst  the  state  of  aoriety  con* 
tinned  as  it  was  at  present,  that  the  Qoakcfs 
would  be  called  on  to  take  a  seat  in  dc 
Cabinet.  From  the  naval  andmilitafy  de- 
partments and  generally  from  the  service  of 
the  State,  they  would  continue  to  be  exdod- 
ed  by  theirown  tenets;  but  there  were  many 
places  which  they  were  well  qualifled  to  fill) 
and  to  which  they  might  prudentlf  aspire. 
He  would  illustrate  this  by  relating  acircoin- 
stance  which  came  immediately  under  m 
own  nouce,  connected  with  this  subject,  and 
which,  indeed,  had  fint  impressed  his  mn^ 
with  the  necessity  of  having  those  disabili- 
ties removed.  He  remembered  the  caff  oT 
an  individual,  a  native  of  Banisley>  ^ 
Yorkshire,  who  had  been  introduced  to 
him  in  consequence  of  his  taste  in  lifes^ 
ture.  This  young  man  was  in  a  hu0^ 
waUs  of  lifej  anda  vac^cy  occuxxbg  in^ 
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Poft4iffioe  department  in  Barnsley  in  cfm- 
sequenoe  of  a  reoommendation  from  him, 
and  a  representation  in  favour  of  the  in- 
dividual^ signed  by  almost  all  the  respect- 
able inhabitants  of  Barnsley^  his  Grace  the 
Duke  of  Richmond  (the  Postmaster-Gene- 
ral) appointed  him  to  the  office.  But  it 
turned  out  that  as  a  Quaker  he  could  not 
take  the  oath  required  to  be  taken  previous 
to  his  entering  the  office.  The  young  man 
then  wrote  to  him  saying  his  objection  to 
taking  the  oath  had  offisnded  some  of  his 
friendsy  but  he  could  not  commit  a  cool 
deviation  from  what  he  conceived  to  be  his 
duty,  without  embittering  every  hour  of 
Ms  life.  He  begged  the  pardon  of  the 
House  for  troubling  them  with  this  state, 
ment,  but  it  was  only  an  instance  of  what 
might  occur  any  day  in  any  part  of  the 
kingdom,  and  he  hoped  the  measure  he  was 
about  to  introduce  would  have  the  effect  of 
preventing  its  recurrence.  He  had  origin- 
ally confined  his  intentions  to  the  point  of 
eligibility  to  office,  and*  he  had  extended 
it  more  in  deference  to  the  views  of  others 
than  his  own.  As  to  the  Quakers^  he  had 
never  heard  a  wish  or  suggestion  on  their 
part  to  be  allowed  the  privileges  his  mea- 
sure was  intended  to  give.  Though  he 
took  up  this  subject  from  a  feeling  of 
justice  towards  them,  he  stood  forward  not 
as  their  advocate  but  as  ^he  advocate  of  the 
community.  The  Quakers  were  a  highly 
useful  and  sensible  class  of  men,  and  would 
doubtless  make  excellent  and  intelligent 
Jurors.  Giving  them  power  to  become 
Jurors  would  be  a  senidble  and  agreeable 
relief  to  those  who  were  at  present  liable 
to  serve  on  Juries.  It  appeared  that  there 
was  but  little  doubt  as  to  the  present  state 
of  the  law  upon  the  subject  of  Quakers 
serving  on  Juries,  they  were  liable  to  be 
summoned,  and  in  some  cases  they  had 
actually  been  so.  There  was  an  instance 
in  the  coimty  of  York,  where  a  Quaker 
served  upon  a  Jury  at  the  Assises  at  York ; 
and  the  same  man  was  afterwards  prevent- 
ed, on  the  ground  of  his  being  a  Quaker, 
itDm  serving  on  a  J[ury  at  the  Quarter 
Sessions  in  the  same  county.  At  the  late 
Assises  at  York,  a  respectable  and  very 
opulent  Quaker  was  summoned  there  to 
dischaige  the  duty  of  a  Juror.  He  applied 
for  release  on  the  ground  of  being  a  Quaker, 
and  his  consequent  inability  to  serve;  his 
application  was  refused,  and  he  was  kept 
dancing  in  attendance  at  a  great  distance 
ftcfOL  &s  own  home  and  business,  and 
without  profit  to  any  body,  because  he  did 
not  eventually  serve.    At  t&e  Admiralty 


Sessions  in  the  Old  Bailey  on  the  37th 
December  last,  Robert  Channens  was  in. 
dieted  for  wilful  murder  on  the  high  seas. 
A  Quaker  went  into  the  box  to  serve  on 
the  Jury — an  objection  was  taken ;  it  was 
over-ruled,  and  the  trial  proceeded.  The 
prisoner  was  found  guilty.  On  a  subse- 
quent day  he  was  called  up  to  receive 
judgment,  and  his  counsel  took  an  objec 
tion  to  the  verdict.  He  was  represented 
to  have  said,  that  he  knew  of  no  alteration 
in  the  law,  that  every  or  any  subject 
could  not  be  tried  for  any  crime,  unless  it 
was  on  the  oaths  of  twelve  men.  In  the 
present  instance,  it  would  appear  that  only 
eleven  men  had  been  sworn.  The  learned 
Judge  proceeded  to  pass  sentence,  and  said 
the  objection  should  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration, and  it  was  referred  to  the  whole 
of  the  Judges,  who  decided  that  the  objec- 
tion was  good,  and  that  the  trial  was  not 
legal.  The  man  had  certainly  solved  the 
difficulty,  by  dying  in  the  mean  time  in 
prison.  Tlie  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Chester  (Mr.  Jervis)  seemed  to  infer 
that  there  was  a  difference  between  civil 
and  criminal  cases,  and  that  a  Quaker 
might  be  compelled  to  serve  in  civil,  but 
not  in  criminal  cases.  He  could  only  say, 
he  could  discover  no  such  discrimination  in 
the  law.  At  all  events,  he  thought  there 
was  sufficient  uncertainty  and  anomaly 
apart  from  the  distinct  and  positive  reasons 
on  which  he  grounded  his  Motion,  to  make 
the  adoption  of  the  measure  highly  de- 
sirable. He  could  not,  however,  quit 
these  judicial  topics  without  stating  how 
glad  he  was  to  find  himself  countenanced 
by  very  great  and  very  recent  authorities. 
At  the  late  Assises  for  the  county  of 
Durham,  one  division  of  which  was  so 
ably  represented  by  his  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Pease).  Mr.  Justice  Alderson  closed  his 
address  to  the  Grand  Jury,  who  had  been 
appointed  to  try  the  same  question,  with 
these  words : — '  It  has  been  declared,  no 
'  doubt  on  the  best  ground,  on  the  au- 
'  thority  of  an  Act  passed  in  the  22nd, 
'  year  of  the  reign  of  George  2nd,  that  the 

*  affirmation  of  a  member  of  the  Society  of 
'  Friends  is  to  be  taken  in  a  Court  of  Justice, 
'  where  an  oath  is  to  be  taken,  as  an  equiva. 
'  lent  to  an  oath  by  other  persons.  The  conse- 
'  quence  is,  that  Quakers  may  now  serve 

*  as  constables,  or  in  any  similar  office ; 
'  and  I  dare  say  I  shall  very  soon  see 
'  the  day  when  Quakers  will  execute  the 
^  duties  of  Grand  Jurors  and  other  duties 
'  in  the  same  way  as  others  do.    That  is  a 

*  desirable  circumstancp,  for  I  do  not  we 


1 043  Itewry  Election.  {  COMMONS}  Generai  JUgistrff  of  Deeds.  l644 


'  why  they  should  retain  to  themselves  any 
'  immunities^  when  all  those  privileges 
'  hitherto  withheld  from  them  have  been 
'  eranted  to  them.*  It  appeared,  tlien,  tiiat 
Mr.  Justice  Alderson  both  anticipated  and 
approved  of  the  present  Motion.  He  knew 
it  had  been  thought  that  the  strong  opin. 
ions  entertained  by  members  of  the  Society 
of  Friends  with  respect  to  capital  punish- 
ments might  interpose  some  obstacle  to 
their  takins  part  in  the  administration  of 
the  crimin^d  law^  however,  that  objection  did 
not  apply  to  them  exclusively,  but  equally 
to  many  other  sects.  As  Moravians  were 
coupled  with  Quakers  in  all  recent  Acts  of 
Parliament,  he  proposed  to  include  them 
also  in  the  operation  of  this  Bill.  The 
case  of  that  class  of  religionists  called 
Separatists  was  already  in  the  competent 
hands  of  the  hon.  member  for  Cambridge. 
He  believed  it  was  thought  that  both  that 
hon.  Gentleman  and  himself  should  have 
extended  their  object.  He  hoped  that 
none  would  object  to  the  definite  and  prac- 
tical,  though  perhaps  narrow  plan,  although 
they  did  not  endeavour  to  fill  up  a  more 
magnificent,  though  less  definite  outline. 
The  right  hon.  member  for  Finsbury  (Mr. 
R.  Grant)  admitted  when  he  brought  for* 
ward  his  Motion  on  the  subject  of  the 
Jews,  the  propriety  of  doing  away  with  all 
remaining  disqualifications  that  pressed  on 
Quakers.  He  did  not  mean  to  insist  upon  the 
disqualifications  which  he  proposed  to  re- 
move as  a  flaming  grievance,  or  his  Motion, 
as  one  of  transcendant  relief^  but  he  would 
call  upon  the  House  to  adopt  the  mea- 
sure at  the  same  time  on  liigh  grounds, 
when  he  reminded  them,  that  if  they  con- 
sented to  this  Bill,  they  would  sweep  away 
the  last  disability  on  the  Statute-book 
imposed  by  positive  enactments,  or  reli- 
gious scruples ;  and  he  was  not  without 
hope  that  not  only  would  there  be  no  oppo- 
sition, but  that  no  time  would  be  lost  in 
forwarding  the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  then 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  allow 
Quakers  and  Moravians  to  make  affirma- 
tion in  all  cases  where  an  oath  was  now 
required. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Newry  El£ction.3  Sir  John  Byng 
having  been  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
iq)pointed  to  inquire  respecting  the  Newry 
Election,  had  to  move  according  to  notice, 
and  according  to  the  llesolution  of  the 
Committee,  that  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  his  Majesty^  to  give  directions 

to  the  AttomeyoGeuml  for  Irelaod  to 


prosecute  Mr.  James  Lide  for  anrufit 
practices  at  th^  said  election. 

Mr.  OConneU  said,  that  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  individual  in  questitm 
ought  to  be  prosecuted,  since  he  was  the 
person  who,  without  the  candidate's  own 
consent,  had  sought  after  him,  had  biou^t 
him  forward,  and  had  letumed  him ;  but 
there  were  other  persons  besides  Mr..  Lisle 
who  might  have  been  guilty  of  bribery  and 
corruption  at  the  Newry  election,  and  be 
recommended  that  the  Attomey-Genend 
should  be  invested  with  a  discretion  to  pro- 
secute any  other  individuals  who,  in  the 
course  of  his  inquiries  mi^t  appear  to  him 
to  have  been  culpable. 

Mr.  Baring  did  not  mean  to  oppose  the 
Motion,  hut  he  could  not  avoid  zemBrking 
on  the  different  practice  of  the  House  in- 
the  Stafford  and  in  the  Newry  cases.  In 
the  latter  case,  the  one  individual  diarged 
with  bribery  was  ordered  to  be  prosecuted  ; 
in  the  former  case  a  Bill  of  Indemni^  was 
brought  in,  in  favour  of  all  the  perMOS 
chai^d  with  the  same  afience. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

General  Rkoistby  of  DBSi)6.3  Mr. 
William  Brougham  rose  to  move  fw  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  establish  a  geneml 
Registry  of  Deeds  and  Instruments  relating 
to  Real  Property ;  and  said,  that  the  import- 
ance of  the  question  rendered  it  necessary 
for  him  to  trespass  on  the  attention  of  the 
House,  for  a  short  time,  by  enterimv  into 
some  details.  No  measure  proposed  rar  the 
Reform  of  the  Law,  was  of  greater  im* 
ix)rtance  than  that  which  he  was  about  to 
propose ;  and  there  was  none,  he  was  oon* 
vinced,  which  would  lead  to  greater  benefita. 
He  should  feel  considerable  hesitation  in 
grappling  with  so  important  a  matter,  did  he 
not  know  that  it  had  already  been  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament,  and  dia- 
cussed  with  a  minuteness  which  left  little 
cither  of  information  or  of  argument  to  be 
supplied.  The  question  was  brought  be» 
fore  the  House  of  Commons  in  the  time  of 
the  Commonwealth,  and  was  then  defeated. 
Cromwell  then  stated,  that  h^  must  ahan* 
don  the  measure,  because  the  sons  of  Zer« 
nich  (meaning  the  lawyers)  were  too  strong 
for  him.  Subsequent  Parliaments  had 
noticed  the  matter,  though  nothing  was 
done  until  the  appointment  of  the  Real 
Property  Commission  in  X828.  That  Cons* 
mission  consisted  of  ei^t  distinguisfaed 
members  of  the  legal  prmession,  with  tho 
present  Solicitor-General  at  their  beadi 
and|  after  investigatiiig  the  sulyect  wilh 
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the  greatest  possible  care  and  minuteness, 
they  drew  up  a  Beport,  in  which  they  re. 
commended  that  a  general  registration  of 
all  deeds  in  the  kingdom  should  be  adopted. 
In  confonnity  with  this  recommendation, 
and  for  the  piurpose  of  carrying  it  into  effect, 
his  hon.  and  learned  friend,  the  Solicitor- 
Gmieral,  brought  in  a  Bill  last  Session,  and 
the  measure  which  he  rose  to  ask  leave  to 
introduce,  differed  only  in  a  slight  degree 
from  that  Bill.  His  hon.  and  learned 
friend's  Bill  arrived  at  a  second  reading, 
and  was  referred  to  a  Committee  up-stairs. 
That  Committee,  of  which  he  was  Chair- 
man, sat  twenty-nine  days,  and  called  be- 
fore them  the  most  eminent  members  of  the 
profession  resident  in  London,  and  request- 
ed persons  interested  in  the  question,  but 
especially  those  opposed  to  it,  to  come  for- 
ward, and  state  their  opinions.  After 
maturely  considering  the  evidence,  the 
Committee  drew  up  a  Report,  in  which 
they  state  as  their  unanimous  opinion  that 
a  general  register  of  all  deeds  and  instru" 
ments  aifecting  land,  would  be  of  decided 
advantage,  as  regarded  large  purchases ;  and 
with  respect  to  smaller  transactions,  they 
considered  that  if  the  cost  of  registration 
could  be  so  adjusted  as  to  be  comparatively 
small  upon  purchases  below  a  certain  value, 
the  system  of  registration  would  be  made 
perfect,  by  being  made  applicable  to  all 
lands  without  reference  to  value.  The 
subject  having  been  thus  maturely  con- 
sidered, he  was  relieved  from  much  of  the 
embarrassment  lie  might  otherwise  labour 
under,  for  he  felt  that  he  was  only  urging 
the  adoption  of  a  plan  which  had  already 
obtained  the  sanction  of  persons  the  most 
capable  of  forming  a  correct  judgment  upon 
the  subject.  At  the  same  time  he  was 
bound  to  admit  that  the  change  which  the 
plan  would  introduce  into  the  law  of  Real 
Property  was  so  great,  that  Parliament 
oug^t  not  to  sanction  it,  except  upon  the 
most  ample  proof  of  its  utility.  He  put 
the  case  upou  that  issue.  If  the  House  of 
Commons  did  not  think  the  objections  to 
the  present  law  sufficiently  powerful  to 
warrant  the  adoption  of  this  measure,  let 
them  reject  it ;  but  as  far  as  his  own  opiu. 
ion  went,  it  was  in  accordance  with  that  of 
the  Committee.  The  doubts  which  daily 
arose  in  all  questions  of  title,  and  which 
would  go  on  increasing,  if  the  law,  relative 
to  the  transfer  of  real  property,  should  con- 
tinue in  operation,  amounted  to  a  great 
evil,  and  appeared  to  him  to  call  for  a 
remedy.  Among  all  the  plans  which  had 
yet  be«a  proposedi  there  was  no  gne  which 


would  completely  answer  the  purpose,  ex- 
cept the  adoption  of  a  general  registry  of  all 
tid&>decds.  The  heavy  expense  which  the 
existing  law  entailed  upon  every  man  who. 
purchased  land,  had  long  been  felt  as  an 
mtolerable  grievance,  and  he  believed  that 
no  measure  could  be  devised  which  would 
more  effectually  tend  to  shorten  dccils,  and 
facilitate  the  transfer  of  property,  than  the 
measure  which  he  had  undertaken  to  re. 
commend  to  the  tlousc.  One  of  the 
grievances  connected  with  the  present 
system  which  had  been  put  most  prominent^ 
ly  forward,  was  that  of  the  accidental  loss 
or  wilful  concealment  of  deeds.  When  a 
man  made  a  purchase,  an  abstract  of  the 
title  was  delivered  to  him  in  which  refer, 
ence  was  made  to  all  the  deeds  in  the  pos- 
session%  of  the  vendor ;  but  it  repeatedly 
happened  that  deeds  were  noticed  in  the 
abstracts  which  the  vendor  had  it  not  in 
his  power  to  produce,  or,  having  it  in  his 
power,  chose  to  conceal.  The  professional 
gentlemen  with  whom  he  had  conversed 
on  this  subject,  had  stated  to  him  that  they 
had  found  cases  of  fraudulent  concealment 
of  deeds  comparatively  rare.  One  gentle- 
man who  bad  been  fifty  years  in  the  pro- 
fession, said,  that  in  the  course  of  his  prac- 
tice, he  had  not  met  with  more  than  six 
cases  of  that  description.  It  was  fair  to 
state  that  fact,  because  it^made  against  his 
case;  but  he  had  reason  to  believe,  that 
wilful  concealment  of  deeds  occurred  more 
frequently  than  that  Gentleman  supposed. 
He  could  not  give  the  House  a  more  con- 
vincing proof  of  this  fact,  than  by  stating 
that  a  practising  barrister  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  who,  not  being  a  conveyancer,  had 
comparatively  few  titles  broughtundcrhis  eye 
informed  him  that  during  the  short  period  of 
five  weeks  from  the  11th  of  March  last,  to 
the  15th  of  April,  no  less  than  five  such 
cases  had  fallen  under  his  notice.  The  first 
was  a  case  of  property,  mortgaged  under 
two  different  titles,  without  notice  to  either 
mortgagee.  In  the  second,  a  sum  was 
borrowol  on  the  security  of  an  agreement 
for  a  lease — the  lease  itself  being  afterwards 
taken,  it  was  mortgaged,  suppressing  the 
transaction  on  the  agreement.  The  third 
was  a  case  of  a  mortgage  in  fee,  by  a 
tenant  for  life,  under  a  settlement— ^the 
settlement  being  withheld.  The  fourth, 
was  the  case  of  land,  settled  on  a  man  for 
life ;  he  suppressed  the  settlement,  and  de« 
vised  the  land,  as  if  he  had  been  tenant  in 
fee;  the  settlement  afterwards  came  to 
light,  and  the  devisee  was  ousted.  In  the 
mtb|  the  land  was  mortgagedi  and  thea 
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Sold  for  its  full  value ;  a  settlement  was 
afterwards  discovered^  which  has  destroyed 
the  title  both  of  the  mortgager  and  pur* 
chaser;  because^  there  were  grounds  for 
fixing  them  with  constructive  notice.  Now, 
with  five  cases  of  fraud,  in  as  many  weeks 
—coming  under  the  notice  of  a  gentleman, 
whose  chief  business  was  not  the  investi- 
gation of  titles,  was  it  possible  to  believe, 
that  if  the  attention  of  professional  men 
were  directed  to  the  subject,  they  would 
not  find  cases  of  fraud  far  more  numerous 
than  they  were  now  apt  to  suppose  ?  Al- 
though that  ground,  by  itself,  might  not 
be  sufficient  to  make  them  change  the  whole 
system  of  the  law  in  transferring  lands, 
yet,  it  being  of  no  unfrequent  occurrence, 
it  was  one  ground  for  legislating ;  and 
undoubtedly,  if  they  were  to  devise  a 
cure  for  this  evil,  there  was  no  one  suffi- 
cient to  meet  every  possible  case  of  fraudu- 
lent concealment,  except  a  general  record 
of  every  deed  and  instrument,  relating  to 
land— open  to  the  inspection  of  those  who 
were  about  to  deal  with  the  property,  and 
furnishing  the  surest  safeguard,  that  no 
other  deed  or  instrument,  affecting  the 
title,  could  by  any  posability,  exist. 
But  it  was  not  from  causes  of  fraudulent 
suppression  of  deeds  alone,  that  the  greatest 
inconveniences  arose ;  by  far  the  most  nu- 
merous— the  daily  cases  which  occurred  to 
defeat  orembarrass  titles — were  those  which 
he  had  continual  opportunities  of  seeing — he 
Alluded  to  the  great  difficulty  which  almost 
every  seller  found  in  producing  or  obtaining 
the  deeds  necessary  to  verify  his  abstract  of 
title.  .The  first  step  taken  by  a  vendor  was 
to  deliver  to  the  purchaser,  or  to  his  attorney, 
a  document  containing  a  statement,  of  the 
difierent  deeds  bv  which  he  deduces  the  title 
to  himself.  Presuming  the  title  to  appear 
good  in  law,  upon  the  face  of  this  abstract, 
the  next  process  was,  to  verify  the  different 
steps  in  the  title,  by  comparing  the  deeds 
at  length  with  their  contents,  as  abstracted. 
Now  it  scarcely  ever  happened,  that  there 
was  not  some  deed  missing,  lost,  or  mislaid, 
or  in  the  hands  of  a  mortgagor,  or  other 
person  having  some  interest,  and  who  yvould 
not  produce  it— or,  when  the  deeds  men. 
tioned  in  the  abstract  were  prodaoed,  there 
might  be  a  recital  which  disclosed  the  ex- 
istence of  some  other  deed ;  and  as  such 
disclosure  fixed  the  purchaser  with  notice 
of  its  contents,  it  was  necessary,  for  his 
security,  that  he  should  see  it,  in  order  to 
be  satisfied  that  it  contained  nothing  afifect. 
ing  the  title  ;  and  it  would  not  do  to  rely 
upoa  length  of  time  as  a  bar;  for,  there 


were  cases  of  estates  recovered  vha  an 
adverse   possession  of  a    century  and  a 
half,  and  even  longer.    So  that  there  was 
no  safety  unless  the  purchaser  could  see  the 
actual  contents  of  all  the  deeds  which  had 
ever  been  executed  with  reference  to  the 
estate  he  was  about  to  buy  ;  and  the  diffi« 
culty,  or  the  impossibility  of  doing  this, 
was  not  the  worst  part  of  the  case;  for 
the  attempt  was  attended  with  delay,  ex- 
pense,  and    vexation,    harassing   beyond 
all  conception.     A  man  anxious  to  become 
possessed  of  the  land,  might  accept  what 
conveyancers  call  a  tolerably  good  holding 
title ;  but  was  that  enough  ?     Ought  not 
every  man  to  have  a  right  to  a  good  maiket. 
able  title  ?     Was  it  enough  to  say,  '*  You 
may  safely  buy  this— the  chances  are  100 
to  one  against  this  or  that  deed  being  found 
—against  any  adverse  claimant  starting  up 
under  this  settlement  or  that  will,  of  which 
we  know    nothing  except   that  it   exists 
somewhere.**     Had  a  purchaser  a  right  to 
no  more  than  this  ?     Had  he  not  rather  a 
right  to  a  clear  and  unimpeachable  title, 
such  as  he  might  carry  into  the  market, 
and  transfer,  as  a  fundholder  transferred  his 
stock  ?     This  vast  and  daily  occurring  evU, 
arising  out  of  the  non-production  of  deeds, 
wasonly  to  becured  by  havinga  public  record 
of  all  instruments,  to  which  the  purchaser 
might  be  referred,  where  he  might  at  a 
glance  see  the  whole  of  every  transaction 
which  had  ever  been  had,  rating  to  his 
purchase— and  might  buy,  with  the  fbll 
assurance  that  no  other  deed  could  by  possi- 
bility exist,  to  defeat  or  afiect  the  title. 
The  saving  of  expense  in  all  transfers,  too, 
would  be  great;   for  a  general  registry 
would  not  only  make  titles  safe,  but  would 
enable  men  to  transfer  their  property  with 
facility,  and  at  small  cost,  compared  to  what 
they  paid  at  present.  When  a  man  wanted 
to  sell  his  Ifuid,  he  took  his  title  deeds  to 
an  attorney ;  purchasers  too  would  not  bur 
except  throu^  the  medium  of  a  professional 
man.  In  ninety-nine  cases  out  of  a  hundredf 
both   parties  employed  professionBl  men. 
The  attorney  for  the  vendor  made  out  an 
abstract  of  tide,  for  which  he  chafed  s 
certain  sum ;  this  abstract  was  delivered  to 
the  purchaser's  attorney,  who  scrutxaiscd  it 
with  a  jealous  and  watchful  eye,  from  s 
laudable  desire  to  protect  the  interests  of 
his  client    First,  there  was  the  examini* 
tion  of  the  title,  to  see  that  It  was  properly 
deduced;    then     came     the    venfication 
of  the  abstract,   with  all  the  difficidti^ 
he  had  referred  to;  then  came  professionu 
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joumeySj  and  attendances^  and  fees  to 
counsel,  and  opinions  of  conveyancers  as 
to  the  necessity  of  calling  for  this  or  that 
deed,  or  whether  they  might  he  safely 
dispensed  with — and  negotiations  with  the 
vendor's  attorney  as  to  who  should  pay  for 
office  copies  of  certain  instruments^  or  who 
should  be  at  the  expense  of  searching  for 
others,  as  to  abatement  in  the  price,  because  a 
deed  was  not  forthcoming,  or  a  slight  taint  is 
thrown  upon  a  portion  of  the  title,  with 
various  other  things;  incurring  an  expense 
large  in  every  purchase,  and  in  many  little 
short  of  the  whole  value  of  the  property  ! 
If  all  deeds  were  registered,  these  evils 
would  be  avoided,  for  a  purchaser  could  go 
to  the  office  without  a  solicitor,  and  com- 
pare the  abstract  with  the  deeds  themselves, 
and  learn,  to  a  certainty,  the  nature  of  the 
title  whidi  he  wished  to  obtain.  He  was 
aware  that  the  remedy  which  he  proposed 
would  be  important  in  its  consequences  and 
expensive  in  execution ;  but  the  question 
to  be  decided  was,  whether  the  evil  was 
of  sufficient  magnitude  to  justify  them  in 
resorting  to  the  remedy.  And  he  begged 
leave  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  safeguards  at  present  affi)rded  by  law 
with  respect  to  the  title  to  real  property. 
Many  members  of  the  profession  contend 
that  there  was,  under  the  present  system, 
a  sufficient  security  for  titles  affi)rded  by 
what  are  called  outstanding  terms.  He 
was  aware  that,  in  touching  upon  this 
branch  of  the  subject,  he  should  find  it  diffi- 
cult to  make  himself  intelligible  to  those 
who  were  unacquainted  withlegal  technical- 
ities.  An  interest  in  land  mi^t  be  severed 
into  two  estates ;  the  one — called  the  legal, 
the  owner  of  which  was  the  only  person 
recognised  on  the  common-law  side  of 
Westminster  Hall:  while  another  man 
might  be  the  equitable  owner,  and  alone 
entitled  to  the  beneficial  enjoyment  of  the 
estate,  and  its  rents  and  profits.  The  rights 
of  this  person,  who  was,  in  fact,  the  real 
owner,  were  recognised  in  Courts  of  Equity 
alone.  Now,  take  the  case  of  a  mortgage, 
in  which  the  mortgager  created  a  term  of 
1,000  years,  on  condition  that  if  the  money 
be  paid  back  within  a  certain  time,  gene- 
rally six  or  twelve  months,  the  term  should 
cease.  If  this  were  done,  the  legal  estate 
in  the  term  becomes  united  with  the  equit. 
able  estate,  but  if  the  mortgage  money 


equitable  in  the  mortgager,  and  so  it  con. 
tinned,  although  the  money  might  be  after- 
wards  paid  offi  Suppose  the  mortgager  to 
sell,  a  purchaser  would  require  a  convey- 
ance of  the  legal,  as  well  as  of  the  equitable 
estate,  and  he  would,^  therefore,  insist  upon 
having  the  outstanding  term  of  1,000  years 
conveyed  either  to  himself,  (in  which  case 
the  two  estates  became  again  consolidated) 
or  to  a  trustee  for  himself,  in  which  case  the 
two  estates  were  still  kept  apart.  The  latter 
course  was  always  recommended  by  con* 
veyancers,  because  the  legal  title,  which 
had  its  origin  from  the  date  of  the  mort- 
gage, becomes,  by  a  nile  of  law,  paramount 
to  every  charge,  or  alienation,  or  incum- 
brance, which  might  have  been  made  by  the 
mortgager,  between  the  date  of  the  mortgage 
and  ^e  time  of  the  sale ;  and,  consequently, 
if  the  purchaser  had  the  equitable  interest 
transferred  to  himself,  and  the  legal  estate 
conveyed  to  his  trustee,  he  might  set  at 
defiance  all  mesne  incumbrances,  the  equit- 
able interests  of  which  are  equal  to  his  own 
in  justice,  and  prior  in  point  of  time,  but 
who  had  not  the  good  fortune  to  be  pos- 
sessed of  the  legal  estate,  and  who  were, 
therefore,  defeated  by  the  last  purchaser, 
under  the  maxim,  "  that  when  the  equities 
are  equal  the  legal  estate  shall  prevail." 
Hence,  in  all  transactions  relating  to  land, 
is  was  the  first  duty  of  a  purchaser  to  get 
hold  of  all  the  outstanding  terms  in  order 
to  protect  himself.  But  this  was  only  to 
be  done  at  an  expense,  which  was  frequent- 
ly enormous ;  the  title  to  the  legal  must  be 
deduced  as  much,  at  length,  as  the  title  to 
the  equitable  estate;  and,  as  this  applied  to 
every  outstanding  term,  there  might  be  one 
equitable,  and  a  dozen  of  legal  titles  to  be 
investigated.  He  had  seen  upon  the  table 
of  a  conveyancer  one  abstract  of  the  equit- 
able title,  and  twenty-five  abstracts  of 
different  outstanding  terms,  and  so  neces- 
sary were  those  to  the  goodness  of  the  title^ 
that  the  purchaser  would  have  been  most 
unwise  if  he  had  omitted  to  get  in  any 
one  of  them.  These  outstanding  terms 
undoubtedly  afforded  a  great  protection 
to  purchasers,  at  the  expense  of  much 
trouble  and  money,  and  of  no  little  injus- 
tice to  any  unfortunate  man  whose  pur- 
chase or  charge  was  prior  in  point  of  time, 
but  who  had  omitted  to  get  hold  of  the 
legal  estate.  But  the  protection' which  costs 


were  not  paid  off  within  the  time,  the  legal  :  sp  much  time,  and  trouble,  and  expense  to 
estate  in  the  term  became  absolute,  and  !  maintain,  might  not,  afler  all,  be  worth  the 
could  not  get  back  to  the  mortgager  without    parchment  it  was  written  upon ;  for,  from ' 
an  actual  reconveyance.     Here,  then,  the    the  lapse  of  time,  a  court  of  law  might 
legal  estate  was  in   the  mortgagee,  the  i  presume  a  surrender  of  the  term,  or,  what 
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was  more  likelf^  tlie  purchaser  might  have 
either  actual  or  constructiye  notice  of  any 
one  of  the  prior  charges  or  incumbrances^ 
In  which  case  his  turn  went  for  nothing, 
and  he  must  take  his  place  according  to  the 
date  of  his  own  transaction,  under  the 
maxim  qui  prior  est  ietnpore,  potior  est  jure; 
was  the  House  aware  what  constituted 
notice  ?  It  was  not  alone  what  a  man  had 
seen  with  his  own  eyes,  or  heard  with  his 
own  ears,  but  it  was  what  his  attorney 
might  have  known,  or  ought  to  have 
known;  and  if  he  employed  a  country 
attorney,  who  transacted  the  business 
through  a  town  agent,  then  whatever  the 
town  agent,  or  the  town  agent's  clerk 
knows,  might  have  known,  or  ought  to 
have  known,  was  notice  to  the  unfortunate 
purchasers,  whose  title  might  thus  be 
defeated,  notwithstanding  all  the  boasted 
protection  of  the  outstanding  term  which 
he  had  got  in  at  so  much  labour  and  cost. 
This  sa^guard  might  then  turn  out  to  be, 
when  obtained,  very  inadequate,  and  it 
would  give  little  real  protection,  as  compared 
with  that  which  a  general  registry  would 
afford.  Besides,  legal  terms  were  by  no 
means  universal ;  there  were  many  proper, 
ties,  particularly  house.property,  where  the 
legal  was  not  severed  frotn  the  equitable 
estate,  so  that  at  best  it  was  but  a  partial 
protection.  There  could  not  be  a  doubt 
that  there  was  no  greater  benefit  likely  to 
be  conferred  by  the  adoption  of  a  general 
registry  than  the  getting  rid  of  these  out- 
standing terms;  conveyances  would  be 
shortened,  expense  diminished,  and,  above 
all,  security  given,  by  the  removal  of  every 
doubt  or  taint  that  could  in  any  way  affect 
the  title.  Another  great  evil  which  would 
be  cured  by  a  general  registry  was  this: 
A  |)erson  might  mortgage  his  estate  to  A, 
afterwards  to  B,  and  subsequently  to  C. 
Suppose  the  estate  would  not  bear  the 
whole  of  these  three  charges,  according  to 
justice  and  equity,  C,  who  lent  his  money 
last,  ought  to  suffer,  because  he  had  lent 
upon  an  insufficient  security.  But  he 
might  save  himself  from  this  predicament 
by  paying  off  A,  and  taking  A's  mortgage 
to  his  own,  by  which  he  got  hold  of  the 
legal  estate ;  and  squeezed  out  the  unfor- 
timate  B,  who  had  nothing  but  his  prior 
rquity  to  de]>end  upon.  It  would  avail 
him  nothing,  however,  because  a  subse- 
quent, but  more  active  incumbrancer  had 
got  hold  of  the  legal  estate,  and  could  use 
'  It  as  a  means  to  deprive  him  of  his  security. 
Til  at  was  an  evil  of  every  day  occurrence. 
It  is  obvious  that  a  register  of  deeds  would 


prevent  that  mischief;  because  ha^  A  and 
B's  mortgages  would  have  appeared  npon 
the  title;  C,  before  he  lent  his  money, 
would  ascertain  whether  money  had  previ. 
ously  been  advanced  ;    and  finding  that 
there  were  already  two  charges,  he  would 
not  lend  at  all,  except  he  had  asoertanied 
that  the  estate  was  of  sufficient  value  to 
pay  all  three  incumbrances.  The  opposition 
to  the  measure  had  chiefly  arisen  from  soli- 
citors, for  whom  he  entertained  the  highest 
respect,  and  who  were  a  most  useful  and 
honorable  class  of  men,  but  he  must  protest 
against  the  misrepresentations  which  had 
been  made  by  some  of  that  body,  both  as 
to  the  nature  and  object  of  this  measure. 
It  had  been  stated,  that  it  was  the  object 
of  the  Bill  to  have  all  existing  title  deeds 
sent  to  London,  to  be  there  deposited.    His 
hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Yorkshire,  had 
endeavoured  to  alarm  the  country  gentle- 
men, as  to  the  consequences  of  carrying 
this    Bill.     His    hon.    friend   seemed    to 
suppose  that  all  title-deeds  were  actually  to 
be  sent  to  the  register-office.    His  hon. 
friend  might  set  his  mind  at  rest  on  that 
subject,  as  there  was  no  intention  of  teach- 
ing a  single  existing  deed.     The  measure 
was  altogether  prospective,  and  was  only  to 
take  effect  as  regarded  deeds  executed  after 
the  establishment  of  a  general  raster- 
office,  unless,  indeed,  parties  chose  to  regis- 
ter th^ir  old  deeds.     He  had  no  doubt  that 
this  would  be  done  in  many  instances,  as  it 
would  serve  as  a  protection  against  loss — 
and  in  cases  where  one  man  holds  the  deeds 
when  several  besides  himself  are  interested 
in  the  property,  it  would  be  of  the  greatest 
possible  advantage  for  such  of  the  owners 
as  could  not  command  the  originals,    to 
have  a  duplicate  deposited  in  the  office. 
The  deeds  to  be  registered  were  those  made 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act ;  and,  as  it  was 
the  very  nature  and  chief  object  of  the  plan 
that  deeds  should    be  registered    at    full 
length,  so  it  would  be  found  unneoesaarr, 
after  the  system  had  been  some  time  in 
operation,  to  disclose  more  of  the  title  than 
the  simple  fact  of  the  conveyance,  whether 
by  sale,  mortgage,  or  otherwise;    which 
would  tend  to  shorten,  as  well  as  simj^fy,  all 
deeds.     It  had  been  stated,  that  to  pot  on 
record  all  deeds  connected  with  land,  wonld 
expose  a  man's  affairs,  which  might  he 
attended  with  serjpus  inconvenience  to  bin. 
It  would  undoubtedly  be  a  serious  objeetion 
if  a  number  of  idle  persons  cmild  go  into 
the  registcr^ffice  and  examine  what  inmra* 
brances  a  gentleman  had  on  his  property. 
But  before  a  person  would  be  allowed  lo 
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examine  the  register^  he  must  show  that  he 
had  an  interest  in  doing  so,  and  he  would 
subject  himself  to  a  penalty  if  he  proceeded 
to  search  having  no  such  interest.  But 
such  an  evil  was  more  in  imagination  than 
reality.  No  inconvenience  had  ever  re- 
sulted from  the  existence  of  a  register  of 
ships^  in  which  mortgage  transactions  of 
the  most  delicate  nature^  as  affecting  a  man's 
credit,  were  exposed.  No  evil  resulted 
from  a  public  register  of  annuity  deeds,  or 
of  wills,  by  searching  which,  any  one  might 
for  a  shilling  learn  how  a  man  had  disposed 
of  every  shilling  of  his  property.  Another 
objection  had  l^n  stated,  that  by  establish- 
ing a  register-office,  the  greatest  impedi. 
ments  would  be  thrown  in  the  way  of  the 
transactions  of  country  bankers;  and  it 
would  prevent  persons  borrowing  sums  of 
them  by  depositing  their  title^eeds.  He 
should  be  unwilling  to  dispute  or  disparage 
the  value  or  convenience  of  that  security, 
although  it  was  a  meaiis  of  getting  rid  of 
the  Statute  of  frauds,  and  evading  the 
Stamp-duty.  It  was  a  transaction  which 
constantly  took  place,  and  was  often  attend- 
ed with  considerable  benefit.  But  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  transaction?  At 
present  the  money  was  advanced  on  the 
reliance  that  the  party  applying  for  it  was 
a  man  of  honour,  and  not  on  the  title, 
which,  after  all,  might  turn  out  to  be  no 
title.  It  was  advanced  on  the  confidence 
which  the  lender  had  in  the  honour  of  the 
borrower,  that  he  would  not  give  him 
waste-paper  instead  of  real  title-deeds.  If 
a  general  register  of  deeds  were  to  take 
place,  the  country  banker  would  lend  upon 
the  assurance  of  the  party  borrowing,  that 
no  subsequent  deed  had  been  registeredj  as 
he  now  lent  upon  the  assurance  that  the 
title-deeds  he  produced  formed  the  whole 
title  to  the  estate ;  but  with  this  additional 
advantage,  that,  by  writing  to  London,  the 
banker  might  ascertain,  in  two  or  three 
days,  whether  there  were  any  charges  on 
the  estate  in  question.  If  there  were  not, 
he  might  lend  his  money  in  perfect  security, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  the  registration  of 
his  deed  would  prevent  others  advancing 
money  on  the  property.  If  the  transaction 
was  not  likely  to  be  temporary,  he  would 
save  the  expense  of  a  regular  mortgage,  but 
retained  his  full  security,  by  simply  enter- 
ing a  caveat  on  the  register,  which  would 
forbid  any  dealing  with  the  property  until 
the  caveat  was  withdrawn.  So  far  from 
doing  any  injury  to  the  borrower,  it  would 
be  of  the  greatest  service  to  him,  as  a  man 
would  more  freely  lend  his  money  when  he 


knew  that  no  one  else  had  advanced  money 
on  the  estat&  The  only  effect  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  register  could  have  would  be, 
to  give  a  great  collateral  security  to  the 
lender ;  and  he  was  satisfied,  that  in  such 
transactions,  a  very  great  and  extensive 
benefit  would  result  from  the  adoption  of 
such  a  measure  as  that  which  he  recom- 
mended. The  plan  which  he  intended  to 
propose,  he  was  aware  it  was  supposed, 
to  be  intricate,  but  nothing  could  be  more 
simple.  As  an  index  of  names  would,  in  a 
very  few  years,  become  too  voluminous  for 
convenient  reference,  it  was  proposed  that 
the  names  of  the  owners  who  first  deal 
with  the  property,  should  alone  be  indexed ; 
and  that  all  subsequent  transactions  should 
be  referred  to  this  head,  which  was  called 
in  the  Bill,  the  "  roots  of  titles ;"  such 
reference  being  made  by  a  number,  or 
letter,  marked  upon  the  deed  itself.  In 
fact,  the  plan  was  a  classification  of  title- 
deeds;  so  that  all  deeds  relating  to  any 
particular  estate  might  be  found  under  the 
symbol  of  that  estate.  It  was  an  index  to 
lands,  and  not  to  the  owners ;  and,  there* 
fore,  all  that  was  required  was,  to  get  the 
names  of  the  owuers  who  first  dealt  with 
the  lands,  upon  the  index;  and  it  was 
obvious  that,  even  this  index,  which  was 
so  limited  in  its  extent,  might,  in  the  course 
of  time,  be  dispensed  with ;  for  as  soon  as 
a  title  had  been  sufficiently  long  on  the 
register  to  be  good  by  length  oi  time,  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  carry  the  search 
so  high  as  the  root.  Mr.  Bell  a  learned 
gentleman  of  great  professional  attainments 
and  of  high  reputation  at  the  bar,  was 
formerly  opposed  to  the  establishment 
of  a  general  register,  on  the  ground  of  the 
difficulty  of  finding  a  practicable  plan ;  but 
a  full  examination  into  this  plan  has 
induced  Mr.  Bell  entirely  to  alter  his  opin- 
ion, and  he  was  satisfied  that  the  scheme 
of  the  Commissioners  was  quite  easy,  and 
would  certainly  be  completely  successful. 
A  great  deal  had  been  made  of  the  mysterl- 
oUs  words,  as  they  had  been  termed^  by 
which  the  plan  had  been  described  in  the 
Bill,  and  it  had  been  said  that  a  masonic 
system  of  symbols  had  been  adopted,  with 
a  view  to  mystify  titles  and  make  the  index 
unintelligible.  Now,  really,  it  was  won- 
derful to  see  how  sensible  men  could  be 
led  away  by  a  sound.  The  symbols  pro- 
posed were,  in  fact,  nothing  more  than  an 
easy  means  of  reference,  so  as  to  prevent 
the  complexity  of  long  and  endless  indexes." 
For  instance,  if  there  be  a  deed  registered 
^by  John  Bn)wn,  as  first  owner,  the  index. 
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letter  B^  is  searched,  and  the  reference 
found  to  be  letter  A,  folio  100.  The  letter 
A  was  the  sjrmbol,  and  all  subsequent  deeds, 
registered  either  by  John  Brown  or  his 
successors  would  appear  under  that  symbol. 
No  name  ever  appeared  but  John  Brown's, 
because  whatever  was  afterwards  done  with 
the  estate,  was  found  by  referring  to 
letter  A,  folio  100.  That  referred  to  a 
book  in  the  office,  in  which  was  found, 
fairly  written  out,  every  deed,  from  the  one 
first  registered  by  John  Brown  to  the  one 
last  put  on  the  register.  So  the  deeds, 
as  they  were  registered,  would  be  indorsed 
with  the  letter  A,  folio  100 :  and  this  "was 
the  reference  by  which  the  owner,  or  any 
body  he  was  deiilin^  with,  was  directed  to 
the  whole  history  dt  the  title,  as  appearing 
on  the  registry.  He  hoped,  therefore  there 
would  be  no  more  ahum  excited  by  the 
fear  of  masonic  symbols,  or  other  mysteries. 
The  measure  of  registration  was  no  novelty ; 
it  existed  in  Yorkshire  and  Middlesex, 
although  the  systems  there  were  extremely 
defective.  The  registration  in  Scot- 
land, was  found  to  work  extremely  well. 
That  system  differed,  in  many  respects, 
from  that  which  he  proposed  should  be 
adopted  for  this  country.  In  France, 
Switzerland,  Germany,  Prussia,  Denmark, 
Holland,  in  Norway,  in  Sweden,  in  Italy, 
in  America,  and  in  the  West-India  Island, 
also  register  of  deeds  existed.  If,  therefore, 
such '  a  plan  existed  in  so  many  countries, 
and  was  found  to  succeed,  surely  it  could 
not  be  very  dangerous  to  adopt  the  principle 
in  this  country.  No  country  that  had 
adopted  a  plan  of  registration  had  seen 
reason  to  abandon  it.  ft  had  been  suggest. 
ed  ,that,  in  the  place  of  a  general  register, 
in  London,  there  should  be  a  number  of 
register-offices  in  various  parts  of  the  coun. 
try ;  but  there  were  a  variety  of  objections 
to  this.  By  having  an  office  in  London, 
the  expense  would  be  much  less,  a  more 
able  body  of  men  would  direct  it ;  and  the 
facility  of  searching  for  deeds  would  be 
greatly  facilitated,  as  they  would  all  be 
brought  under  one  head.  By  the  adoption 
of  the  simple  mode  of  registration  which  he 
suggested,  any  one  would  be  enabled,  in  the 
course  of  an  hour  or  two,  to  search  out  for 
and  discover  the  nature  of  any  deed ;  so 
that,  if  an  instruction  was  sent  up  to  the 
keeper  of  the  register-office  in  London  to 
give  information  as  to  a  deed,  an  answer 
might  be  sent  back  by  return  of  post ;  and 
the  rapidity  of  communication  between 
London  and  every  part  of  the  country  was 
so  great,  that  a  search  would  be  sooner 


made  and  answered,  than  if  there  was  a 
register-office  in  every  county  in  England. 
He  was  fully  persuaded  that,  if  Parliament 
should  think  fit  to  entertain  the  proposition, 
it  would,  by  establishing  a  general  record 
of  all  title-deeds,  confer  a  benefit  upon  the 
country  more  enduring,  more  widely  bene, 
ficial  in  its  effects,  than  would  ever  be 
afforded  by  any  other  legal  Reform  which 
the  ingenuity  of  man  could  devise.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  ''  to 
establish  a  general  re^try  of  all  deeds  and 
instruments  relating  to  Real  Property  in 
England  and  Wales." 

Mr.  Strickland  had  thought,  after  the 
general  opposition  manifested  to  this  mea- 
sure last  year,  that  all  idea  of  proceeding 
with  it,  had  been  abandoned.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  the  attomies  in  the  me. 
tropolis  might  not  be  favourable  to  it ;  but 
the  opposition  to  the  scheme  through  the 
rest  of  England,  was  powerful  axid  uni- 
versal. He  could  not  imagine  for  what 
object  it  had  now  been  brought  forward, 
unless  it  were  to  throw  out  a  tub  to  the 
whale,  and  divert  public  attention  from 
such  unpleasant  subjects  as  the  repeal  of 
the  House  and  Window-tax,  and  the  Malt, 
duty.  As  for  carrying  it,  he  was  satisfied 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  knew 
that  it  was  impossible.  A  proposition  for 
the  establishment  of  a  general  registry  was 
made  in  the  time  of  Ouver  Cromwell^  and 
all  the  lawyers  then  in  the  House  were 
strongly  opposed  to  it;  now,  however, 
many  of  the  learned  profession  were  in 
favour  of  a  scheme  of  the  sort  In  those 
days,  the  lawyers  were  actuated  by  different 
motives  from  those  which  influence  them 
now,  they  were  then  only  excited  by  patri- 
otic feelings  to  bring  forward  those  plans 
which  they  thought  would  be  beneficial  to 
the  country,  but  now  they  must  be  paid 
high  salaries  for  acting  as  CommisKionciSy 
and  they  exerted  themselves  to  cany  mea- 
sures, the  only  effect  of  which  could  be  to 
increase  litigation.  The  present  measure 
was  the  first-fruits  of  a  law  commission, 
which  had  cost  the  country  28,000/L,  and 
it  was  impossible  to  tell  what  further 
expense  might  attend  it.  If  any  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  had  been  present,  be 
should  have  impressed  upon  them  the  necesu 
sity  of  at  once  getting  rid  of  these  Law 
Commissions,  which  kept  the  country  in  a 
state  of  agitation,  and  did  great  injury,  by 
exciting  general  apprehension  respecting 
the  rights  of  property.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the 
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question  of  the  currency^  proposed  a  Motion 
to  the  effect  that  thiis  House  would  not 
consent  to  alter  the  standard  of  value,  as 
any  proposition  for  that  purpose  would 
shake  the  stahility  of  the  money-market. 
He  had  no  hesitation  in  sayings  that  the 
proceedings  of  the  Law  Commissions  excited 
a  genera]  anxiety  among  all  the  holders  of 
landed  property ;  for  every  man  felt^  that 
they  were  proposing  measures  which  ren- 
dered property  uncertain  and  insecure.  He 
resetted  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man should  have  taken  up  this  Bill,  after  it 
had  been  judiciously  dropped  by  the  hon. 
and  leaitied  Solicitor  General.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  said,  that  the  country  attomies  and 
solicitors  had  been  guilty  of  gross  misrepre- 
sentations on  the  subject  of  this  Bill.  It 
was  very  easy  for  a  Master  of  Chancery  to 
abuse  country  attomies  when  they  were 
not  here  to  protect  themselves,  but  he  must 
•say,  that  the  attack  was  altogether  uncalled- 
for.  The  opposition  to  the  Bill,  however, 
came  from  the  landed  proprietors  and  sentry 
of  England  who  were  all  opposed  to  it.  He 
had  himself  presented  a  petition  to  the  House 
signed  by  a  very  lar^  portion  of  the  landed 
proprietorsof  Yorkshire,  and,  amongst  others, 
by  Lord  tiarewood.  Lord  Howden,  Lord 
Mexborough,  Sir  Francis  Wood,  Sir  W. 
Cooke,  and  Sir  John  Ramsden,  and  by  a 
numerous  body  of  -bankers  and  merchants. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Grentleman  said,  that 
the  opinions  of  various  lawyers  were  united 
in  favour  of  his  BilL  He  also  said,  that 
Mr.  J.  Bell,  a  distinguished  Chancery  law- 
yer, who  was  formerly  opposed  to  this 
scheme,  had  recently  seen  reason  to  alter 
his  opinion.  Now  he  had  heard  that  Gen- 
tleman say  before  the  Committee  up-stairs, 
that  he  did  not  know  of  any  evils  ^at  had 
resulted  from  the  want  of  a  system  of 
registration.  It  appeared,  however,  that 
the  lawyers  had  obtained  new  light  on  the 
subject,  and  had  found  that  the  greatest 
evils  resulted  from  the  concealment  of 
deeds.  It  had  been  stated  that  a  gieat 
discovery  had  been  made  in  a  mode  of 
keeping  an  index  by  "  roots  and  symbols," 
which  would  prevent  the  recurrence  of  any 
confusion  or  loss  of  deeds  by  registration. 
Mr.  Bell  however  when  examined  before  the 
Committee  above-stairs^  when  asked  whether 
he  understood  this  method  of  ^' roots  and 
-symbols  "  answered  **  I  think  I  understand 
it,  but  I  am  not  sure  that  I  comprehend 
it."  And  this  was  the  opinion  which  was 
quoted  as  being  decidedly  in  favour  of  the 
proposed  measure.  If  his  opinion  were 
vol*  XVII.  {ffi-} 


asked  as  to  the  probable  results  of  a  general 
metropolitan  registration,  he  could  not 
express  it  more  distinctly^  than  in  the  words 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor-General, 
in  the  First  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
on  the  Law  of  Real  Property,  in  the  year 
1829»  and  before  he  must  be  supposed  to 
have  changed  his  opinion.  The  passage  to 
which    he    alluded    was    this — ^'We    are 

*  aware   of  the   numerous   and    weighty 

*  obstacles  to  so  extensive  and  novel  a  plan, 
'  in  a  country  of  so  great  extent  as  England, 
'  where  transfers  of  land  are  more  nume- 
^  rous  than  in  any  other  part  of  the  globe, 
'  and  where  the  disclosure  of  private  affairs 
'  may  be  dangerous  to  commercial  credit.' 
But  one  word  more  respecting  this  supposed 
discovery  about  "  roots  and  symbols."  The 
Solicitor-General,  in  the  Chair  of  the  Com- 
mittee undertook  the  explanation  of  the 
system.  But  he  soon  became  so  entangled 
amongst  these  roots,  that  he  seized  n 
favourable  opportunity  to  desert  the  Com- 
mittee, leaving  the  Chair  to  the  more 
youthful  energies  of  the  master  in  chancery. 
He,  however,  was  likewise  shortly  lost  and 
enveloped  amidst  the  mazes  of  these  roots 
and  s3rmbols.  At  last  one  of  the  paid  Com- 
missioners— the  supposed  author  and  in- 
ventor of  this  discovery — was  called  in :  but 
after  a  careful  investigation  the  whole 
scheme  broke  down — the  supposed  discovery 
turned  out  to  be  no  discovery  at  all,  but 
only  a  very  confused  and  unsatisfactory 
method  of  keeping  an  index.  Now,  if  a]l 
title-deeds  were  to  be  sent  up  to  this  great 
mausoleum — to  this  immense  building,-^ 
where  would  be  found  law  Latin,  Norman 
French,  and  conveyancers'  English;  and 
which,  therefore,  might  more  propcrl}'-  be 
called  this  Tower  of  Babel ; — there  would 
be  an  enormous  charge  on  the  public  for 
keeping  up  the  establishment.  Independent 
of  the  salaries  and  fees  to  be  paid  to  the 
officers,  upwards  of  500,000/.  would  be 
required  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  the 
expense  of  the  building.  [The  Soiicilor 
Getieral  20,000/.]  He  had  heard  that 
Lincoln's  Inn-square  was  to  be  purchased, 
and  that  an  enormous  building  was  to  be 
erected  to  cover  the  interior  of  it:  a  building 
sufficiently  capacious  to  contain  all  the 
title-deeds,  mortgages,  wills,  marriage  set- 
tlements, and  legal  instruments  of  England 
must  be  of  enormous  magnitude.  By  the 
Yorkshire  scheme  of  registration  there  were 
deposited  only  memorials  and  an  Index. 
But  in  the  proposed  plan  there  were  to  be 
deposited  not  only  memorials,  but  the  whole 
original  title-de^s  or  copies  of  them.    He 
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had  witnessed  a  settlement  of  a  considerable 
estate^  and  the  writings^  from  their  bulk 
nnd  weight  could  not  consist  of  less  than  a 
hundred  skins  of  parchment^  and  yet  a 
deed  of  that  nature  was  to  be  sent  up  free 
of  expense  by  the  mail-coach^  to  this  great 
mausoleum  of  parchment.  It  had  been 
said^  that  the  deeds  were  not  to  be  retained 
but  copies  of  them  were  to  be  taken ;  but 
were  the  originals  to  be  returned  free  of 
expense  to  the  owners  ?  He  said  it  was  a 
lawyer's  Bill ;  the  head  of  the  office  was  to 
be  a  serjeant-at-lawj  and  a  number  of  bai- 
ristcrs^  of  four  years'  standing,  were  to  hold 
office  as  deputy  registrarsj  and  clerks  with- 
out number.  And  these  serjeants-at-law^ 
and  experienced  lawyers,  were  to  put  their 
learning  into  their  pockets,  and  be  reduced 
to  the  drudgery  of  taking  copies  and  keeping 
an  index.  As  the  Bill  originally  stood  re- 
tiring allowances  were  to  be  granted ;  but 
in  a  stibsequent  edition  of  the  Bill  the  word 
"  retiring"  was  omitted;  but  pensions  were 
still  to  be  granted.  The  serious  objectionSj  ^ 
however,  were  to  the  principle  of  the  plan. 
The  very  circumstance  of  sending  title-deeds 
up  to  London,  which  might  be  lost,  would 
throw  property  into  utter  confusion.  A  gain, 
a  mans  title-deeds  would  be  exposed  to 
the  examination  of  any  person  who  chose 
to  investigate  them ;  by  this  means  his  pro- 
perty would  be  rendered  insecure,  and  he 
subjected  to  vexatious  litigation.  He  might 
be  told  that  means  would  be  taken  to  pre- 
vent any  one  from  searching  for  or  perusing 
a  deed  without  being  really  interested;  but 
how  could  that  be  accomplished  ?  Then 
it  was  provided  that  should  a  title-deed  be 
lost,  or  injury  sustained  by  any  neglect  of 
duty,  the  person  who  might  thus  be  reduced 
to  difficulties  or  ruin,  might  bring  an  action 
against  the  chief  registrar;  but  what  chance 
of  redress  would  any  gentleman  have  in 
pursuing  that  course;  he  would  have  to 
contend  with  all  the  power  and  influence 
of  the  Government,  as  the  action  was  to  be 
defended  by  the  Attorney-General,  and  the 
expense  of  this  defence  was  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  public  purse. .  And  vi^hat  was  it  short 
of  an  insult  to  tell  a  person  that  he  might 
seek  redress  by  contending  against  such 
fearful  odds,  in  a  system  which  was  thus 
to  tax  Ireland  and  Scotland  for  regis;tering 
the  title-deeds  of  English  proprietors,  or 
paying  damages  for^  their  loss.  Should  the 
measure  be  persevered  in,  that  certainly 
would  not  be  the  last  time  that  the  House 
would  have  to  direct  its  most  sericms  attea- 
tion  to  the  subject. 

The  Solicitor.General  thought,  that  the 


member  for  YorUhire  had  advaueed  nodiiiig 
like  argument  against  the  Bill,  The  hoa. 
Gentleman  taunted  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  with  having  adopted  this  measure 
after  he  (the  Solicitor  General)  bad  seen 
reason  to  abandon  it.  He  had  not  abandoned 
the  measure,  and  he  had  the  most  perfect 
confidence  in  the  benefits  which  would 
result  from  its  adoption.  The  only  reason 
why  he  did  not  proceed  with  it  was,  because 
he  was  connected  with  his  M^esty'a  Go* 
vemment ;  and  it  was  not  desirable  that 
the  subject  should  be  brought  forward  as  a 
Government  measure.  He  beHeved,  that 
all  the  members  of  the  Government  were 
favourable  to  it;  but  it  waa  consider^ 
better  that  the  measure  should  be  brought 
forward  by  bis  bon.  and  learned  friend  than 
by  him.  He  anticipated  that  the  oppodtion 
to  this  measure  would  be  extremely  slight. 
It  would  be  recoUected  that  the  matter 
was  referred  to  a  Committee  up-stairny 
which  consisted  of  Gentlemen  of  aU  c^iniona 
and  very  many  of  them  directly  hostile  to 
the  principle ;  but,  after  a  long  and  deliber 
rate  inquiry^  the  Committee,  with  almost 
the  single  exception  of  the  hon,  member 
for  YorKshirq,  all  concurred  in  the  propriety 
of  the  principle  of  the  meamire.  He  would 
venture  to  assert,  that  a  miyority  of  the 
landed  proprietors  of  the  country  weie 
agreed  in  the  principle  of  the  measure*  in 
holding  that  it  would  tend  much  to  their 
interest  if  there  was  a  registry  of  deeds  in 
this  country.  And,  notwithstanding  the 
hon.  Member  was  pleased  to  designate  the 
register-office  aa  a  ''  mausoleum  of  deeds,'' 
he  believed  that  the  general  feeling  was  in 
fa^iour  of  one  office  in  the  metropolis,  rather 
than  of  having  a  number  of  offices  scattered 
over  the  kingdom*  The  chief  opponents 
of  the  measure  were  those  very  active 
persons,  the  country  solicitora.  He  was 
not  surprised  that  theae  persons  should  be 
opposed  to  the  establishment  of  a  general 
registration,  and  prefer  a  number  of  local 
registers;  if  the  latter  plan  were  adopted, 
they  would  expect  to  become  regbtrars; 
and  then  all  the  business  would  be  in 
their  hands.  He  had  no  doubt  that  thej 
would  be  most  active  and  aealous  advocates 
for  a  local  registration.  He  waa  not 
astonished  at  the  opposition  of  the  oountrf 
solicitors,  but  he  vvas  utterly  at  a  lo«  to 
account  for  the  opposition  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Yorkshire,  and  other  country  Gcn^ 
tlemen.  He  could  not  understand  upon 
what  principle  they  acted.  It  reminded 
him  of  the  observation  of  the  conveyanoery 
who  said,  that  he  would  rather  submit  bo 
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have  his  bowels  dragged  out  by  wild  horses- 
than  agree  to  the  abcuition  of  fines  and  re- 
coveries. So  the  hon.  member  for  Yorkshire 
in  his  warmth  against  a  system  of  registra. 
tion,  would  rather  submit  to  anything  than 
consent  to  support  this  measure.  At  present 
a  man  could  hardly  tell  whether  his  title 
were  good  or  not^  as  a  deed  of  which 
he  was  previously  ignorant  might  be  brought 
to  light  at  any  time.  What,  then,  was  the 
object  of  registration.  A  man  would  be 
able  to  leant  at  once  whether  there  were 
any  deeds  in  existence  connected  with  a 
property  he  wished  to  purchase,  or  which 
he  inherited  ?  If  the  deeds  did  not  appear 
to  exist  on  the  face  of  the  register,  they 
would  not  be  allowed.  Of  course  as 
was  said  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  friend, 
this  enactment  would  have  reference  only 
to  deeds  executed  after  the  passing  of  the 
Bill.  There  were  many  grievous  cases 
constantly  occurring  to  show  the  oppressive 
operation  of  the  present  state  of  the  law,  as 
regarded  property ;  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  had  adverted  to  some  cases  of  this 
kind ;  and  there  would  be  no  difficulty  ii\ 
adding  to  the  list.  The  great  opponent  of 
this  measure,  before  the  Committee,  was 
Mr,  Preston,  the  eminent  conveyancer; 
but  his  opposition  was  rather  to  the  details, 
than  to  the  principle.  He  dwelt  on  the 
necessity  of  being  cautious  of  guarding 
against  alterations  in  the  law  relative  to 
real  property ;  but  he  did  not  point  out  any 
evils  that  would  result  from  the  adoption 
of  this  specific  measure.  The  hon.  member 
for  Yorkshire,  had  stated,  that  he  had  seen 
a  marriage  settlement  of  150  skins  of  parch, 
ment  Now,  it  would  be  necessary  to  ttike 
a  copy  of  all  this ;  but  with  a  register,  he 
would  reduce  the  abstract  of  the  deed  to 
little  mor^  than  half  a  folio.  All  that  was 
necessary  might  be  described  in  that  space, 
so  that  the  expense  of  registry  would  not 
be  so  great  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  imagined, 
even  in  so  extreme  a  case  as  that.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  this  was  a  lawyer's 
Bill,  and  that  it  was  brought  forward  for 
the  purpose  of  creating  offices  with  largo 
salaries.  He  could  only  declare,  that  as  ^r 
as  he  was  concerned,  ne  was  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  interested  in  the  matter ; 
for,  if  he  had  the  opportunity,  he  would 
not  become  registrar,  or  deputy-registrar,  or 
derk,  in  this  "  mausoleum."  The  present 
system  was  so  full  of  difficulty  and  risk,  that 
borrowers  on  real  security  had  to  pay  much 
more  than  they  otherwise  would.  Tho 
amount  of  this  tax,  which  such  borrowers 
had  to  pay,  was  much  more  than  a  set-off 


against  those  evils  which  the  hon.  member 
for  Yorl;  shire  said  would  follow  the  adop. 
tion  of  the  measure  before  the  House. 
A  system  of  registration  already  existed  in 
Ireland ;  now,  if  it  were  found  to  succeed 
in  that  country  (and  there  was  no  doubt 
that  such  was  the  case)  there  was  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  equally  successful  and 
advantageous  in  England.  Similar  re- 
gisters existed  in  France,  Germany, 
America,  and  other  foreign  countries,  and 
in  each  of  these  States  the  plan  was  found 
to  answer.  It  must,  therefore,  be  shown 
that  there  was  something  peculiar  to  the 
people  or  Government  of  England  which 
would  prevent  its  being  advantageous  here. 
The  hon.  member  for  Yorkshire  said,  that, 
calculating  from  the  expense  of  the  York- 
shire register,  the  charge  for  a  general 
register  for  the  whole  of  the  country  would 
be  enormous.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
affirming,  that  the  Yorkshire  register  was 
full  of  lobs ;  it  annually  cost  not  less  than 
20,000/!;  but  he  wonld  venture  to  say,  that, 
for  less  than  that  amount — and  with  the 
exercise  of  a  proper  economy — ^a  general 
register-office  for  the  whole  country  might 
be  maintained.  Again,  so  far  from  such 
an  institution  causing  delay,  it  would  pre- 
vent delay,  in  transferring  property.  Those 
protracted  and  tiresome  inquiries  which  it 
was  now  necessary  to  institute  would  be 
avoided,  as  the  necessary  information  could 
be  immediately  obtained  at  the  Register 
office.  So  far  the  disclosure  would  be 
wholesome;  and  at  the  same  time,  the 
utmost  care  would  be  taken  to  prevent  any 
information  being  given  to  any  person  who 
could  not  show  that  he  had  a  real  interest 
in  the  matter.  He  did  not  see  why  England 
should  not  have  a  general  system  of  regis- 
tration as  well  as  almost  every  other  civil- 
ized nation  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  All 
countries  where  it  had  been  once  adopted 
had  uniformly  adhered  to  the  principle; 
and  therefore  he  said  that  experience 
affi)rded  every  evidence  of  its  utility.  The 
hon.  member  for  Yorkshire  referred  to  the 
Law  Commissions,  and  the  expense  attend- 
ing them,  hinting  that  the  proposals  for 
reforms  in  the  law  originated  in  the  remu- 
neration given  to  the  Commissioners  for 
their  professional  aid.  He  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that,  as  far  as  regarded 
himself,  the  compensation  he  had  received 
for  his  services  on  that  Commission,  fell  far 
short  of  what  he  should  obtain  for  similar 
professional  exertions  between  individual 
and  individual ;— >that,  in  sliort,  if  he  looked 
at  the  matter  merely  in  a  pecuniary  point- 
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of  view,  lie  made  a  very  bad  bargain  in 
holding  the  post  at  all ;  as  it  was,  however, 
he  was  influenced,  chiefly,  by  the  anxious 
desire  to  do  that  which  was  of  the  most  es- 
sential importance  to  the  well-being  of  the 
country ;  namely,  to  amend  the  laws ;  and 
he  had  laboured  night  and  day  for  that 
object.  If  he  should  succeed,  that  alone 
would  be  a  sufficient  reward  for  his  exer. 
tions. 

Mr.  Duncombe  asked  thehon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  exclude  Yorkshire  from  his 
proposed  Bill,  because  he  felt  satisfied  that 
its  operation  would  not  be  beneficial  to 
that  county.  He  would  not  oppose  the 
measure  in  its  present  stage,  but  he  should 
do  so  afterwards,  if  Yorkshire  was  included 
in  it. 

Ml*.  Pease  thought  that,  in  common 
courtesy,  they  ought  to  allow  the  present 
Motion  to  pass,  and  that  afterwaids  im. 
provements  might  be  suggested,  which, 
if  not  attended  to,  would  afford  a  fairer 
opportunity  of  opposing  the  measure. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Pension  to  Lord  Dunolass.]  Mr. 
Hume  rose  to  call  in  question  the  right 
of  his  late  Majesty  to  grant  a  pension 
to  Lord  Dunglass.  The  question  he  was 
about  to  bring  before  the  House  was  one  of 
great  importance,  because  it  involved  a 
principle  which,  if  disallowed,  would  put 
an  end  to  all  sinecures  and  pensions.  The 
country  was  staggering  under  the  weight  of 
its  burthens,  and  one  way  to  relieve  it 
would  be  to  repudiate  the  principle  he 
alluded  to.  He  held  a  table  of  pensions 
in  his  handj  from  which  he  would  select 
one  or  two,  to  show  the  evil  effect  of 
granting  civil  pensions.  There  were  two 
sinecures  which  dated  from  the  year  1 69^, 
and  which  had,  calculated  to  the  present 
time,  coat  the  country  50,000,000/.  sterling. 
The  sinecures  he  meant  were  those  of  the 
two  Chief  Justices  in  Eyre.  Another 
instance  of  this  system  of  civil  pensions, 
was  the  money  paid  to  one  of  the  pre- 
decessors of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  Chair,  to  Mr.  Sergeant  Onslow.  The 
money  which  had  been  paid  to  him  and  his 
son  was  163,000/.,  which,  calculating  prin- 
cipal and  interest,  would  now  amount  to 
the  sum  of  about  873,000/.  paid  by  the 
country  for  services  he  was  sure  no  Member 
of  that  House  would  be  willing  to  pay 
so  highly  for.  Another  instance  was  the 
pension  of  276/.  paid  to  the  Earl  of  Home, 
the  father  of  the  young  nobleman  whose 
claims  ho    was   calling   in  question,    for 
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services  no  one  knew  anything  about,  and 
which,  calculated  with  interest  from  the 
time  it  was  granted  up  to  the  present  time, 
would  amount  to  36,560L  or  thereabouts. 
Happening,  in  a  Committee  up-stairs,  to 
make  an  inquiry  as  to  the  disbursements 
paid  out  of  the  Scotch  Exchequer,  he  found 
one  which  struck  him  exceedingly.  It  was 
the  sum  of  300/.  paid  to  Lord  Dunglass  as 
Chamberlain  of  Ettrick  Forest.  This  sine- 
cure dated  from  before  the  Union,  and  was 
originally  8/.  10^.,  Scotch  money.  In  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  on  sinecures  and 
pensions  held  in  the  year  1810,  a  Resolution 
was  passed  relative  to  this  identical  pension. 
Now,  what  he  complained  of  was,  that, 
after  that  Resolution,  the  sinecure  should 
be  renewed.  He  contended  that  the  Sove- 
reign, having  a  right  to  the  Crown  revenues 
only  during  his  life  time,  had  no  power  to 
make  any  grant  out  of  them  which  should 
endure  beyond  the  period  of  his  life,  because 
such  a  grant  would  interfere  with  the 
rights  of  his  successors  in  the  event  of  the 
grantee  surviving  him.  This  was  the  case 
with  Lord  Dunglass,  who  had  survived 
George  4th.  He  (Mr.  Hume)  thought 
that  they  should  put  an  end  to  proceedings 
of  this  kind,  as  a  useless  and  improper 
expenditure  of  the  public  money.  He  con- 
cluded by  moving,  "That  a  humble  Address 
be  presented  to  bis  Majesty,  praying  that 
he  would  be  graciously  pleased  to  issue 
a  Commission  to  the  law..officers  of  the 
Crown  to  inquire  into  the  validity  of 
the  right  of  Lord  Dunglass  to  hold  the 
office  of  Chamberlain  of  Ettrick  Forest  after 
the  demise  of  George  4th,  and  if  necessary, 
to  bring  the  question  of  its  validity  to 

The  Lord  Advocate  said,  that  his  own 
opinion  was,  that  this  grant  was  illegal; 
but  he  thought  that  it  would  be  indecorous 
in  the  House  to  adjudicate  upon  it,  and  to 
deprive  the  noble  Lord  of  it  in  his  absence, 
and  without  hearing  what  he  might  have 
to  urge  in  support  of  it.  He  was,  therefore, 
of  opinion  that  the  best  plan  which  the 
House  could  follow  would  be  the  adoption 
of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex.  It  was  certainly  s  curious 
thing  to  give  Lord  Dunglass  SOOL  ft-year  for 
the  collection  of  quit  rents  which  did  not 
amount  to  more  than  230/.  a-year.  It  was 
unfortunate  for  the  noble  Lord  that  this 
appointment  of  SOOL  a-year  had  not  been  a 
pension  upon  the  Scotch  pension-list ;  for  in 
that  case  he  might  have  continued  to  hold 
out, '  inasmuch  as  the  pensions  on  that  lisd, 
which  expired  with  the  Sovereign^  bad 
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been  continued  by  the  liberality  of  Farlia- 
ment. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

INCLO8UBRS.3  Mr.  Pryme  said^  that 
.  the  object  he  had  in  view  was  to  induce 
the  House  to  pass  a  Resolution  directing 
that  in  every  Indosure  Bill  hereafter 
passed,  a  clause  shall  be  inserted  to  pro- 
vide for  the  allotment  of  a  certain  portion 
of  landj  to  such  of  the  labouring  poor 
as  shall  be  willing  to  hire  it  at  a  moderate 
rent.  He  apprehended  that  would  be 
one  of  the  best  modes  of  withdrawing  the 
agricultural  labourer  from  illegal  or  profli- 
gate  pursuits^  and  of  restoring  to  him^ 
at  least  in  some  degree,  those  habits  of 
steadiness  and  providence  which  were  wont 
to  be  his  chief  characteristics.  The  plan 
had  already  been  tried  in  several  places, 
and  particularly  at  Saffron  Walden,  with 
complete  success ;  and  by  the  Report  of  a 
Society,  calling  itself  *'The  Labourers' 
Friend  Society,"  it  appeared  that  it  had  led 
not  only  to  a  considerable  increase  of  the 
comforts  of  the  poor,  but  also  to  a  material 
diminution  of  the  Poor-rates  in  every 
instance  in  which  it  had  been  carried  into 
operation.  What<he  proposed  was,  ''that 
a  portion  of  land  be  allotted  out  of  the 
commonable  lands,  or  waste  grounds  to  the 
incumbent  of  the  living,  and  the  parish 
officers,  for  the  time  being,  and  the  owners 
of  100  acres  of  land,  in  such  parish,  as 
trustees,  to  let  the  same  in  small  portions 
at  low  rents,  to  all  labourers  resident  in 
the  parish,  who  may  be  desirous  of  hiring 
the  same — such  rents  to  be  paid  to  the 
parish  officers  for  the  time  being,  in  aid  of 
the  Poor-rates."  And  in  contemplation  of 
any  objection  that  might  be  raised  as  to  the 
impossibility  of  particular  parishes  being 
able  to  comply  with  such  a  regulation, 
he  had  added  this  proviso — "unless  any 
special  reason  can  be  shown  why  such 
allotment  cannot  conveniently  or  properly 
be  made  in  that  particular  instance. "  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  he  had  so  worded 
the  Motion,  as  effectually  to  shut  out  any 
objection  that  such  a  resolution  or  such 
a  plan  could  not  be  adopted,  because  it 
could  not  be  made  applicable  in  every 
instance.  One  of  the  arguments  which  he 
had  heard  urged  against  the  proposition 
was,  that  it  would  interfere  to  the  pre. 
judice  of  private  property.  He  maintained 
that  it  would  have  no  effect  of  the  kind  — 
on  the  contrary,  by  improving  the  con- 
dition of  the  poor — ^by  rendering  them  more 

cont^t^i  more  Imppy^  and  more  orderly, 


and,  at  the  same  time,  by  diminishing  the 
Poor-rates — it  would  confer  a  great  benefit 
rather  than  effect  any  injury  to  private 
property.     Of  the  few  instances  in  which 
the  experiment  had  been  tried,  he  would 
mention  two.     In  one  parish  the  plan  was 
adopted  in  181 9,  at  which  time  the  Poor- 
rates  amounted  to  2,000/.  a-ycar;  but  in 
18.^0,  after  it  had  been  in  operation  for  ten 
years,  the  Poor-rates  were  reduced  to  1,400/. 
a-year.     In   the   other    instance — that   of 
Saffron   Walden,    in    consequence  of  the 
adoption  of  this  plan,  the  Poor-rates  liad 
been  reduced  from  3,000/.  to  2,000/.  a-ycar. 
Independent  of  this  reduction  in  the  Poor- 
rates,   there  was   another  point   of  view 
in  which  the  plan  seemed  to  have  worked 
most  advantageously.     During  the  period 
of  the  disturbances  in  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts, although   the  surrounding  country 
was  nightly  alarmed  by  fires,  and  the  day 
rendered  dangerous  by  tumultuous  bodies 
of  machine-breakers,  the  parish  of  Safiron 
Walden  was  wholly  undisturbed,   and  no 
destruction  of  property  took  place  there. 
It  appeared,  too,  that  the  rent  of  the  small 
portions  of  land  allotted  to  the  labourer 
had  always  been  punctually  and  cheerfully 
paid,   without  any  demand  for  reduction, 
although  all  other  rents  of  land  had  been 
lowered  nearly  thirty  per  cent.     Further, 
it  appeared  that  where  the  plan  had  been 
adopted,  the  idle  and  mischievous  among 
the   rural   population — the   thief  and  the 
pdacher — ^had  been  converted  into  honest 
and  industrious  men.     Having  mentioned 
the  general  objects  of  his  Motion,  as  well  as 
some  of  the  results  of  previous  experiments, 
which  should  riecommend  it  to  the  adoption 
of  the  House,  he  might,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  cite  another  instance,  which  was,  per- 
haps, stronger  than  any  to  which  he  hud 
yet  alluded,   and  which  seemed  to  afford 
conclusive  evidence  of  the  propriety  of  a 
general  resolution  of  this  kind  being  adopted. 
In  an  Indosure  Bill  passed  for  a  parish 
in  the  county  of  Huntingdon,  in  1830,  a 
clause   was   inserted  for  the  allotment  of 
about  twenty  acres  of  land,  to  be  let  out  in 
the  manner  that  he  proposed,  to  the  agri. 
cultural   population   of  the   place,   which 
consisted  of  about  400  persons.     The  in- 
habitants of  this  parish  had  previously  been 
rather  idle  and  disorderly  than  otherwise  ; 
the  Sunday  was  commonly  spent  in  drunken- 
ness  and  riot— pauperism  prevailed  to  a 
very  great  extent,  and  little  of  providence 
or  industry  was  to  be  found  amongst  them. 
The   Bill  had  now  been  in  operation  for 
little  more  than  twelve  months;  but,  during 
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letter  Bj  is  searched^  and  the  reference 
found  to  be  letter  A,  folio  100.  The  letter 
A  was  the  symbol^  and  all  subsequent  deeds, 
registered  either  by  John  Brown  or  his 
successors  would  appear  under  that  symbol. 
No  name  ever  appeared  but  John  Brown's, 
because  whatever  was  afterwards  done  with 
the  estate,  was  found  by  referring  to 
letter  A,  folio  100.  That  referred  to  a 
book  in  the  office,  in  which  was  found, 
fairly  written  out,  every  deed,  from  the  one 
first  registered  by  John  Brown  to  the  one 
last  put  on  the  register.  So  the  deeds, 
as  they  were  registered,  would  be  indorsed 
with  the  letter  A,  folio  100 :  and  this  "was 
the  reference  by  which  the  owner,  or  any 
body  he  was  dealing  with,  was  directed  to 
the  whole  history  of  the  title,  as  appearing 
on  the  registry.  He  hoped,  therefore  there 
would  be  no  more  alarm  excited  by  the 
fear  of  masonic  symbols,  or  other  mysteries. 
The  measure  of  registration  was  no  novelty ; 
it  existed  in  Yorkshire  and  Middlesex, 
although  the  systems  there  were  extremely 
defective.  The  registration  in  Scot- 
land, was  found  to  work  extremely  weU. 
That  system  differed,  in  many  respects, 
from  that  which  he  proposed  should  be 
adopted  for  this  country.  In  France, 
Switzerland,  Germany,  Prusna,  Denmark, 
Holland,  in  Norway,  in  Sweden,  in  Italy, 
in  America,  and  in  the  West-Ind^  Islands, 
also  register  of  deeds  existed.  If,  therefore, 
such  •  a  plan  existed  in  so  many  countries, 
and  was  found  to  succeed,  surely  it  could 
not  be  very  dangerous  to  adopt  the  principle 
in  this  country.  No  country  that  had 
adopted  a  plan  of  registration  had  seen 
reason  to  alMindon  it.  It  had  been  suggest. 
ed  that,  in  the  place  of  a  general  register, 
in  London,  there  should  be  a  number  of 
register-offices  in  various  parts  of  the  coun. 
try ;  but  there  were  a  variety  of  objections 
to  this.  By  having  an  office  in  London, 
the  expense  would  be  much  less,  a  more 
able  body  of  men  would  direct  it;  and  the 
facility  of  searching  for  deeds  would  be 
greatly  facilitated,  as  they  would  all  be 
brought  under  one  head.  By  the  adoption 
of  the  simple  mode  of  registration  which  he 
suggested,  any  one  would  be  enabled,  in  the 
course  of  an  hour  or  two,  to  search  out  for 
and  discover  the  nature  of  any  deed ;  so 
that,  if  an  instruction  was  sent  up  to  the 
keeper  of  the  register-office  in  London  to 
give  information  as  to  a  deed,  an  answer 
might  be  sent  back  by  return  of  post ;  and 
the  rapidity  of  communication  between 
London  and  every  part  of  the  country  was 
80  greats  that  a  search  would  be  sooner 


made  and  answered,  than  if  there  was  a 
register-office  in  every  county  in  England. 
He  was  fully  persuaded  that,  if  ParUament 
should  think  fit  to  entertain  the  proposition, 
it  would,  by  establishing  a  general  record 
of  all  title-deeds,  confer  a  benefit  upon  the 
country  more  enduring,  more  widely  bene. 
ficial  in  its  effects,  than  would  ever  be 
afforded  by  any  other  legal  Reform  which 
the  ingenuity  of  man  could  devise.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  *'  to 
establish  a  general  registry  of  all  deeds  and 
instruments  relating  to  Real  Property  in 
England  and  Wales." 

Mr.  Strickland  had  thought,  nfter  the 
general  opposition  manifested  to  this  mea- 
sure last  year,  that  all  idea  of  proceeding 
with  it,  had  been  abandoned.     He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  the  attomies  in  the  roe. 
tropolis  might  not  be  favourable  to  it ;  but 
the  opposition  to  the  scheme  through  the 
rest  of  England,  was  powerful  and  uni. 
versa!     He  could  not  imagine  for  what 
object  it  had  now  been  brought  for»ard| 
unless  it  were  to  throw  out  a  tub  to  the 
whale,  and  divert  public  attention  from 
such  unpleasant  subjects  as  the  repeal  of 
the  House  and  Window-tax,  and  the  Malt. 
duty.     As  for  carrying  it,  he  was  satisfied 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  knew 
that  it  was  impossible.    A  proposition  for 
the  establishment  of  a  general  registry  was 
made  in  the  time  of  OHver  Cromwell,  and 
all  the  lawyers  then  in  the  House  were 
strongly  opposed  to  it;     now,  however, 
many  of  the  learned  profession  were  in 
favour  of  a  scheme  of  the  sort.     In  those 
days,  the  lawyo^  were  actuated  by  different 
motives  from  those  which  influence  them 
now,  they  were  then  only  excited  by  patri- 
otic feelings  to  bring  forward  those  plans 
which  they  thought  would  be  beneficial  (o 
the  country,  but  now  they  must  be  paid 
high  salaries  for  acting  as  Commissioners^ 
and  they  exerted  themselves  to  cany  mea- 
sures, the  only  effect  of  which  could  be  to 
increase  litigation.     The  present  measure 
was  the  first-fruits  of  a  law  commission, 
which  had  cost  the  country  28,000/.,  and 
it  was  impossible  to  tell    what   further 
expense  might  attend  it      If  any  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  had  been  present,  he 
should  have  impressed  upon  them  the  neces- 
dty  of  at  once  getting  rid  of  these  Law 
Commissions,  which  kept  the  country  in  s 
state  of  agitation,  and  did  great  injury,  hy 
exciting  general  apprehension   respecting 
the  rights  of  property.     The  noble  Lord 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  t^^  ^ 
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question  of  the  currency^  proposed  a  Motion 
to  the  effect  that  this  House  would  not 
consent  to  alter  the  standard  of  value,  as 
any  proposition  for  that  purpose  would 
shake  the  stability  of  the  money-market. 
He  had  no  hesitation  in  sayings  that  the 
proceedings  of  the  Law  Commissions  excited 
a  general  anxiety  among  all  the  holders  of 
landed  property ;  for  every  man  felt^  that 
they  were  proposing  measures  which  ren- 
dered property  uncertain  and  insecure.  He 
r^tetted  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man should  have  taken  up  this  Bill,  after  it 
had  been  judiciously  dropped  by  the  hon. 
and-  learnt  Solicitor  General.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  in  the  course  of  his 
fipeech,  said,  that  the  country  attomies  and 
solicitors  had  been  guilty  of  gross  misrepre- 
sentations on  the  subject  of  this  Bill.  It 
was  very  easy  for  a  Master  of  Chancery  to 
abuse  country  attomies  when  they  were 
not  here  to  protect  themselves,  but  he  must 
-say,  that  the  attack  was  altogether  uncalled, 
for.  The  opposition  to  the  Bill,  however, 
came  from  the  landed  proprietors  and  sentry 
of  England  who  were  all  opposed  to  it.  He 
had  himself  presented  a  petition  to  the  House 
signed  by  a  very  large  portion  of  the  landed 
proprietorsof  Yorkshire,  and,  amongstothers, 
by  Lord  tiarewood.  Lord  Howden,  Lord 
Mexborough,  Sir  Francis  Wood,  Sir  W. 
Cooke,  and  Sir  John  Ramsden,  and  by  a 
numerous  body  of  -bankers  and  merchants. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Crentleman  said,  that 
the  opinions  of  various  lawyers  were  united 
in  favour  of  his  Bill.  He  also  said,  that 
"Mr.  J.  Bell,  a  distinguished  Chancery  law- 
yer, who  was  formerly  opposed  to  this 
scheme,  had  recently  seen  reason  to  alter 
his  opinion.  Now  he  had  heard  that  Gen- 
tleman «ay  before  the  Committee  up^stairs, 
that  he  did  not  know  of  any  evils  that  had 
resulted  from  the  want  of  a  system  of 
registration.  It  appeared,  however,  that 
the  lawyers  had  obtained  new  light  on  the 
subject,  and  had  found  that  the  greatest 
evils  resulted  from  the  concealment  of 
deeds.  It  had  been  stated  that  a  great 
discovery  had  been  made  in  a  mode  of 
keeping  an  index  by  "  roots  and  symbols," 
which  would  prevent  the  recurrence  of  any 
confusion  or  loss  of  deeds  by  registration. 
Mr.  Bell  however  when  examined  before  the 
Committee  above^tairs^  when  asked  whether 
he  understood  this  method  of  ''roots  and 
^S3rmbols "  answered  "  I  think  I  understand 
it,  but  I  am  not  sure  that  I  comprehend 
it."  And  this  was  the  opinion  which  was 
quoted  as  being  decidedly  in  favour  of  the 
proposed  measure.  If  his  opinion  were 
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asked  as  to  the  probable  results  of  a  general 
metropolitan  registration,  he  could  not 
express  it  more  distinctly' than  in  the  words 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor-General, 
in  the  First  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
on  the  Law  of  Real  Property,  in  the  year 
1829i  and  before  he  must  be  supposed  to 
have  changed  his  opinion.  The  passage  to 
which  he  alluded  was  this — 'We  are 
'  aware  of  the  numerous  and  weighty 
'  obstacles  to  so  extensive  and  novel  a  plan, 
'  in  a  country  of  so  great  extent  as  England, 
'  where  transfers  of  land  are  more  nurae- 
^  rous  than  in  any  other  part  of  the  globe, 
'  and  where  the  disclosure  of  private  affairs 
'  may  be  dangerous  to  commercial  credit.' 
But  one  word  more  respecting  this  supposed 
discovery  about  "  roots  and  symbols."  The 
Solicitor-General,  in  the  Chair  of  the  Com- 
mittee undertook  the  explanation  of  the 
system.  But  he  «oon  became  so  entangled 
amongst  these  roots,  that  he  seized  n 
favourable  opportunity  to  desert  the  Com- 
mittee, leavine  the  Chair  to  the  more 
youthful  energies  of  the  master  in  chancery. 
He,  however,  was  likewise  shortly  lost  and 
enveloped  amidst  the  mazes  of  these  roots 
and  s3rmbols.  At  last  one  of  the  paid  Com. 
missioners — the  supposed  author  and  in- 
ventor of  this  discovery — was  called  in :  but 
after  a  careful  investigation  the  whole 
scheme  broke  down — the  supposed  discovery 
turned  out  to  be  no  discovery  at  all,  but 
only  a  very  confused  and  unsatisfactory 
method  of  keeping  an  index.  Now,  if  all 
title-deeds  were  to  be  sent  up  to  this  great 
mausoleum — to  this  immense  building,— 
where  would  be  found  law  Latin,  Norman 
French,  and  conveyancers'  English;  and 
which,  therefore,  might  more  properly  be 
called  this  Tower  of  Babel ; — there  would 
be  an  enormous  charge  on  the  public  for 
keeping  up  the  establishment.  Independent 
of  the  salaries  and  fees  to  be  paid  to  the 
officers,  upwards  of  500,000/.  would  be 
required  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  the 
expense  of  the  building.  fThe  SolicUor 
Getieral  20,000/.]  He  had  heard  that 
Lincoln's  Inn-square  was  to  be  purchased, 
and  that  an  enormous  building  was  to  be 
erected  to  cover  the  interior  of  it:  a  building 
sufficiently  capacious  to  contain  all  the 
title-deeds,  mortgages,  wills,  marriage  set-* 
tlements,  and  legal  instruments  of  England 
must  be  of  enormous  magnitude.  By  the 
Yurkshire  scheme  of  registration  there  were 
deposited  only  memorials  and  an  Index. 
But  in  the  proposed  plan  there  were  to  be 
deposited  not  only  memorials,  but  the  whole 
original  title-deeds  or  copies  of  them.  He 
2M 
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had  been  diminished^  and  the  revenue  of 
the  country  impaired. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdown  said,  that  a 
part  of  the  disappointment  arose  from  the 
discouragement  which  the  consumption  of 
the  lighter  wines  had  received,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  disease  which  had  prevailed 
in  the  summer.  The  propriety  of  the 
system  on  which  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
had  acted,  of  relieving  industry  as  much  as 
possible,  was  exemplified  by  the  great  in* 
crease  which  had  taken  place  in  the  manu. 
facture  of  printed  cottons ;  but  they  were 
only  enabled  to  take  the  duty  off  them  by 
the  help  of  that  small  duty  on  the  raw  ma. 
terial  which  they  had  imposed,  and  which 
they  were  now  happy  to  remove. 

Bill  went  through  a  Committee. 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  May  10,  1833. 

Mi yuTKs.]  Bills.  Read  a  third  time  :*-Pcnonal  Eitatfls ; 
Cotton  Wool  Duty  Repeal.  • 

Petitions-  presented.  By  the  Earl  of  FiTsnriLLiAH,  from 
tiie  Dissenters  of  several  Places,  for  Relief  from  their 
Grievances.— By  the  Earl  of  Rookn,  tram  Dungarvon, 
for  a  Revision  of  the  Criminal  Law.— -By  the  Bishop  of 
LicHFiKLD,  fVom  Stoke  and  Stowe,  for  a  Repeal  of  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act.— By  the  Barl  of  RosBBiav.  tmm  Perth, 
for  an  Amendment  of  the  Bankrupt  Laws;  and  ftom  the 
Coopers  of  Leith,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Assessed  Taxes,  and 
of  the  Stamp  Duty  on  Receipts.— By  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mono,  the  Earls  Fitzwilliam  and  Radnor,  the  Bishops 
of  London  and  Bristol,  Lords  Dinorbsn,  Dacrk, 
RoLLB,  Fbvkrsuau,  Bbzlbt,  Basuam,  and  SurFisLO, 
from  a  very  great  Number  of  Places,— against  Slavery. — 
By  the  Duke  of  NswcAirrLiB,  by  the  Marquess  of  Doirs- 
oal,  by  Earl  FrrzwiLLi am,  by  the  Bishops  of  London 
and  LjcHriKLD,  and  by  Lord  Kbnyon,  from  several 
Places,— for  the  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath.— By 
the  MAtfuess  of  Bristol,  from  Bury  St.  Edmund's,  in 
favour  of  the  Factories  Bill. 

Stafford  Indemnity.]  The  Earl  of 
Radnor  moved  that  the  Stafford  Election 
Indemnity  Bill  he  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  rose,  not  to  oppose  the 
Motion,  hut  to  make  a  few  remarks  to  their 
Lordships.  He  thought  it  appeared  from 
the  Bill  and  the  evidence,  that  bribery  to  a 
great  extent  had  existed  at  Stafford,  both 
on  former  occasions  and  at  the  late  election. 
It  appeared  from  the  evidence,  that  not 
only  the  electors,  but  the  candidates  were 
deeply  implicated  in  these  transactions,  and 
be  considered  it  necessary  that  their  Lord- 
ships should  take  some  effectual  measure  to 
put  a  stop  to  similar  proceedings.  His  ob- 
ject in  rising,  was  only  to  make  an  observa. 
tion  in  respect  to  what  had  come  out  in  the 
Committee,  that  their  Lordships  might  be 
prepared  for  the  BilL  It  appeared  that  the 
only  proceedings  now    depending  in  the 


other  House  of  Parliament,  was  a  petitioo 
under  the  Grenville  Act,  and  be  knew  b0 
instance  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind  being  brought 
forward,  while  the  only  proceeding  taken 
was  such  a  petition*  For  this  ibare  was  a 
good  reason.  The  petition  under  the  Giea- 
ville  Act  was  a  jadicial  proceeding;  tbeze 
were  two  parties  to  it,  and  eadi  of  whicit 
might  call  and  examine  any  witnesses  he 
liked.  It  was  competent,  therefore,  for 
these  parties  to  ^call  persons  as  witnesses, 
whose  evidence  was  of  no  importance,  but 
who  would,  by  being  called,  be  indemnified 
for  bribery  done  at  the  election*  Stidi 
consequences  would  not  follow  from  any 
other  proceeding  in  that  or  the  other 
House.  In  other  cases,  the  wh<de  was 
under  the  control  of  the  House,  and  it 
could  prescribe  what  witnesses  should  be 
called.  He  directed  their  Lordships'  atten^ 
tion  to  this  difference,  that  they  mi^t  be 
aware  of  the  consequences  which  would 
arise  from  passing  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape,  and  be  induced  to  admit  a  ciaiiae  to 
guimi  against  them.  He  must  make  an 
observation  or  two  arising  out  of  the  BiU. 
It  was  not,  like  the  other  Bills  whidi  had 
passed,  having  in  view  a  similar  object. 
All  other  Bills  of  the  kind  wero  only  to 
indemnify  the  persons  examined,  but  this 
Bill  proposed  something  altc^etherdiffeient. 
It  was  imposfdble  to  tcbA  it  and  compare  it 
with  other  Bills  to  the  same  purport,  and 
not  discover  the  difference.  It  was  a  Bill 
to  indemnify  all  persons  examined  as  wit- 
nesses, candidates,  and  all  others  who  had 
violated  the  law  and  been  guilty  of  bribery. 
The  title  of  all  other  BiOs  was  to  indem. 
nify  persons  examined  under  the  Bill  for 
proving  the  bribery  of  the  said  borough. 
The  title  of  the  present  Bill  was  an  Act  to 
indemnify  all  persons  g^iilty  of  bribery  in 
the  election  of  burgesses  for  the  borough  of 
Stafford.  This  was  not  an  aocidenty  for 
the  first  clause  corresponded  to  the  title. 
It  was  to  the  effect  that  *'  every  penoa 
whatever,  guilty  of  bribery  at  the  election 
of  Staffoid,  whether  examined  as  witnesses 
or  not,  should  be  entirely  and  completely 
indemnified."  Then  followed  another 
clause,  which  was  altogether  useless.  Mtei 
this  first  clause  bad  indemnified  all  persons, 
the  other  indemnified  those  who  might  be 
examined  as  witnesses.  That  was  intends 
ed  to  mislead.  It  reminded  him  of  the  old 
story  of  the  Oxford  scholar,  told,  he  be> 
lieved,  by  Mr.  Windham  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  who  made  a  large  hole  for  his 
cat,  and  a  little  one  for  his  kitten.  He  had 
compared  the  BUI  with  the  Indemnitj  Bilb 
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have  Hs  bowels  dragged  out  by  wild  horses- 
than  agree  to  the  a^uition  of  frnes  and  re- 
coveries. So  the  hon.  member  for  Yorkshire 
in  his  warmth  against  a  system  of  registra. 
tion,  would  rather  submit  to  anything  than 
consent  to  support  this  measure.  At  present 
a  man  could  hardly  tell  whether  his  title 
were  good  or  not^  as  a  deed  of  which 
he  was  previously  ignorant  might  be  brought 
to  light  at  any  time.  What,  theni  was  the 
object  of  registration.  A  man  would  be 
able  to  leani  at  once  whether  there  were 
any  deeds  in  existence  connected  with  a 
property  he  wished  to  purchase,  or  which 
he  inherited  ?  If  the  deeds  did  not  appear 
to  exist  on  the  face  of  the  register,  they 
would  not  be  allowed.  Of  course  as 
was  said  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  friend, 
this  enactment  would  have  reference  only 
to  deeds  executed  after  the  passing  of  the 
Bill.  There  were  many  grievous  cases 
constantly  occurring  to  show  the  oppressive 
operation  of  the  present  state  of  the  law,  as 
regarded  property ;  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  had  adverted  to  some  cases  of  this 
kind ;  and  there  would  be  no  difficulty  ix\ 
adding  to  the  list  The  great  opponent  of 
this  measure,  before  the  Committee,  was 
Mr.  Preston,  the  eminent  conveyancer; 
but  his  opposition  was  rather  to  the  details, 
than  to  the  principle.  He  dwelt  on  the 
necessity  of  being  cautious  of  guarding 
against  alterations  in  the  law  relative  to 
real  property ;  but  he  did  not  point  out  any 
evils  that  would  result  from  the  adoption 
of  this  specific  measure.  The  hon.  member 
for  Yorkshire,  had  stated,  that  he  hod  seen 
a  marriage  settlement  of  150  skins  of  parch- 
ment Now,  it  would  be  necessary  to  tlike 
a  copy  of  all  this ;  but  with  a  register,  he 
would  reduce  the  abstract  of  the  deed  to 
little  morp  than  half  a  folio.  All  that  was 
necessary  might  be  described  in  that  space, 
so  that  the  expense  of  registry  would  not 
be  so  great  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  imagined^ 
even  in  so  extreme  a  case  as  that.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  this  was  a  lawyer's 
Bill,  and  that  it  was  brought  forward  for 
the  purpose  of  creating  offices  with  largo 
salaries.  He  could  only  declare^  that  as  ^r 
as  he  was  concerned,  he  was  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  interested  in  the  matter ; 
for,  if  he  had  the  opportunity,  he  would 
not  become  registrar,  or  deputy  .registrar,  or 
derk,  in  this  "  mausoleum."  The  present 
system  was  so  full  of  difficulty  and  risk,  that 
borrowers  on  real  security  had  to  pay  much 
mure  than  they  otherwise  would.  The 
amount  of  this  tax,  which  such  borrowers 
had  to  pay,  was  much  more  than  a  s&UoS 


against  those  evils  which  the  hon.  member 
for  Yorkshire  said  would  follow  the  adop- 
tion of  the  measure  before  the  House. 
A  system  of  registration  already  existed  in 
Ireland ;  now,  if  it  were  found  to  succeed 
in  that  country  (and  there  was  no  doubt 
that  such  was  the  case)  there  was  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  equally  successful  and 
advantageous  in  England,  Similar  re- 
gisters existed  in  France,  German)'-, 
America,  and  other  foreign  countries,  and 
in  each  of  these  States  the  plan  was  found 
to  answer.  It  must,  therefore,  be  shown 
that  there  was  something  peculiar  to  the 
people  or  Government  of  England  which 
would  prevent  its  being  advantageous  here. 
The  hon.  member  for  Yorkshire  said,  that, 
calculating  from  the  expense  of  the  York- 
shire register,  the  charge  for  a  general 
register  for  the  whole  of  the  country  would 
be  enormous.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
affirming,  that  the  Yorkshire  register  was 
full  of  jobs ;  it  annually  cost  not  less  than 
20,000/!;  but  he  would  venture  to  say,  that, 
for  less  than  that  amount— -and  with  the 
exercise  of  a  proper  economy — ^a  general 
register-office  for  the  whole  country  might 
be  maintained.  Again,  so  far  from  such 
an  institution  causing  dielay,  it  would  pre- 
vent delay,  in  transferring  property.  Those 
protracted  and  tiresome  inquiries  which  it 
was  now  necessary  to  institute  would  be 
avoided,  as  the  necessary  information  could 
be  immediately  obtained  at  the  Register 
office.  So  far  the  disclosure  would  be 
wholesome;  and  at  the  same  time,  the 
utmost  care  would  be  taken  to  prevent  any 
information  being  given  to  any  person  who 
could  not  show  that  he  had  a  real  interest 
in  the  matter.  He  did  not  see  why  England 
should  not  have  a  general  system  of  regis- 
tration as  well  as  almost  every  other  civil- 
ized nation  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  All 
countries  where  it  had  been  once  adopted 
had  uniformly  adhered  to  the  principle; 
and  therefore  he  said  that  experience 
affiirded  every  evidence  of  its  utility.  The 
hon.  member  for  Yorkshire  referred  to  the 
Law  Commissions,  and  the  expense  attend- 
ing them,  hinting  that  the  proposals  for 
reforms  in  the  law  originated  in  the  remu- 
neration given  to  the  Commissioners  for 
their  professional  aid.  He  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that,  as  far  as  regarded 
himself,  the  compensation  he  had  received 
for  his  services  on  that  Commission,  fell  far 
short  of  what  he  should  obtain  for  similar 
professional  exertions  between  individual 
and  individual ; — that,  in  sliort,  if  he  looked 
at  the  matter  merely  in  a  pecuniary  point- 
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of  view,  be  made  a  very  bad  bargaiii  in 
holding  the  post  at  all ;  as  it  was,  bowever, 
be  was  influenced,  cbiefly,  by  the  anxious 
desire  to  do  that  which  was  of  the  most  es- 
sential importance  to  the  well-being  of  the 
country ;  namely,  to  amend  the  laws ;  and 
he  had  laboured  night  and  day  for  that 
object.  If  he  should  succeed,  that  alone 
would  be  a  sufficient  reward  for  his  exer. 
tions. 

Mr.  Duncomhe  asked  thehon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  exclude  Yorkshire  from  bis 
proposed  Bill,  because  he  felt  satisfied  that 
its  operation  would  not  be  beneficial  to 
that  county.  He  would  not  oppose  the 
measure  in  its  present  stage,  but  he  should 
do  so  afterwards,  if  Yorkshire  was  included 
in  it. 

Mr.  Pease  thought  that,  in  common 
courtesy,  they  ought  to  allow  the  present 
Motion  to  pass,  and  that  afterwards  im. 
provements  might  be  suggested,  which, 
if  not  attended  to,  would  afford  a  fairer 
opportunity  of  opposing  the  measure. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  BilL 

Pension  to  Lord  Dunolass.]  Mr. 
Hume  rose  to  call  in  question  the  right 
of  his  late  Majesty  to  grant  a  pension 
to  Lord  Dunglass.  The  question  he  was 
about  to  bring  before  the  House  was  one  of 
great  importance,  because  it  involved  a 
principle  which,  if  disallowed,  would  put 
an  end  to  all  sinecures  and  pensions.  The 
country  was  staggering  under  the  weight  of 
its  burthens,  and  one  way  to  relieve  it 
would  be  to  repudiate  the  principle  he 
alluded  to.  He  held  a  table  of  pensions 
in  his  hand,  from  which  he  would  select 
one  or  two,  to  show  the  evil  efiect  of 
granting  civil  penaons.  There  were  two 
sinecures  which  dated  from  the  year  1694', 
and  which  bad,  calculated  to  the  present 
time,  cost  the  country  50,000,000/-  sterling. 
The  sinecures  he  meant  were  those  of  the 
two  Chief  Justices  in  Evre.  Another 
instance  of  this  systeril  of  civil  i^enaons, 
was  the  money  paid  to  one  of  the  pre. 
decessors  of  tlie  right  bou.  Gentleman  in 
the  Chair,  to  Mr.  Sergeant  Onslow.  The 
money  which  bad  been  paid  to  him  and  bis 
son  was  163,000/.,  which,  calculating  prin. 
oipal  and  interest,  would  now  amount  to 
the  sum  of  about  373,000/.  paid  by  the 
nnintry  for  scr>'iccs  he  was  sore  no  Nf ember 
of  that  House  would  be  willing  "to  pay 
so  highly  for*  .\nothcr  instance  was  tin? 
lieuMon  \>K  *^7i*/»  paid  to  tin*  Enrl  of  Hon>o, 
the  father  of  the  younjj  nobleman  whose 
claims  be   was  c^kiling   in  qiKstion,    for 
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services  no  one  kAew  anytbing  about,  and 
which,  calculated  with  interest  from  the 
time  it  was  granted  up  to  the  present  time, 
would  amount  to  ^^GfA,  or  thereabouts. 
Happening,  in  a  Committee  up-stain,  to 
make  an  inquiry  as  to  the  disbursements 
paid  out  of  the  Scotch  Exchequer,  be  found 
one  which  struck  him  exceedingly.  It  was 
the  sum  of  500/.  paid  to  Lord  Dunelass  as 
Chamberlain  of  Ettrick  Forest.  This  nne. 
cure  dated  from  before  the  L^niun,  and  was 
originally  8/.  lOf.,  Scotch  money.  In  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  on  anecures  and 
pensions  held  in  the  year  1810,  a  Resolation 
was  passed  relative  to  this  identical  pension. 
Now,  what  be  complained  of  was,  that, 
after  that  Resolution,  the  anecure  diould 
be  renewed.  He  contended  that  the  Sove- 
reign, having  a  right  to  the  Crown  revenues 
only  during  his  life  time,  bad  no  power  to 
make  any  grant  out  of  them  which  should 
endure  beyond  the  period  of  bis  life,  because 
such  a  grant  would  interfere  widi  the 
rights  of  his  successors  in  the  event  of  the 
grantee  sundving  him.  This  was  the  case 
with  Lord  Dunglass,  who  bad  survived 
George  4th.  He  (Mr.  Hume)  thought 
that  they  should  put  an  end  to  proceedings 
of  this  kind,  as  a  useless  and  improper 
expenditure  of  the  public  money.  He  con- 
duded  by  moving,  ''That  &  humble  Address 
be  presented  to  bis  Majesty,  praying  that 
he  would  be  gradously  pleased  to  issue 
a  Commission  to  the  law^flScers  of  the 
Crown  to  inquire  into  the  validity  of 
the  right  of  Lord  Dunglass  to  bold  the 
office  of  Chamberlain  of  Ettrick  Forest  af^er 
the  demise  of  George  4th,  and  if  necessary, 
to  bring  the  question  of  its  validity  to 
trial- 

The  Lord  Adtocate  stud,  tbat  bis  own 
opinion  was,  that  this  grant  was  illegal; 
but  he  thought  that  it  would  be  indecorous 
in  the  House  to  adjudicate  upon  it,  and  to 
deprive  the  noble  Lord  of  it  in  bis  ahsence, 
and  without  bearing  what  he  might  have 
to  urge  in  support  of  it.  He  was,  therefore» 
of  opinion  that  the  best  plan  which  the 
House  could  follow  would  be  the  adoption 
of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlese3c     It  was    certainly    a   curious 
thing  to  give  Lord  Dunglass  800/.  a-year  for 
the  collection  of  quit  rents  which  did  not 
amount  to  more  than  S30/.  a-year.    It  was 
unfortunate  for  the  noUe  Lord  that  this 
appointment  of  500/.  a>year  bad  not  been  a 
]iens:on  upon  the  Scotch  pension-list;  for  in 
that  case  he  might  have  continued  to  bold 
out,  inasmuch  as  the  pensions  on  thfltli't, 
whidi  expred  with  the  SoTereigii;  ^ 
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been  continued  by  the  liberality  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Inclosubrs.^    Mr.  Pryme  said^  that 
.  the  object  he  had  in  view  was  to  induce 
the  House  to  pass  a  Resolution  directing 
that  in    every    Inclosure    Bill    hereafter 
passed,  a  clause  shall  be  inserted  to  pro- 
vide for  the  allotment  of  a  certain  portion 
of  land,  to  such  of  the  labouring  poor 
as  shall  be  willing  to  hire  it  at  a  moderate 
rent.      He  apprehended  that    would    be 
one  of  the  best  modes  of  withdrawing  the 
agricultural  labourer  from  illegal  or  profli- 
gate pursuits^  and  of  restoring  to  him^ 
at  least  in  some  degree^  those  habits  of 
steadiness  and  providence  which  were  wont 
to  be  his  chief  characteristics*    The  plan 
had  already  been  tried  in  several  places, 
and  particularly  at  Saffron  Walden^  with 
complete  success ;  and  by  the  Report  of  a 
Society,    calling  itself  *'The    Labourers* 
Friend  Society/'  it  appeared  that  it  had  led 
not  only  to  a  considerable  increase  of  the 
comforts  of  the  poor,  but  also  to  a  material 
diminution  of    the    Poor-rates   in    every 
instance  iu  which  it  had  been  carried  into 
operation.     What*.he  proposed  was,  ''that 
a  portion  of  land  be  allotted  out  of  the 
commonable  lands,  or  waste  grounds  to  the 
incumbent  of  the  living,  and  the  parish 
officers,  for  the  time  being,  and  the  owners 
of  100  acres  of  land,  in  such  parish,  as 
trustees,  to  let  the  same  in  small  portions 
at  low  rents,  to  all  labourers  resident  in 
the  parish,  who  may  be  desirous  of  hiring 
the  same — such  rents  to  be  paid  to  the 
parish  officers  for  the  time  being,  in  aid  of 
the  Poor-rates/*     And  in  contemplation  of 
any  objection  that  might  be  raised  as  to  the 
impossibility  of  particular  parishes  being 
able  to  comply  with  such  a  regulation, 
he  had  added  this  proviso — ''unless  any 
special  reason  can  be  shown   why   such 
allotment  cannot  conveniently  or  properly 
be  made  in  that  particular  instance. "     He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  he  had  so  worded 
the  Motion,  as  effectually  to  shut  out  any 
objection  that  such  a  resolution  or  such 
a  plan  could  not  be  adopted,  because  it 
could  not  be  made   applicable    in  every 
instance.    One  of  the  arguments  which  he 
had  heard  urged  against  the  proposition 
was,  that  it  would  interfere  to  the  pre. 
judice  of  private  property.    He  maintained 
that  it  would  have  no  effect  of  the  kind  — 
on  the  contrary,  by  improving  the  con- 
.  dition  of  the  poor — ^by  rendering  them  more 

^ntentedi  more  Jiappyi  and  more  orderly^ 


and,  at  the  same  time,  by  diminishing  the 
Poor-rates — it  would  confer  a  great  benefit 
rather  than  effect  any  injury  to  private 
property.     Of  the  few  instances  in  which 
the  experiment  had  been  tried,  he  would 
mention  two.     In  one  parish  the  plan  was 
adopted  in  1819^  at  which  time  the  Poor- 
rates  amounted  to  2,000/.  a-ycar;  but  in 
1830,  after  it  had  been  in  operation  for  ten 
years,  the  Poor-rates  were  reduced  to  1,400/. 
a-year.     In  the  other    instance — that   of 
Saffron   Walden,    in    consequence  of  the 
adoption  of  this  plan,  the  Poor-rates  had 
been  reduced  from  3,000/.  to  2,000/.  a-ycar. 
Independent  of  this  reduction  in  the  Poor- 
rates,   there   was   another  point  of  view 
in  which  the  plan  seemed  to  have  worked 
most  advantageously.     During  the  period 
of  the  disturl^nces  in  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts, although   the  surrounding  country 
was  nightly  alarmed  by  fires,  and  the  day 
rendered  dangerous  by  tumultuous  bodies 
of  machine-breakers,  the  parish  of  Safiron 
Walden  was  wholly  undisturbed,   and  no 
destruction  of  property  took  place  there. 
It  appeared,  too,  that  the  rent  of  the  small 
portions  of  land  allotted  to  the  labourer 
had  always  been  punctually  and  cheerfully 
paid,   without  any  demand  for  reduction, 
although  all  other  rents  of  land  had  been 
lowered  nearly  thirty  per  cent.     Further, 
it  appeared  that  where  the  plan  had  been 
adopted,  the  idle  and  mischievous  among 
the  rural  population — the   thief  and  the 
p6acher — ^had  been  converted  into  honest 
and  industrious  men.     Having  mentioned 
the  general  objects  of  his  Motion,  as  well  as 
some  of  the  results  of  previous  experiments, 
which  should  riecommend  it  to  the  adoption 
of  the  House,  he  might,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  cite  another  instance,  which  was,  per- 
haps, stronger  than  any  to  which  he  had 
yet  alluded,  and  which  seemed  to  ailbrd 
conclusive  evidence  of  the  propriety  of  a 
general  resolution  of  this  kind  being  adopted. 
In  an  Inclosure  Bill  passed  for  a  parish 
in  the  county  of  Huntingdon,  in  1830,  a 
clause  was  inserted  for  the  allotment  of 
about  twenty  acres  of  land,  to  be  let  out  in 
the  manner  that  he  proposed,  to  the  agri- 
cultural population  of  the  place,   which 
consisted  of  about  400  persons.     The  in- 
habitants of  this  parish  had  previously  been 
rather  idle  and  disorderly  than  otherwise ; 
the  Sunday  was  commonly  spent  in  drunken- 
ness  and  riot— pauperism  prevailed  to  a 
very  great  extent,  and  little  of  providence 
or  industry  was  to  be  found  amongst  them. 
The  Bill  had  now  been  in  operation  for 
little  more  than  twelve  months;  but,  during 
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had  been  diminished^  and  the  revenue  of 
the  country  impaired. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdorvn  said,  that  a 
part  of  the  disappointment  arose  from  the 
discouragement  which  the  consumption  of 
the  lighter  wines  had  received,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  disease  which  had  prevailed 
in  the  summer.  The  propriety  of  the 
system  on  which  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
had  acted,  of  relieving  industry  as  much  as 
possible,  was  exemplified  by  the  great  in- 
crease which  had  taken  place  in  the  manu- 
facture of  printed  cottons ;  but  they  were 
only  enabled  to  take  the  duty  oiF  them  by 
the  help  of  that  small  duty  on  the  raw  ma- 
terial which  they  had  imposed,  and  which 
they  were  now  happy  to  remove. 

Bill  went  through  a  Committee. 


HOUSE  OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  May  10,  1833. 

M1NDT83.7  Bills.  Read  a  third  timo  :—Pczvomtl  EstateB; 
Cotton  Wool  Duty  Repeal.  * 

Petitions,  presented.  By  the  Earl  of  FiTtmLUAW,  ftom 
tlic  Dissenters  of  several  Places,  for  Relief  from  their 
Grievances.— By  the  Earl  of  Rodkn,  ttxxa  Dungarvon, 
for  a  Reviaion  of  the  Criminal  Law. — By  the  Bishop  of 
LicHPiKLD,  fh>m  Stoke  and  Stowe,  for  a  Repeal  of  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act— By  the  Earl  of  RoeiBiaY,  fyom  Perth, 
for  an  Amendment  of  the  Bankrupt  Laws;  and  from  the 
Coopers  of  Leith,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Assessed  Taxes,  and 
of  the  Stamp  Duty  on  Receipts.— By  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond, the  Earls  Fitzwilliam  and  Radnor,  the  Bishops 
of  London  and  BarsroL,  Lords  Dinorbkn,  Dacrb, 
RoLLB,  Fktsrsiiam,  Bbxlst,  Baruam,  and  Supfisld, 
from  a  very  great  Number  of  Places,— against  Slavery. — 
By  the  Duke  of  Nkwcastlb,  by  the  Marquess  of  Dons- 
QAL,  by  Earl  Fitxwiluam,  by  the  Bishops  of  London 
and  LicHPisLD,  and  by  Lord  Kknyon,  from  several 
Places,— for  the  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath.— By 
the  HAtpzess  of  Bristol,  from  Bury  St.  Edmund's,  in 
fiivour  of  the  Factories  Bill. 

Stafford  Indemnity.]  The  Earl  of 
Radfior  moved  that  the  Stafford  Election 
Indemnity  Bill  he  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  rose^  not  to  oppose  the 
Motion,  but  to  make  a  few  remarks  to  their 
Lordships.  He  thought  it  appeared  from 
the  Bill  and  the  evidence,  that  bribery  to  a 
great  extent  had  existed  at  Stafford,  both 
on  former  occasions  and  at  the  late  election. 
It  appeared  from  the  evidence,  that  not 
only  the  electors^  but  the  candidates  were 
deeply  implicated  in  these  transactions,  and 
he  considered  it  necessary  that  their  Lord, 
ships  should  take  some  effectual  measure  to 
put  a  stop  to  similar  proceedings.  His  ob- 
ject in  rising,  was  only  to  make  an  observa^ 
tion  in  respect  to  what  had  come  out  in  the 
Committee,  that  their  Lordships  might  be 
prepared  for  the  Bill.  It  appeared  that  the 
oul/  proceedings  now   depending  in  the 


other  House  of  Parliament,  waft  a  petitioii 
under  the  Grenville  Act,  and  he  knew  no 
instance  of  a  Bill  of  thia  kind  betng  bcoaffhl 
forward,  while  the  only  proceeding  ta£ea 
was  such  a  petition*  Fc»r  this  there  was* 
good  reason.  The  petition  under  the  Gsea. 
ville  Act  was  a  judicial  proceeding;  there 
were  two  parties  to  it,  and  each  of  wfaich 
might  call  and  examine  any  witncsBes  he 
liked.  It  was  competent,  therefore,  for 
these  parties  to  call  persons  as  witnesaes^ 
whose  evidence  was  of  no  importance,  hut 
who  would,  by  being  called,  be  indemnified 
for  bribery  done  at  the  election.  Such 
consequences  would  not  follow  from  any 
other  proceeding  in  that  or  the  other 
House.  In  other  cases,  the  whole  was 
under  the  control  of  the  House,  and  it 
could  prescribe  what  witnesses  should  be 
called.  He  directed  their  Lord^iips'  attea. 
tion  to  this  difference,  that  they  mi^t  be 
aware  of  the  consequences  winch  would 
arise  from  passing  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape,  and  be  induced  to  admit  a  daase  to 
guiod  against  them.  He  must  make  an 
observation  or  two  arising  out  of  the  Bill. 
It  was  not,  like  the  other  Bills  whidi  had 
passed,  having  in  view  a  similar  ol^eci. 
AU  other  BiUs  of  the  kind  were  only  to 
indemnify  the  persons  examined,  but  this 
Bill  proposed  something  altc^ether  different 
It  was  impofldble  to  read  it  and  compare  it 
with  other  Bills  to  the  same  purport,  and 
not  discover  the  difference.  It  was  a  Bill 
to  indemnify  all  persons  examined  as  wit. 
nesses,  candidates,  and  all  others  who  bad 
violated  the  law  and  been  suilty  of  bribery. 
The  title  of  all  other  BiUs  was  to  mdero. 
nify  persons  examined  under  the  Bill  fin- 
proving  the  bribery  of  the  said  borou^. 
The  title  of  the  present  Bill  was  an  Act  to 
indemnify  all  persons  guilty  of  bribery  in 
the  election  of  burgesses  for  the  borough  of 
Stafford.  This  was  not  an  accident,  finr 
the  first  clause  corresponded  to  the  title. 
It  was  to  the  efiect  that  *'  every  peraoa 
whatever,  guilty  of  bribery  at  the  election 
of  Stafford,  whether  examined  as  witnesRS 
or  not,  should  be  entirely  and  completely 
indemnified."  Then  followed  another 
clause,  which  was  altogether  uadess.  After 
this  first  clause  had  indemnified  all  persons, 
the  other  indemnified  those  who  might  be 
examined  as  witnesses.  That  was  intend* 
ed  to  mislead.  It  reminded  him  of  the  old 
story  of  the  Oxford  scholar,  told,  he  he- 
licved,  by  Mr.  Windham  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  who  made  a  large  bole  for  his 
cat,  and  a  little  one  for  his  kitten.  He  had 
compared  the  Bill  yrith  the  lademnitj  Silla 
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of  the  Gth  of  November  Uut*  toad  of  raoh  if  have  been 
liberated  under  the  Order  in  Council  of  the  3rd  of  De- 
cember.—On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Humb,  an  Account  of 
the  Ordnance  Storei  now  in  the  Dock-yarda  at  Woolwldi, 
and  ebewhere,  ai  also  of  the  Stordceqier  General*t  Stores 
in  Tooley  Street:  alio  an  Account  of  the  Expense  in« 
curred  by  the  Payment  of  his  M^esty's  Diplomatie  Ser- 
vants and  Consuls  abroad  for  the  ttiree  yean  ending  Janu- 
ary 5th,  1833.~On  the  MoUon  of  Mr.  PxAaa*  an  Account 
of  the  Number  of  Tiles  and  Bricks  upon  which  Duty  was 
paid  hi  Scotiand  and  England  between  January  the  5th, 
1839,  and  the  same  day  1833.— On  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
WARBuaTON ,  an  Account  of  the  Number  of  Convictions 
in  the  Metropolis,  and  all  tiie  Counties,  and  of  Publicans 
and  Beer-houie  Keepers  Convicted  of  keeping  their 
Houses  open  at  Unlawfiil  Hours,  Atom  the  1st  of  April, 
1831,  to  the  1st  of  April,  1833.— On  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
Spaiiro  Rick,  Accounts  of  the  Receipts  and  Application 
of  the  Revenue  of  the  Ports  of  Ireland,  and  of  the  Names 
and  Number  of  PUoti  and  Venels  empkyyed  during  the 
last  three  years:  also  an  Aoootmt  of  the  Annual  value  of 
the  Property  in  eadi  of  the  several  Parishes  within  the 
Metropolitan  Police  District  upon  which  the  last  Rate  for 
the  Relief  of  the  Poor  prior  to  the  6th  April,  1833,  was 
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for  East  Retford,  Penryn,  Bamstaplej  and 
found  it  diffisrent  from '  all  them.  The 
defwatnre  from  the  customary  form  of  such 
Bilk  was  endently  designed,  and  he  men. 
Ironed  the  circumstanoe  to  maJce  their  Lord, 
ships  aware  of  it,  and  put  them  upon  their 

Siard  against  Bills  coming  from  the  other 
ouse,  particularly  if  they  professed  to 
oontemj&te  a  laudable  object. 

Loid  Wynford  concurred  in  the  remarks 
of  his  noble  friend.  If  their  Lordships 
were  to  pass  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape,  it 
would  be  an  encouragement  to  bribery. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  to  see  it  amended  in 
the  Committee.  He  would  allow  indemni. 
iication  only*  to  those  who  really  were 
examined,,  and  he  would  except  the  candi- 
dates at  past  elections  and  their  agents. 
Some  of  his  observations  had  been  much 
misrepresented  on  this  point ;  for  there  could 
not  be  a  greater  enemy  to  bribery  than 
he  was ;  but  he  wished  to  do  away  with  it 
in  the  most  effectual  way,  by  punishing  the 
principals  who  corrupted,  and  if  any  were 
to  escape,  let  it  be  the  unfortunate  misled 
wretches  who  were  seduced  into  the  offence. 
If  there  t^ere  not  some  alterations  made,  the 
prime  movers  of  guilt  would  escape. 

The  Earl  of  Hadnor  did  not  see,  that  he 
was  answerable  for  the  phraseology  of  the 
Bill,  and,  therefore,  was  not  called  upon  to 
defend  it.  He  did  not,  however,  see  that 
there  was  so  much  to  find  fault  with,  as 
the  noble  Lord  appeared  to  make  out.  The 
enactments  of  it  he  thought  precisely  in 
conformity  with  the  title  of  it.  Undoubtedly 
there  was  some  affinity  in  the  present  Bill 
to  former  Bills  of  the  same  nature.  But 
there  was  an  essential  difference  in  this  re. 
spect,  for  all  the  former  Bills,  except  that 
for  the  indemnification  of  witnesses  on 
Lord  Melville's  trial,  had  originated  in 
that  House.  The  present  Bill,  too,  had 
been  brought  forward  tmder  very  different 
circumstances  from  former  Bills.  As  to 
what  the  noble  Lord  had  said  with  reference 
to  the  second  clause,  was  not  exactly  cor- 
rect; the  fact  was,  that  while  the  first 
clause  enacted  a  certain  indemnification,  the 
second  clause  limited  that  indemnity  with 
reference  to  witnesses. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to 
be  committed  on  Monday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday y  May  10,  1833. 

i(iirtTTB8.7  niperi  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Alderman 
TBOMMOir,  an  Aeeountof  all  the  Ships  detained  in  the 
|NMo(  llM  VoM  ftiBs4on  indkr  Um  Qrda  io  Coinn 


Bills.  Read  a  third  time:— Payment  of  Debts;  Assises 
Removal.    Read  a  second  time : — Soap  Duties. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  O.  Yovvo,  ftom  Newcastle; 
and  Mr.  iNonair,  from  South  Shidds,— 4^ainst  the  Em- 
barf  o  on  Dutdi  Shipping. — ^By  Mr.  Cotkb,  ftnm  Marliet 
Drayton,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act ;  and  ftom 
Willington,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Malt— By  Mr. 
Mask  Philips,  from  the  Manchester  New  MedumicsT 
Institution,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Taxes  on  Knowledge.— By 
Lord  Milton,  Captain  BotnrKRii,  Sir  RonniiT  Batbson, 
and  Messes.  ScHOLsriBLD,  DAWSOtf,  WniTBRaAD,  E. 
Bdlueb,  PouLTBR,  and  Ingram,  ficom  a  great  many 
Places, — against  Slavery. — By  Sir  RoaaRT  Batebon  and 
Mr.  DAtvsoN,  ftom  several  Places, — for  a  Better  Obsorv- 
anoe  of  the  Sabbath. — ^By  Mr.  Mark  Philips,  ftom 
Manchester,  for  Relief  for  the  Dteenten  ftom  their 
present  Grievances. 

Dutch  Embargo.^  Mr.  Alderman 
Thompsofi  rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  Motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  relative  to  the  state  of  the  rela- 
tions  of  this  country  with  the  kingdom  of 
Holland,  and  especially  to  the  consideration 
of  the  very  injurious  orders  of  November 
and  December  last,  which  had  inflicted  not 
only  the  most  serious  injury  on  the  ship- 
ping and  commercial  interests  of  this  coun- 
try, but  had  inflicted  a  deep  stain  on  the 
honour  and  character  of  the  nation.  In 
other  times  it  had  been  the  policy  of  Eng- 
land to  assist  the  smaller  States  of  Europe 
against  the  oppression  of  the  more  power- 
ful ;  and  particularly,  she  had  upheld 
Holland  against  France ;  but  it  must  be 
confessed,  that  the  recent  policy  of  Ex^land, 
with  regard  to  the  King  of  Holland,  was 
of  a  very  opposite  character.  Not  only  had 
England  b^n  a  party  to  a  proceeding 
which  deprived  that  monarch  of  a  great 
portion  of  his  dominion,  but  it  had  also 
seized  all  the  Dutch  shipping  lying  in  our 
harbours,  and  had  detained  them  for  six 
months,  while  every  'day  our  men  of  war 
were  capturing  Dutch  vessels  on  the  high 
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spect  to  the  petition  vrhich  had  been  drawn 
up  in  the  city  of  London,  it  had  been  signed 
by  the  most  wealthy^respectable^and  intelli- 
gentmerohantSjwithoutanyreferenoetoparty 
feelings  and  that  was  decidedly  against  the 
embargo.  With  respect  to  insurances,  the 
doctrine  of  the  noble  Lord  would  be  cor* 
roct  if  we  were  in  a  state  of  war ;  but  he 
understood  that  we  were  not  in  that  state. 
In  spite  of  the  sneers  of  the  noble  Lord,  he 
could  not  help  feeling  a  sort  of  compassion- 
ate sympathy  for  our  ancient  ally.  It  was 
impossiUe  to  allow  mere  considerations  of 
commercial  interest  altogether  to  efiace  the 
recollection  of  our  former  political  connec* 
tion  with  that  country  —  or  make  the 
nation  forget  how  much  we  were  indebted 
to  the  collateral  ancestors  of  the  present 
king  of  Holland.  The  determination  of 
this  Monarch  appeared  to  increase  with  the 
difficulties  of  his  situation,  and  it  forcibly 
reminded  him  of  that  of  his  predecessor 
about  160  years  ago,  who,  when  he  was 
pressed  by  the  forces  of  Louis  1 4tbs  by  land, 
and  by  this  country  by  sea,  his  territories 
being  at  the  time  nearly  inundated,  replied 
to  the  English  Ambassador,  who  told  him 
that  his  country  would  be  ruined,  *'  I  will 
avoid  the  disgrace  of  seeing  my  country 
ruined  by  perishing  in  the  last  dyke."  He 
admitted,  however,  that  the  cases  were  not 
altogether  parallel^  though  he  had  not  heard 
one  word  to  justify,  our  perseverance  in  a 
course  of  policy,  which  was  most  disastrous 
to  our  own  shipping  interest. 

The  Solicitor  General  begged  to  say  a 
few  words  as  to  the  established  doctrine  in 
Westminster  Hall  relative  to  insurances. 
Under  tbe  circumstances  stated  in  this  dis- 
cussioo,  there  could  not  be  the  slightest 
doubt.  If  the  policy  was  entered  into 
before  the  embargo  there  was  a  clear  im. 
plied  exception  of  firitish  capture  or  deten- 
tion. This  was  decided  very  long  ago  in 
the  case  of  '*  Long  v.  Hubbard,"  and 
had  been  recognised  ever  since.  It  was 
impossible  for  any  contract  to  defeat  the 
policy  of  the  British  Government.  For 
a  poliey  entered  into  before  the  embargo, 
no  Ijlnglisb  underwriter  could  be  made 
liable;  and  whatever  before  or  after,  no 
burthen  could  be  imposed  upon  an 
English  subject.  lu  reply  to  what  the 
hcnu  Memlier  who  spoke  last  had  said 
respecting  the  sympathy  which  he  felt  for 
Holland,  be  must  be  allowed  to  observe, 
that  when  Holland  attracted  the  sympathy 
of  this  country  in  former  times  her  conduct 
was  very  diHcrcnt  from  that  which  she  was 
at  present  pursuing.     She  was  then  at  the 


head  of  freedom,  exerting  benelf  ^priiMt 
tyranny ;  but  now  she  had  placed  herself 
in  alliance  with  governments  which  sup- 
ported legitimacy.  He  spoke  of  legitimacy 
in  the  sense  in  which  it  was  used  by  the 
Holy  Alliance,  which  used  it  to  doak  the 
desire  to  put  down  liberal  institutions  all 
over  the  world.  The  king  of  Holland 
was  exerting  himself  to  bring  those  whom 
he  called  his  devoted  subjects  again  under 
his  dominion,  and,  under  those  circum- 
stances he  did  not  merit  the  sympathy  of 
Englishmen. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  that  the  sentiments 
uttered  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
were  quite  novel,  and  had,  he  supposed, 
been  specially  reserved  for  the  Reformed 
House  of  Commons,  It  was  singularly 
incongruous  to  hear  a  law  officer  of  the 
Crown  denounce  an  attachment  to  legitima- 
cy, and  to  hold  it  up  as  an  excuse  fbr  persecu- 
tion, for  so  he  must  designate  the  treat- 
ment which  the  king  of  Holland  had  ex- 
perienced. By  legitimate  Governments  he 
supposed  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
meant  Austria,  Russiaj  and  Prussia^  and 
yet  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  himself 
invoked  those  very  legitimate  Governments 
as  parties  to  the  decision  by  which  this 
obstinate  king  of  Holland  xefiised  to  abide. 
If  he  might  venture  to  offer  advice  to  one 
who  sold  advice  to  all  the  world,  he  would 
recommend  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  confine  himself  in  future  to  questions  of 
law,  and  not  to  hazard  such  extraordinary 
opinions  on  policy  and  morality.  Su(^ 
doctrine  would  not  have  been  uttered  in 
that  House  fifteen  years  ago,  when  consti. 
tutional  principles  were  quite  as  well  un- 
derstood as  at  the  present  moment,  without 
being  visited  with  severe  reprehension. 
He  wished  to  know  what  great  political 
object  was  to  be  obtained  by  persecuting 
the  poor  king  cf  Holland?  What,  he 
might  be  permitted  to  ask,  were  the  duties 
of  a  Foreign  Secretary  ?  First,  to  be  the 
guardian  of  the  honour  of  the  country, 
and  next,  without  allowing  himself  to  be 
entangled  by  protocols,  to  protect  the  oom- 
meroe  of  the  country.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Pahnerston)  might  smile  at  being 
thus  lectured  upon  the  discharge  of  tlie 
functions  of  liis  situation,  but  he  (Mr. 
Baring)  would  nevertheless  ventui^  to  re- 
peat that  the  noble  Lord's  two  leading 
duties  were  the  guardianship  of  the  hmour 
and  of  the  commerce  of  the  country.  If  the 
noble  Lord  looked  only  to  tbe  direct  injuiy 
our  commerce  hud  received,  he  would  see 
but  little  of  the  disadvantage.    To  show 
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Holland  and  Belgiam,  and  therefore,  were 
not  liable  to  the  odium  of  aiding  the  strong 
against  the  weak.  All  argument  to  the 
contrary,  was  founded  on  the  sophistry 
that  the  dispute  was,  not  between  Holland 
and  Belgiufb,  but  between  Holland  and 
England.  The  hon.  and  worthy  Alder- 
man expressed  himself  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand how  the  present  state  of  the  negotia- 
tion between  the  two  countries  justified 
the  continuance  of  the  embargo.  The 
House  would,  of  course,  not  expect  him 
(Lord  Palmerston)  to  explain  the  precise 
state  of  the  negotiation  at  the  present 
moment.  That  he  should  not  be  justified 
in  doing.  All  which  it  was  consistent  with 
his  duty  to  state  was,  that  his  Majesty's 
Government  were  anxious  to  relieve  the 
commerce  of  this  country  and  of  Holland 
from  the  pressure  of  the  measure  at  the 
earliest  moment  at  which  they  could  do 
so,  consistently  with  the  just  objects  which 
they  had  in  view,  and  with  the  national 
honour.  The  hon.  and  worthy  Alderman 
was  mistaken  in  supposing  that  the  pres- 
sure was  ctmfined  to  the  trade  of  this  coun. 
try,  and  that  it  was  not  felt  by  the  trade 
of  Holland.  He  (Lord  Palmerston)  did 
not  mean  to  say,  that  our  shipping  inter- 
ests did  not  feel  inconvenience  from  the 
disruption  of  intercourse  which  the  em- 
bargo had  occasioned ;  although  it  was  well 
known,  that  when  one  channel  of  commer. 
cial  enterprise  became  dosed,  another  was 
immediately  opened  j  and  that,  as  the  Bal- 
tic trade  last  year  was  narrowed  by  circum* 
stances,  it  this  year  afforded  additional 
employment  for  our  vessels.  Still  he  did 
not  dispute  that  the  embargo  in  question 
must  necessarily  have  occasioned  some  in- 
convenience to  our  commerce.  But  the 
hon.  and  worthy  Alderman  had  proved  too 
much.  He  had  stated  the  annual  averages 
of  British  manufactures  and  colonial  pro- 
duce exported  to  Holland  at  4,600,000/. 
But  then  he  said  the  embargo  did  the 
Dutch  no  injury,  for  they  had  nullified  its 
effects  by  coming  to  our  ports  and  carrying 
on  their  trades  in  neutral  vessels.  If  so, 
it  was  clear,  that  they  also  nullified  its 
effects  on  Bridsh  trade,  for  in  the  ships 
which  came  to  this  country  covering  the 
commerce  of  Holland,  the  manufactures 
and  produce  of  this  country  must  necessa. 
rily  be  exported.  He  acknowledged  that 
the  measure  was  inconvenient  to  English 
commerce;  but  he  did  not  think  that  it 
was  so  inoperative  on  the  other  party  as 
the  hon.  and  worthy  Alderman  represented. 
Until  the  object  in  view,  however,  was 


accomplished,  he  could  not  give  the  hon* 
and  worthy  Alderman  any  hope  that  hiit 
Majesty's  Government  would  be  disposed 
to  relax  its  orders  on  the  subject.  The 
hon.  and  worthy  Alderman  had  adverted  to 
the  various  interpretations  which  had  been 
put  upon  the  Orders  in  Council,  and  had 
stated,  that  in  some  instances,  the  release 
of  vessels  laden  with  perishable  commodi-> 
ties  had  been  unjustly  refused.  He  ( Lord 
Palmerston)  could  state  cases  of  another 
kind  in  which  applications  had  been  made, 
on  the  plea  that  the  vessels  cmitained 
perishable  commodities,  when  in  fact  they 
contained  no  such  thing.  Would  the 
House  believe,  that  application  had  been 
made  for  the  release  of  a  Dutch  vessel, 
detained  at  Swansea,  on  the  ground  of  her 
having  a  perishable  cargo,  the  cargo  of 
which  turned  out  to  be  iron.  The  hon. 
and  worthy  Alderman  said,  that  the  greater 
part  of  the  Dutch  ships  detained  in  our 
ports  were  insured  by  British  insurers. 
He  believed,  that  he  should  be  borne  out 
in  the  declaration,  that  the  insurance  by  an 
Englishman  of  a  foreign  ship  against  war 
with  this  country,  or  detention  or  capture 
by  this  country,  was  illegal,  and  contrary 
to  the  Constitution,  p'  Hear!"]  Hon.  Mem« 
hers  cheered  that  observation ;  but  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  assert,  that  if  his  Majesty,  acting 
on  the  suggestion  of  his  responsible  ad- 
visers, subject  of  course  to  the  opinion  of 
Parliament,  thought  it  necessary  for  the 
honour  of  the  country  to  have  recourse  to 
hostile  operations  against  another  State, 
it  was  illegal  for  any  British  subject  to 
interpose  and  throw  his  shield  over  the 
subjects  of  that  State.  He  did  not  feel  it 
necessarv  to  detain  the  House  further. 
The  constitutional  question  had  been  fully 
discussed  on  a  former  evening  when  the 
subject  was  brought  •  before  the  House 
by  the  right  hon.  member  for  Tamworth, 
and  he  thought  that  he  (Lord  Palmerston) 
had  then  succeeded  in  establishing,  that  the 
imposition  of  the  embargo  was,  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  conformable  not 
only  to  the  law  of  this  country,  but  to  the 
general  law  of  nations.  The  form  in  which 
the  question  had  come  under  the  consider^ 
ation  of  the  House,  would  afibrd  him  an 
opportunity  of  offering  further  explanation, 
should  any  circumstances  occur  to  render  it 
desirable ;  at  present  it  was  unnecessary  for 
him  to  say  more. 

Mr.  Lt/all  said,  that  it  was  impossible 
the  shipping  which  was  thrown  out  of 
employment  by  the  embargo  could  find 
employment  in  any  other  direction.  With  re-* 
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bad  witnessed  a  settlement  of  a  considerable 
estate^  and  the  writings,  from  their  bulk 
and  weight  could  not  consist  of  less  than  a 
hundred  skins  of  parchment^  and  yet  a 
deed  of  that  nature  was  to  be  sent  up  free 
of  expense  by  the  mail-coach^  to  this  great 
mausoleum  of  parchment.  It  had  been 
said}  that  the  deeds  were  not  to  be  retained 
but  copies  of  them  were  to  be  taken ;  but 
were  the  originals  to  be  returned  free  of 
expense  to  the  owners  ?  He  said  it  was  a 
lawyer's  Bill ;  the  head  of  the  office  was  to 
be  a  serjeant-at-law,  and  a  number  of  bar- 
risters^ of  four  years'  standing,  were  to  hold 
office  as  deputy  registrars,  and  clerks  with- 
out number.  And  these  serjeants-at-law^ 
and  experienced  lawyers,  were  to  put  their 
learning  into  their  pockets,  and  be  reduced 
to  the  drudgery  of  taking  copies  and  keeping 
an  index.  As  the  Bill  originally  stood  re- 
tiring allowances  were  to  be  granted ;  but 
in  a  subsequent  edition  of  the  bill  the  word 
'*  retiring"  was  omitted;  but  pensions  were 
Ktill  to  be  granted.  The  serious  objections, 
however,  were  to  the  principle  of  the  plan. 
The  very  circumstance  of  sending  title-deeds 
up  to  London,  which  might  be  lost,  would 
throw  property  into  utter  confusion.  Again, 
a  mans  title-deeds  would  be  exposed  to 
the  examination  of  any  person  who  chose 
to  investigate  them ;  by  this  means  his  pro- 
perty would  be  rendered  insecure,  ana  he 
subjected  to  vexatious  litigation.  He  might 
be  told  that  means  would  be  taken  to  pre- 
vent any  one  from  searching  for  or  perusing 
a  deed  without  being  really  interested]  but 
liow  could  that  be  accomplished  ?  Then 
it  was  provided  that  should  a  title-deed  be 
lost,  or  injury  sustained  by  any  neglect  of 
duty,  the  person  who  might  thus  be  reduced 
to  difficulties  or  ruin,  might  bring  an  action 
against  the  chief  registrar;  but  what  chance 
01  redress  would  any  gentleman  have  in 
pursuing  that  course;  he  would  have  to 
contend  with  all  the  power  and  influence 
of  the  Government,  as  the  action  was  to  be 
defended  by  the  Attorney-General,  and  the 
ex)iense  of  this  defence  wa^  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  public  purse..  And  what  was  it  short 
of  an  insult  to  tell  a  person  that  he  might 
seek  redress  by  contending  against  such 
fearful  odds,  in  a  system  which  was  thus 
to  tax  Ireland  and  Scotland  for  registering 
the  title-deeds  of  English  proprietors,  or 
paying  damages  for'  their  loss.  Should  the 
measure  be  ixjrsevered  in,  that  certainly 
would  not  be  the  last  time  that  the  House 
would  have  to  direct  its  most  serious  atten- 
tion to  the  subject. 

The  Solicitor-General  thought,  that  the 


member  for  Yorkshire  had  advanced  notbiog 
like  argument  against  the  Bill.  The  hoa. 
Gentleman  taunted  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  with  having  adopted  this  measure 
after  he  (the  Solicitor  General)  had  seen 
reason  to  abandon  it.  He  had  not  abandoned 
the  measure,  and  he  had  the  most  perfect 
confidence  in  the  benefits  wliich  would 
result  from  its  adoption*  The  only  reason 
why  he  did  not  proceed  with  it  was,  because 
he  was  connected  with  his  M^esty'a  Go« 
vemment ;  and  it  was  not  desirable  that 
the  subject  should  be  brought  forward  as  a 
Government  measure.  He  believed,  that 
all  the  members  of  the  Government  were 
favourable  to  it;  but  it  was  consider^ 
better  that  the  measure  should  be  brought 
forward  by  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  than 
by  him.  He  anticipated  that  the  opposition 
to  this  measure  would  be  extremely  slight- 
It  would  be  recollected  that  the  mattor 
was  referred  to  a  Committee  up-stain^ 
which  consisted  of  Gentlemen  of  all  opinions 
and  very  many  of  t)iem  directly  hostilp  to 
the  princijde ;  but,  t^fter  a  long  and  delibe^ 
rate  inquiry,  the  Committee^  with  almost 
the  single  exception  of  the  hon,  member 
for  YorKshire^  all  concurred  in  tl\ejpropriety 
of  the  principle  of  the  measure*  He  would 
venture  to  assert,  that  a  majority  of  the 
landed  proprietors  of  the  country  were 
agreed  in  the  principle  of  the  measure,  in 
holding  that  it  would  tend  much  to  their 
interest  if  there  was  a  registry  of  deeds  in 
this  country.  And,  notwithstanding  the 
hon.  Member  was  pleased  to  designate  the 
register-office  as  a  ^'  mausoleum  of  deeds," 
he  believed  that  the  general  feeling  wqs  in 
favour  of  one  office  in  the  metropolis^  rather 
than  of  having  a  number  of  offices  scattered 
over  the  kingdom.  The  chief  opponents 
of  the  measure  were  those  very  active 
persons,  the  country  solicitors.  He  was 
not  surprised  that  tnese  persons  should  be 
opposed  to  the  establishment  of  a  general 
registration,  and  prefer  a  number  of  local 
registers;  if  the  latter  plan  were  adopted* 
they  would  expect  to  become  regbtrars ; 
and  then  all  the  business  would  be  in 
their  hands.  He  had  no  doubt  that  they 
would  be  most  active  and  xealous  advooates 
for  a  local  registration.  He  was  not 
astonished  at  the  opposition  of  the  country 
solicitors,  but  he  was  utterly  at  a  loss  to 
account  for  the  opposition  of  the  ban.  mem- 
ber for  Yorkshire,  and  other  counti^  Gen- 
tlemen. He  could  not  understand  upon 
what  principle  they  acted.  It  reminded 
him  of  the  observation  of  the  conveyancer, 
who  said,  that  he  would  rather  submit  to 
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-was  no  less  a  person  than  the  hon.  member 
for  Essex  himself.  But  his  noble  friend 
had  presenred  the  peace  of  Europe  for  at 
least  twice  twelve  months,  and  Flanders 
was  not  handed  over  to  France.  This,  too, 
notwithstanding  the  repeated  artful  state- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  and  his  party, 
which  had  noother  effect  than  to  encourage 
the  king  of  Holland  in  practising  every  arti- 
iiceof  delay ;  soas,if  notactuallyto  re-*annex 
the  entire  of  Belgium  to  his  sovereignty,  to 
dismember  it,  and  get  a  slice  of  it  as  his 
second  best  euthanasuu  The  hon.  Member 
was  not  correct  in  insinuating,  that  only 
England  and  France  were  united  in  respect 
to  the  policy  pursued  towards  the  king  of 
Holland;  the  other  three  nowers  were 
equally  agreed  as  to  the  genclral  princip]e 
of  the  treaty  or  award  which  the  king  of 
Holland  was  called  upon  to  sign ;  the  only 
points  upon  which  they  expressed  a  demur, 
as  to  compelling  him  to  abide  by  the 
award,  were  mere  minor  points  of  detail, 
not  affecting  the  general  principle  of  the 
convention  of  separation.  He  had,  more, 
ovct,  reason  to  believe,  that  the  three 
powers,  were  becoming  every  day  more 
sensible  of  the  real  pui^pose  for  which  the 
king  of  Holland  put  forward  these  minor 
points  of  cavil — ^namely,  for  the  purpose  of 
delay  and  embarrassment,  and  that  all 
would  be  united  very  shortly  in  compelling 
him  to  abide  by  their  common  award.  It 
should  be  recollected,  that  though  the 
Scheldt  tolls  were  a  matter  of  very  little 
moment  to  Holland,  tlie  principle  on  which 
they  were  exacted  was  death  to  the  na- 
tional independence  of  Belgium.  The 
spirit,  therefore,  in  which  the  latter  resist. 
ed  their  imposition  was  one  of  patriotism ; 
that  in  which  the  former  struggled  for 
their  continuance,  one  of  petty  commercial 
jealousy.  The  hon.  member  for  Essex  Jiad 
displayed  in  his  language  great  eagerness 
to  cultivate  friendship  with  France:  at 
least  such  was  the  meaning  of  his  words 
in  one  .part  of  his  speech,  though  it  was  to 
be  regretted  that,  in  another  part  of  it, 
he  had  said  something  about  feelings  of 
jealousy,  and  looking  on  her  increase  of 
power  with  an  evil  eye.  SuctL  language 
reminded  him  of  the  words  of  the  poet — • 

Just  hints  a  fault,  and  hesitates  dislike. 
He  could  only  say  that  such  a  course  of 
policy  was  the  most  likely  to  end  in  war. 
If  to  produce  such  a  result  were  the  hon. 
Member's  intention,  he  would  certainly 
fail,  for  the  people  of  both  France  and 
England  were  now  too  much  enlightened 
to  be  influenced  by  unworthy  commercial 
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jealousies  and  national  antipathies,  which 
only  led  to  bloody  wars  and  oppressive 
burthens,  that  marred  and  checked  their 
mutual  glory  and  prosperity.  To  one  ac- 
quainted with  history,  it  was  needless  to 
point  out  the  advantages  of  erecting 
Belgium  into  an  independent  kingdom. 
From  the  time  of  Louis  I4<th,  to  the  peace 
of  1815,  Flanders  was  the  greedy  object  of 
French  rapacity.  Witness  the  wars  of 
William  3rd,  and  those  of  Marlborough, 
and,  still  later,  those  of  the  French  Revo- 
lution. Any  settlement,  therefore,  which 
would  effectually  place  that  country  be- 
yond  the  reach  of  contention  •-a  country 
which,  in  the  words  of  William  3rd,  was 
too  small  to  keep  up  an  army  of  attack, 
and  yet  too  large  to  be  easily  conquered  by 
a  foreign  state,  would  be  cheaply  purchased 
by  100  protocols,  and  six  months'  embargo. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  could  not  but  admire 
the  skOI  with  which  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  addressed  the  House  had  avoided 
all  allusion  to  the  main  question  before  it 
—namely,  whether  the  embargo  were  illegal 
in  prindpla  and  efficient  in  practice.  The 
noUe  Lord's  statements  might  be  all  correct, 
and  those  of  liis  hon.  friend  Mr.  Baring,  all 
wrong;  but  the  argument  whether  the 
embargo  was  an  efficient  instrument  or 
otherwise,  and  whether  its  being  discharged 
against  Holland  did  not  recoil  upon  and 
seriously  injure  those  who  devised  and  em. 
ployed  it,  was  wholly  untouched  by  it. 
He  must  say,  however,  that  he  had  heard 
the  concluding  part  of  the  noble  Lord's 
speech  with  pleasure — namely,  that  part  of 
it  in  which  he  expressed  a  hope  that 
peace  would  be  preserved  by  six  months 
embargo.  If  that  were  to  be  the  case,  then 
peace  must  be  nearly  established,  for,  if  he 
were  not  mistaken,  the  embargo  was  laid 
on  on  the  7th  of  November,  and  that  was 
the  10th  of  May.  He  was  glad  to  hear 
the  hopes  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord,  but 
that  pleasure  was  in  some  degree  abated 
by  the  statement  of  the  Solicitor  General, 
th^t  Holland  had  rejected  the  sound  advice 
of  England  and  France,  and  fled  for  refuge 
and  support  to  Courts  the  supporters  of 
legitimacy.  Suck  certainly  was  the  ex- 
pression of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
The  learned  Gentleman,  it  was  true,  had 
afterwards  explained  what  he  meant  by 
legitimacy,  as  if  he  had  been  called  upon  as 
a  writer  of  a  Dictionary.  He  knew  not 
why  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  this. 
If  the  learned  Gentleman's  explanation 
meant  any  thing  it  was,  that  all  popular 
Governments  must  necessarily  be  opposed 
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of  view^  lie  ^ade  a  very  bad  bargaiii  in 
holding  the  post  at  all ;  as  it  was>  however, 
he  was  influenced,  chiefly,  by  the  anxious 
desire  to  do  that  which  was  of'  the  most  es- 
sential importance  to  the  well-being  of  the 
country  ;  namely,  to  amend  the  laws ;  and 
he  had  laboured  night  and  day  for  that 
object.  If  he  should  succeed,  that  alone 
would  be  a  sufficient  reward  for  his  exer. 
tions. 

Mr.  Duncombe  asked  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  exclude  Yorkshire  from  his 
proposed  Bill,  because  he  felt  satisfied  that 
its  operation  would  not  be  beneflcial  to 
that  county.  He  would  not  oppose  the 
measure  in  its  present  stage,  but  he  should 
do  so  afterwards,  if  Yorkshire  was  included 
in  it. 

Mt.  Pease  thought  that,  in  common 
courtesy,  they  ought  to  allow  the  present 
Motion  to  pass,  and  that  afterwards  im- 
provements might  be  suggested,  which, 
if  not  attended  to,  would  afford  a  fairer 
opportunity  of  opposing  the  measure. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 


Pension 
Hume 


rco  Lord  Dunolass.]  Mr. 
rose  to  call  in  question  the  right 
of  his  late  Majesty  to  grant  a  pension 
to  Lord  Dunglass.  The  question  he  was 
about  to  bring  before  the  House  was  one  of 
great  importance,  because  it  involved  a 
principle  which,  if  disallowed,  would  put 
an  end  to  all  sinecures  and  pensions.  The 
country  was  staggering  under  the  weight  of 
its  burthens,  and  one  way  to  relieve  it 
would  be  to  repudiate  the  principle  he 
alluded  to.  He  held  a  table  of  pensions 
in  his  hand,  from  which  he  would  select 
one  or  two,  to  show  the  evil  effect  of 
granting  civil  pensions.  There  were  two 
sinecures  which  dated  from  the  year  I694, 
and  which  had,  calculated  to  the  present 
time,  cost  the  country  50,000,000/.  sterling. 
The  sinecures  he  meant  were  those  of  the 
two  Chief  Justices  in  Eyre.  Another 
instance  of  this  systeifi  of  civil  pensions, 
was  the  money  paid  to  one  of  the  pre. 
decessors  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  Chair,  to  Mr.  Sergeant  Onslow.*  The 
money  which  had  been  paid  to  him  and  his 
son  was  163,000/.,  which,  calculating  prin- 
cipal and  interest,  would  now  amount  to 
the  sum  of  about  373,000/.  paid  by  the 
country  for  services  he  was  sure  no  Member 
of  that  House  would  be  willing  'to  pay 
so  highly  for.  Another  instance  was  the 
pension  of  276/.  paid  to  the  Earl  of  Home, 
the  father  of  the  young  nobleman  whose 
claims  he   was  calling   in  question,    for 
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services  no  one  ktiew  anything  about,  and 

which,  calculated  with  interest  from  the 
time  it  was  granted  up  to  the  present  time, 
would  amount  to  36,560L  or  thereabouts. 
Happening,  in  a  Committee  up-stairs,  to 
make  an  inquiry  as  to  the  disbunements 
paid  out  of  the  Scotch  Exchequer,  he  found 
one  which  struck  him  exceedindy.  It  was 
the  sum  of  300/.  paid  to  Lord  Dunglass  as 
Chamberlain  of  Ettrick  Forest.  This  sine- 
cure dated  from  before  the  Union,  and  was 
originally  8/.  10^.,  Scotch  money.  In  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  on  sinecures  and 
pensions  held  in  the  year  1810,  a  Resolution 
was  passed  relative  to  this  identical  pension. 
Now,  what  he  complained  of  was,  that, 
after  that  Resolution,  the  sinecure  should 
be  renewed.  He  contended  that  the  Sove- 
reign, having  a  right  to  the  Crown  revenues 
only  during  his  life  time,  bad  no  power  to 
make  any  grant  out  of  them  which  should 
endure  beyond  the  period  of  his  life,  because 
such  a  grant  would  interfere  with  the 
rights  of  his  successors  in  the  event  of  the 
grantee  surviving  him.  This  was  the  case 
with  Lord  Dunglass,  who  had  survived 
George  4th.  He  (Mr.  Hume)  thought 
that  they  should  put  an  end  to  proceedings 
of  this  kind,  as  a  useless  and  improper 
expenditure  of  the  public  money.  He  con. 
eluded  by  moving,  "That  a  humble  Address 
be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  praying  that 
he  would  be  graciously  pleased  to  issue 
a  Commission  to  the  lawu)£Scer8  of  the 
Crown  to  inquire  into  the  validity  of 
the  right  of  Lord  Dunglass  to  hold  the 
office  of  Chamberlain  of  Ettrick  Forest  after 
the  demise  of  George  4th,  and  if  necessary, 
to  bring  the  question  of  its  validity  to 
trial." 

The  Lord  Advocate  said,  that  his  owil 
opinion  was,  that  this  grant  was  illegal ; 
but  he  thought  that  it  would  be  indecorous 
in  the  House  to  adjudicate  upon  it,  and  to 
deprive  the  noble  Lord  of  it  in  his  absence, 
and  without  hearing  what  he  might  have 
to  urge  in  support  of  it.  He  was,  therefore, 
of  opinion  that  the  best  plan  which  the 
House  could  foUow  would  be  the  adoption 
of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex.  It  was  certainly  s  curious 
thing  to  give  Lord  Dunglass  SOOL  a-year  for 
the  collection  of  quit  rents  which  did  not 
amount  to  more  thiEin  230/.  a-year.  It  was 
unfortunate  for  the  noble  Lord  that  this 
appointment  of  300/.  a.yearhad  not  been  a 
pension  upon  the  Scotch  pension-list;  for  in 
that  case  he  might  have  continued  to  hold 
out,  'inasmuch  as  the  pensions  on  that  list, 
which  expired  with  the  Sovereign,  had 
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tion  concdnuiig  the  geneml  poli<!jr  of  our 
interferetice  in  the  flSaitu  of  the  Nether- 
lands^  he  oonfined  himself  to  the  injustice^ 
inefficiency^  and  unconstitutional  character 
of  the  eml»rgo.  Indeed^  neither  the  hon. 
Member  who  opened  the  Debate^  nor  those 
who  followed  him^  arraigned  the  noble 
Lord's  foreign  policy^  while  condemning  the 
embargo  as  seriously  detrimental  to  British 
commerce,  and  that,  too,  while  it  had  not 
the  efiect  upon  the  Dutch  which  only  could 
justify  its  adoption.  It  did  not  seem  to  be 
at  all  a  question  of  party  politics,  for  the 
hon.  member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Alder- 
man  Thompson)  had  voted  the  other  even- 
ing for  the  Ballot,  and  other  Members  who 
supported  his  views  as  commercial  men 
were  in  politics  fiivourable  to  the  Ministers. 
It  would  be  idle,  therefore,  on  this  occasion 
to  raise  a  cry  of  factious  motives ;  no  such 
motives  operated  on  any  Gentleman  who  was 
interestea  in  that  diacussion.  There  was 
one  very  important  question  connected  with 
this  embargo  to  which  he  should  like  to 
hear  a  ntisfaetory  aasweiv— namely,  whe- 
ther we  were  bound  to  continue  it  to  an 
indefinite  periSpd  in  virtue  of  a  oon«ention 
with  the  French  Government.  It  would 
indeed  pain  him  to  find  that  an  embargo  so 
unconstitutional  in  principle,  and  miscluev- 
ous  in  practice,  and  so  inefficient  for  the 
purpose  for  which  it  was  designedj  should 
be  continued  in  consequence  of  a  convention 
with  France.  He  trusted,  however,  that 
such  was  not  the  case,  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  been  guilty  of  so  great  an  absurdity 
«~to  use  the  mildest  phrase — as  to  enter 
into  such  a  dishonouraUe  convention.  At 
the  time  that  this  mischievously  inoperative 
embargo  was  imposed,  he  had  dedaml,  that 
it  would  defeat  instead  of  forward  the  oh* 
ject  contemplated  by  it.  tie  maintained 
the  same  opinion  still,  and  hoped  therefore, 
it  would  terminate  within  its  original 
period*  He  had  then  stated,  and  would 
repeat,  that  an  embargo  was  an  instrument 
of  war,  which  could  not,  from  its  very  nsu- 
ture,  be  employed  in  a  peace-preserving  ne- 
gotiation. The  noble  Paymaster  of  the 
Forces  had  been  rather  critical  upon  the 
observations  in  reference  to  France  of  the 
hon.  member  iot  Essex,  speaking  of  them  as 
ekaracteristic  of  a  man  who 

Just  hints  a  TauU  and  hesf tatis  dislike, 
without  boldly  expressing  any  other  species 
of  censure.  He  would  answer  the  noble 
Lord  by  quoting,  in  reference  to  the  policy 
of  the  noble  Lord's  colleague  against  Hol- 
land, that  other  line  of  the  coujpet  :— 

Willing  to  wottudy  and  yet  afraid  to  strike. 


Yes,  their  whole  coercive  policy  was  an  il- 
lustration of  these  words  of  the  poet.  Their 
embargo  was  a  telum  imhelle,  sine  iciu, 
which  had  no  other  efiect  than  rousing  a 
spirit  of  indomitable  resistance  on  the  part 
of  the  Dutch,  and  enlisting  on  their  side 
the  best  S3rmpathics  of  the  commercial  po- 
pulation of  England.  And  thus — ^and  it 
ever  should 


"  Even-handed  Justice 


Commendi  the  ingredientB  of  our  poison*d 

chalice 
To  our  own  lips.'* 

Ministers  wera  creating  a  feeling  in  Hol- 
land which  would  propagate  resistance  to 
British  views ;  whilst  in  this  country  they 
were  creating  a  sympathy  in  favour  of 
Holland.  They  were  erasing  in  Holland 
all  the  feelings  of  ancient  connexions ;  and 
he  called  on  those  who  thought  that  Hol- 
land was  in  the  wrong,  to  say  whether  the 
embargo  was  calculated  or  not  to  attain  the 
objects  for  which  it  had  been  imposed.  He 
called  upon  the  House  to  abstain  from  the 
use  of  an  instrument  which  was  hurtful 
only  to  the  hand  which  used  it. 

Mr.  Hodgson  complained  of  the  peculiar 
grievance  which  the  continuance  of  the 
embargo  infiicted  upon  his  constituents. 
Before  the  commencement  of  the  embargo, 
the  quantity  of  coals  exported  to  Holland 
from  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  amounted  to 
between  1 60,000  and  170,000  tons,  and  no 
less  than  500  ships  were  employed  in  the 
carriage ;  but  the  whole  of  this  trade  had 
been  stopped  by  the  embargo.  He  had 
letters  in  his  possession,  from  Dutch  mer- 
chants to  their  correspondents  in  England, 
stating,  that  since  the  embargo  was  laid  on, 
they  had  been  obiiged  to  resort  to  Russia 
for  coals.  It  was  to  be  feared,  therefore, 
that  if  the  restrictions  on  the  trade  with 
Holland  were  persisted  in  much  longer, 
this  country  would  be  totally  deprived  of 
the  Dutch  trade. 

Dr.  Luskingtou  said,  that  no  one  could, 
with  correctness,  ascertain  what  was  the 
efiect  produced  by  the  embargo  on  the 
trade  of  Holland.  No  one  could  deny, 
that  the  efiect  of  it  was  not  the  same  in 
Holland  as  in  this  country.  He  wished 
that  reasons  had  been  assigned  why  it  should 
be  difierent.  If  the  trade  of  this  country 
was  plunged  into  difficulties  by  the  cm. 
bargo,  the  trade  of  the  other  country  must 
be  necessarily  plunged  into  similar  diffi- 
culties, from  which  it  would  not  be  easy 
to  extricate  it.  He  really  did  not  well 
conceive  the  strength  of  the  argument  of 
tlie  right  hon.  Baronet  who  had  so  lately 
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addressed  tlie  House,  when  he  spoke  of  a 
mitigated  hostility,  though  in  answer  to  it 
he  would  ask  one  plain  and  reasonable 
question.  If  the  Crown  had,  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  must  allow  that  it  had,  the 
right  of  making  war,  could  it  be  main- 
tained that  the  Crown  had  not  the  right  of 
inflicting  anything  that  fell  short  of  war  ? 
Was  there  ever  such  an  anomaly  as  to  say 
that  it  possessed  the  one  power,  and  did 
not  possess  the  other  ?  What,  when  it  was 
allowed  that  the  Crown  might  use  its  power 
to  allay  the  disturbances  of  foreign  states, 
could  any  man  come  forward,  and  say  that 
the  Constitution  forbad  the  employment  of 
a  more  mitigated  form  of  that  power,  and 
that  it  must  have  recourse  to  its  power  in 
tbe  severest  shape — that  it  must,  to  secure 
peace,  go  to  war;  thus  inflicting  on  the 
country  it  governs,  one  of  the  greatest 
scourges,  and  in  the  present  instance,  if 
resorted  to,  endangering  the  tranquillity  of 
the  whole  of  Europe.  No  man  could  sup- 
port such  an  untenable  argument.  With 
respect  to  what  had  been  ss^id  about  policies  of 
insurance,  he  held  that  no  insurance  could 
be  made  contrary  to  the  regular  law  of  the 
land  on  that  subject,  and  that  nothing  could 
be  more  anti-commercial  than  to  allow  the 
principle  of  insuring  against  the  very  acts  of 
the  Government  of  the  country.  It  appeared 
from  some  observations  he  had  heard  that 
evening,  that  it  was  expected  that  insurers 
were  to  be  relieved  from  the  payment  of  their 
insurances  by  the  acts  of  their  own  country. 
But  how  were  they  to  be  relieved  ?  At 
the  expense,  of  course,  of  the  community. 
On  a  former  occasion  he  had  said  so  much 
upon  that  subject,  that  he  thought  it  useless 
to  repeat  his  arguments.  With  respect  to 
the  allusions  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Essex^  to  part  of  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend,  the  Solicitor  General, 
he  would  say,  thAt  the  hon.  member  for 
Essex  had  not  understood  the  meaning  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  friend's  words.  Really, 
the  change  of  sentiment  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Essex  was  wonderfuL  He  had 
known  that  hon.  Member  to  entertain  suc- 
cessively, almost  every  opinion  promulgated 
in  that  House,  and  after  all  settle  in  a  doubt. 
The  hon.  Member  sometimes  first  borrowed 
the  moiety  of  one  man's  opinion,  and  then 
the  moiety  of  another  man's  opinion,  and 
when  at  last  it  happened  that  he  came 
fixed  with  something  like  an  absolute 
opinion,  that  opinion  was  not  only  incon- 
ceivable to  the  hon.  Member  himself,  but 
it  was  inexplicable  to  every  body  else.  Now 
if  he  (Dr.  Lushington)  understood  right  by 


the  meaning  of  the  observaUons  of  Us  hon. 
and  learned  friend,  they  meant  that  the 
king  of  Holland,  instead  of  adhering  totke 
old  and  liberal  practices  of  his  anoestois, 
had  taken  shelter  under  the  wings  of  the 
Holy  Alliance,  a  power,  which,  he  thanked 
God,  was  now  every  day  becoming  less 
powerful — ^instead  of  doing  an  act  of  justice 
to  a  nation  once  annexed  to  his  dominioif, 
but  differing  in  language,  maimers,  and  m 
feeling  from  his  own,  he  was  forgetful  of 
the  desires  and  wishes  of  that  nation,  and 
in    preference    consulted    the   caprice  of 
crowned  heads.     That  was  what  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  meant;  for  he  knew 
that  if  the  king  of  Holland  adhered  to  the 
hateful  doctrines  of  the  Holy  Alliance,  the 
scenes  formerly  caused  by  similar  doctrines 
would  be  probably  acted  over  again,  and 
Holland  be  either  reduced  to  ^veaj  or 
become  the  prey  of  civil  confusion.    It 
would  seem  as  if  his  Dutch  Majesty  wished 
for  the  renewal  of  such  scenes,  when  he 
obstinately  declined  coming  to  any  arrange- 
ment that  would  be  for  the  benefit  of 
Belgium,  and  would  materially  tend  to  the 
pacificition  of  the  whole  world*     He  had 
but  one  word  more  to  say  on  the  question 
before  the  House.    If  there  were  any  man 
who  allowed  more  readily  than  another 
that  the  country  was  plaoed  in  a  difficult 
situation  with  respect  to  this  matter,  he 
was  the  man.    But  what  had  he  to  do  > 
He  confessed  his  inability  to  look  forward 
and  provide  a  remedy  for  every  possible 
evil.    All  he  could  do  was,  to  look  back, 
and,  in  doing  so,  he  must  remember  the 
revolutions  H  France,  and  then  that  of 
Belgium,  and  see  the  difficulties  which  a 
former  Government  met  with  relative  to 
Holland.  Every  one  knew  what  such  diffi- 
culties led  to,  and  to  what  they  might  lead 
again.     When  he  considered  those  difficult 
ties,  and  compared  them  with  the  evils  of 
the  embargo,  he  was  most  thankful  that, 
through  the  layins  on  of  that  embargo,  out 
of  accumulated  difficulties,  peace,  and  not 
war,  had  proceeded.    He  thought  that  at 
the  present  moment  some  value  ought  to 
be  set  on  the  continuance  of  peace  for  the 
last  two  years,  during  a  period  that  it  was 
of  the  most  vital  importance  that  it  should 
continue.    The  consequence  had  been,  that 
the  resources  of  the  country  had    been 
economised ;  and,  above  all,  the  shedding 
of  blood  had  been  spared.    He  thanked 
God  for  the  continuance  of  peace,  and  for 
the  prospects  of  escaping  from  the  evils  of 
war.     If  there  were   still  difficulties  to 
encounter,  he  was  very  far  from  going  the 
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length  of  the  hon.  member  for  Essex,  and 
supposing  that  his  Majesty's  Government 
would  be  the  victims  of  this  system  of 
diplomacy.  He  had  no  such  supposition — 
he  entertained  no  such  fear.  Far  from  it. 
He  was  full  of  thankfulness  for  the  past, 
and  fuU  of  hope  for  the  future. 

Lord  George  Bentinck  wished  to  point 
out  an  instance  of  the  way  in  which  this 
embargo  operated.  There  were  two  ships 
in  the  river,  one  an  English,  another  an 
American  vessel,  freighted  for  Holland. 
When  the  Order  in  Council  imposing  the 
embargo  was  issued,  the  freight  of  the 
English  ship  was  transferred  to  the  Ameri- 
can. Thd  American  sailed  to  Rotterdam, 
gained  by  her  voyage  S60/.,  and  returned 
to  the  Thames  with  a  second  freight,  whilst 
the  English  vessel  had  been  the  whole  time 
lying  idle  where  she  was  when  the  freight 
was  first  taken  from  her.  Such  an  instance 
showed  one  of  the  «vil  effects  of  the  em- 
bargo. The  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  seemed  tp  be  at  a  loss 
to  know  how  the  embargo  injured  the 
trade  of  this  coimtry  without  inflicting  a 
similar  injury  on  the  trade  of  Holland.  It 
ill  became  him  to  pretend  to  explain  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  how  the  injury 
to  this  country  was  caused,  but  he  would 
tell  him  how  British  trade  suffered  more 
and  Dutch  less.  The  reason  was  simple. 
Three-fourths  of  the  trade  between  this 
country  and  Holland  was  carried  on  in 
Engli^  bottoms,  and  the  other  fourth  in 
Dutch  bottoms ;  consequently  Holland 
could  not  suffer  in  the  same  proportion. 
The  effect  of  the  embargo  was,  to  injure 
British  trade  three«fold.  The  fact  was 
undeniable,  and  so  was  the  inference  he 
drew  from  it. 

Mr.  Pollock  rose  to  complain  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Civilian  had 
taken  the  opportunity  which  the  present 
discussion  afforded  to  allude  to  a  discussion 
which  had  happened  on  a  former  occasion, 
and  to  make  general  remarks  on  the  hon. 
Member  below  him  (Mr.  Baring).  He 
(Mr.  Pollock)  thought  his  hon.  and  learned 
.friend  would  have  done  better  not  to  have 
made  such  personal  remarks  at  a  time  when 
the  hon.  member  for  Essex  had  spoken, 
and  when  he  therefore  could  have  no 
opportunity  of  vindicating  himself.  With 
regard  to  the  embargo,  which  was  the  main 
question  before  them,  he  would  ask,  had 
embargoes  not  always  been  used,  not  as 
instruments  of  peace,  but  as  instruments  of 
war  ?  Was  it  then  to  be  borne,  that  the 
.embargo  in  this  case  shovdd  be  used  solely 


as  an  instrument  by  which  to  facilitate  the 
negotiations  carried  on  by  our  ambassadors, 
and  the  ambassadors  of"^  the  king  of  the 
French,  in  regard  to  the  separation  of  Bel- 
gium from  Holland,  in  which  France  was 
chiefly  interested,  and  the  most  certain  to 
gain.  He  admitted,  that  it  could  not  be 
said,  that  the  King  had  not  the  power  of 
laying  on  an  embargo,  oven  in  time  of 
peace ;  still,  when  he  found  that  the  con- 
trary had  uniformly  been  the  practice  by 
the  law  of  nations — and  when  it  was  plain 
that  the  laying  on  of  an  embargo  in  time 
of  peace  was  a  grievance  for  which  no 
redress  could  be  obtained  in  our  Courts  of 
Law — he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  it 
was  without  precedent,  and  wrong ;  and  he 
protested  against  it  in  the  present  instance, 
as  tending  to  place  England  in  a  situation 
which  might  lead  her  into  an  inglorious 
war,  from  which  neither  honour  nor  ad- 
vantage was  to  be  obtained. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  wished  to  know  whether 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Palmerston) 
intended  •  to  say,  that  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands  was  obstinately  protracting 
the  pending  negotiations  with  a  view  to 
the  recovery  of  his  dominion  over  the  Bel- 
gian provinces  ?  If  the  noble  Lord  intended 
to  make  any  such  statement,  he  must  ex- 
press his  entire  dissent  with  regard  to  it. 
He  contended  that  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands had,  from  the  very  beginning  of  the 
negotiations,  as  well  as  in  hLs  speech  to 
the  States-General,  recognized  the  separa. 
tion  of  the  two  countries.  In  fact,  there  had 
never  existed  on  the  part  of  that  monarch  a  de- 
sire to  withhold  a  recognition  of  the  indepen. 
cnceof  Belgium. He  would  not  enter  into  the 
commercial  part  of  the  question ;  all  he 
wished  to  know  from  the  noble  Lord,  or 
some  other  member  of  the  Government, 
was,  whether  it  was  intended  to  charge 
the  king  of  the  Netherlands  with  protract- 
ing the  pending  negotiations  from  a  desire 
to  regain  the  possession  of  the  Belgian 
provinces  ? 

Lord  AUliorp  said,  that,  being  called 
upon  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  would  answer 
his  question,  although  he  had  no  previous 
intention  of  taking  part  in  the  debate.  It 
was  true  that  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
had  agreed  to  acknowledge  the  sovereignty 
of  Belgium ;  but  he  had  done  so  on  such 
conditions  only  as  rendered  it  impossible 
that  the  i^idependence  of  Belgium  could 
be  maintained.  Such  an  acknowledgement 
was  not  likely  to  effect  what  they  had  had 
always  in  view  in  the  course  of  those  nego- 
tiations, namely,  the  maintenance  of  peace. 
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When  bon.  Members  looked  into  tbe  con- 
dition of  those  two  countries^  and  conn- 
dercd  the  impossibility  of  maintaining  the 
peace  of  Europe  without  a  proper  acknow. 
Icdgement  of  Belgium,  he  thought  they 
would  agree  with  him  that  no  more 
effectual  step  could  be  taken  to  prevent 
war.  He  admitted^  and  indeed^  no  man 
could  doubts  that  the  embargo  was  very 
distressing  to  the  merchants  and  injurious 
to  the  commerce  of  this  country ;  but  so 
was  any  measure  in  which  it  was  necessary 
to  use  force  to  obtain  a  national  object. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  £ad  spoken  of  the 
cff*ect  of  the  embargo  on  the  commerce  of 
the  country;  but  the  question  now  was, 
whether  it  were  desirable  that  the  House 
should  interfere  to  put  an  end  to  this 
embargo,  without  taking  into  consideration 
the  poUcy  which  led  to  its  imposition,  or  if 
it  were  better  to  continue  the  same  policy 
in  order  to  maintain  the  peace  of  Europe. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  think 
that  this  question  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  general  peace  of  Europe;  but  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon*  Baronet  whether 
it  were  probable,  if  war  did  exist  between 
Holland  and  Belgium,  that  the  general 
peace  of  Europe  could  be  maintained. }  He 
and  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a 
Member  thought  that  it  could  not,  and 
their  object  in  laying  on  the  embargo  was 
to  prevent  such  an  occurrence.  If,  then, 
in  the  course  of  the  negotiation  between 
those  countries  it  became  necessary  to  use 
coercive  measures  against  Holland,  the 
question  came  to  be,  whether  they  were 
to  retract,  or  whether  they  ought  not  to 
persist  in  the  course  which  they  had  hitherto 
followed.  It  was  even  a  question  now 
whether  they  had  not  proceeded  so  far  that 
it  would  be  inconsistent  with  the  honour 
of  this  country  to  retract.  These  were  his 
views  on  the  subject;  but  at  the  same 
time  that  be  considered  it  the  ix)licy  of  this 
country  to  continue  the  embargo,  he  was 
certainly  of  opinion  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  Government  to  expedite  the  negotia. 
tions ;  and  he  could  assure  the  House  that 
such  was  the  most  anxious  wish  of  evfery 
Member  of  the  Government.  He  did  not 
mean  to  enter  further  into  the  details  of 
the  question ;  but,  as  lie  had  been  called 
cm  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  had  thought  it 
necessary  to  make  those  obser^-ations. 

Mr.  RnhiHS{m  said,  the  assertion  made 
by  the  noble  Lord,  that  those  Motions 
were  got  up  for  the  purpose  of  forward- 
ing the  views  of  the  ting  of  the  Nether- 
lands^ WW)  most  unfounded. 


Viscount  PedmersiOH  explained.  He 
had  merely  said,  that  he  knew  that  tiioie 
Motions  were  looked  forward  to  in  Holland 
as  likely  to  reUeve  the  trade  of  that  country 
from  the  embargo  which  he  believed  press- 
ed more  heavily  on  Holland  tlian  on  En^ 
land. 

Mr.  Robinson  thought  the  distiaetiott 
drawn  by  the  noble  Lord  was  very  mee. 
He  thought  that  the  House  had  a  right  to 
call  on  the  Government  to  explain  in  what 
state  the  negotiation  was,  or  how  long  it 
was  likely  to  last  He  could  not  help 
saying,  that  he  saw  no  prospect  of  its 
speedy  termination.  Of  the  Five  Powers 
which  had  originally  taken  part  in  the  settle- 
ment of  the  afiairs  of  Holland  and  Bd. 
gium,  three,  he  believed,  had  seceded,  and 
the  whole  affair  appeared  to  be  left  to  the 
arbitration  of  France  and  England;  and 
he  was  of  opinion  that  if  the  three  North- 
em  Powers  had  been  really  sincere  in  their 
wish  to  settle  the  question,  Holland  would 
not  have  been  forced  to  submit.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  had  mooted  a  most  extraor- 
dinary doctrine.  He  had  said,  that  if 
commerce  were  shut  out  in  one  quarter 
it  would  find  vent  in  another.  In  the 
course  of  his  parliamentary  experience,  he 
(Mr.  Robinson)  had  never  heard  such  a 
doctrine  from  the  mouth  of  a  Member  of 
the  Government  before;  but  he  was 
afraid  that  it  was  the  doctrine  on  which 
the  present  Government  had  frequently 
acted.  With  regard  to  the  insuxanoe  on 
vessels  on  which  the  embaigo  had  been 
laid,  he  could  say  that  at  least  one-third  of 
the  subjects  of  Holland  who  had  suffered 
were  insured  at  Lloyd's,  and  that  the  loo, 
in  case  of  confiscation,  must  eventually 
come  on  this  country ;  and  whatever  the 
opinion  of  the  learned  Civilian  opposite 
might  be,  he  could  assure  him,  that  this 
was  the  opinion  of  the  underwriters  them- 
selves, and  of  the  merchants,  as  they  drew 
a  distinction  between  an  embargo  laid  on 
during  a  war  and  this  embargo,  which  had 
been  laid  on  in  a  period  of  profound  peace. 
He  was  convinced  that  the  merchants  did 
not  petition  the  House  in  order  to  en>- 
barrass  Government ;  indeed,  he  had  never 
known  so  much  forbearance  shown  to  any 
Government;  and  he  thercfbre  repadiated 
the  idea  that  they  wished  to  emhanass 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  king  of  the  French. 
He  admitted  that  it  would,  peiliaps,  be 
embarrassing  to  the  Government,  if  the 
embargo  were  taken  off  at  tbe  present 
stage  of  the  negotiation ;  but  he  diougbl  ft 
would  have  been  nucb  betler  if  it  M 
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never  been  laid   cm.      He    thought    the 
oonduct  of  the  king  of  Holland  stood  in  a 
most  honourable  and  honest  light. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Affaibb  of  thb  £ast«3  Mr.  Hutne 
rose  to  ask  a  question  of  Lord  Palmerston 
relative  to  the  affoirs  of  the  £att>  which 
wercj  in  his  opinion,  quite  as  importanti  if 
not  more  important,  than  the  afikirs  of  the 
West*  which  they  had  just  been  discussing. 
He  conceived  that  it  was  doubtful  whether 
the  policy  which  Great  Britain  had  pursued 
with  regard  to  Turkey  had  not  been  detri* 
mental  to  her  real  interests.  There  was  in  it 
an  apparent  want  of  judgment,  and  a  real 
mismanagement,  for  which  it  was  difficult, 
if  not  impossible,  to  account  If  there  was 
anything  more  than  another  against  which 
the  House  should  be  anxious  to  guards  it  was 
against  the  occurrence  of  war  in  Europe 
and  against  the  giving  to  Russia  that  pre. 
ponderance  in  the  East  which  she  had  now 
obtained  by  the  mismanagement  of  the 
British  Government.  He  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  this  subject,  because 
year  after  vear,  on  his  objecting  to  the 
large  establishments  which  we  had  been 
keeping  up  in  the  Mediterranean,  he  had 
been  told,  that  it  was  owing  to  the  necessity 
under  which  we  laboured  of  maintaining  a 
large  force  in  that  quarter  to  guard  our 
interests.  The  question  on  which  he  now 
sought  to  obtain  public  information  was 
this — why  at  the  hour  of  need,  when  a 
BritLih  force  might  have  been  of  use^  had 
the«  capital  of  Turkey  been  left  a  prey  to 
the  Russians?  Why  had  there  been  even 
no  ambassador  of  England  there?  And 
why  had  there  been  no  fleet  in  the  Dar- 
danelles>  to  give  efficacy  to  the  remonstran- 
ces which  he  might  have  had  occasion  to 
make  ?  Whilst  we  were  publicly  avowing 
that  we  concurred  with  France  in  her 
desire  to  maintain  peace,  it  was  strange 
that  we  should  leave  the  Ministers  of 
France  to  resist  by  themselves  the  impor- 
tunities of  the  Russian  embassy  to  obtain 
for  their  master  military  possession  of 
Constantinople.  That  was  an  effect  for 
which  the  noUe  Lord  must  be  answerable, 
if,  from  his  want  of  attention,  it  should 
turn  out  that  that  support  which  was 
necessary  to  give  effect  to  the  remonstran- 
ces of  the  French  embassy  at  Constan- 
tinople had  not  been  afforded  in  an  emer- 
.gency  which,  if  it  had  occurred  a  few 
years  ago,  must  have  involved  Europe  in 
war.  The  emergency  to  which  he  alluded 
vras  the  appewance  of  a  Jlussian  fleet,  and 


also  of  a  Russian  army,  at  Constantinople, 
llie  question  which  he  wished  to  put  to 
the  noble  Lord  was,  had  we  any  am- 
bassador at  Constantinople  at  present,  or 
had  we  not  ?  He  held  sit  that  moment  a 
report  in  his  hand,  which  showed  that  for 
the  fourteen  years  immediately  preceding 
the  year  1830  the  diplomacy  of  the  coun- 
try had  cost  us  annually  from  300,000/. 
to  400,000/.  a-year.  He  had  been  told 
over  and  over  again,  that  this  was  necessary 
to  guard  our  interests  abroad;  but  now, 
when  Constantinople  was  in  danger  of 
falling  into  the  hands  of  the  victorious 
Egyptians,  there  was  no  British  diplo- 
matist resident  in  Constantinople,  to  sup- 
port or  assist  the  remonstrances  of  the 
French  embassy.  He  would  again  repeat 
his  question — ''Who  is  the  ambassador 
from  the  Court  of  England  to  the  Porte  ? 
And  if  there  is  any  such  person,  why  is  he 
not  at  his  post  ?  "  His  object  was  to  get 
an  answer  to  that  question ;  and  in  order 
to  do  so,  he  should  move  that  there  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  names 
of  all  persons  appointed  as  ambassadors,  or 
as  Ministers  plenipotentiaries,  or  as  secre- 
taries of  embassy,  to  Constantinople  since 
January,  1827^  stating  the  dates  of  their 
appointments,  and  the  amount  of  their 
salaries;  stating,  also,  how  long  each  of 
them  had  resided  in  Turkey  dnce  his  ap- 
pointment to  his  office.  He  should  not 
press  this  Motion  to  a  division;  all  he 
wanted  was,  to  give  the  noble  Lord  an 
opportunity  of  making  a  satisfactory  ex- 
planation upon  these  points  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country. 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  that  he  had 
no  objection  to  grant  the  return  for  which 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  had  moved. 
He  would  tell  the  hon.  Member,  however, 
without  waiting  for  the  paper,  that  Sir 
Robert  Gordon,  who  was  ambassador  to 
the  Porte  at  the  period  first  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member,  had  returned  homo 
early  in  last  year;  that  Sir  Stratford 
Canning,  who  was  to  have  succeeded  him, 
had  been  sent  on  an  important  mission^ 
which  it  was  for  the  interest  of  Great 
Britain  to  have  arranged  as  speedily  as 
possible;  and  that  Lord  Ponsonby,  who 
had  succeeded  him,  had  been  sent  out  to 
Constantinople,  was  now  there,  and  would 
have  been  there  sooner  had  it  not  been 
for  some  difficultv  which  had  arisen  as  to  the 
means  of  transport.  There  had  been  how- 
ever, during  all  that  period  at  Constantinou 
pie  a  secretary  of  embassy,  who  had  acted 
with  great  judgment  and  discrctiouj  and 
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whose  conduct  had  met  the  entire  approba- 
tion of  the  Government  at  home.     He 
could  not  help  sayings  that  he  stood  at  that 
moment    in    a    position    unusual    for    a 
member  of  any  Cabinet ;  for,  after  having 
been  exposed    to    the    lash  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Essex,  for  his  perpetual  inter- 
meddling with  the  affairs  of  other  states, 
after  having  been  visited  with  his  castiga- 
tion  for  mediating  in  one  place,  and  for 
arbitrating  in  another,  he  was  now  exposed 
to  the  shafts  of  the  hon.  member  for  Mid- 
dlesex, who    thought    that    he   had  not 
interfered    sufficiently  in    the    affairs   of 
Turkey.     There  was,  it  was  true,  some 
slight  difference  in  the  two  charges  brought 
against  him.     His  Majesty*s  Government 
was  blamed,  in  one  of  them,  for  interfer. 
ing  in  matters  at  their  own  doors,  which 
involved  in  them  the  safety  of  the  Empire, 
and  was  blamed  in  the  other  for  not  inter, 
fering  in  matters  which  occurred  at  the 
other  extremity  of  Europe,  which  however 
important  they  might  be,  were  not  quite 
so  important  to  us  as  the  affiiirs  of  Holland. 
But  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  was 
not  justified  in  condemning  his  Majesty's 
Government,  for  Hot  having  interfered  in 
the  afiUirs  of  Turkey.    The  hon.  Member 
had  asked,  where  was  our  ambassador,  and 
where  was  our  fleet  ?     He  would  answer 
the  question.     Our  ambassador  was  on  the 
road.     Well ;  but  the  secretary  of  legation 
was  at  his  post.     When  the  hon.  Member 
asked  where  was  our  fleet,  he  was  inclined 
to  ask  where  would  it  have  been  if  the  hon. 
Member's  motion  for  cutting  off  7>000  men 
from  the  number  of  men  voted  in   the 
Navy  Estimates  had  been  carried  ?     So  re- 
duced, how  our  fleet  could  have  executed 
any  plans  either  of  arbitration  or  of  media- 
tion, he  was  at  a  loss  to  comprehend.      He 
assured  the  House  that  the  Government 
had  not  been  inattentive  to  the  events 
which  had  occurred  in  the  east  of  Europe. 
Those  events  had  received  the  most  anx- 
ious attention  of   the  Cabinet,  and  this 
country,  it  would  appear  hereaf^r,    had 
not  neglected  to  take  steps  in  conjunction 
with  its  allies,  to  ward  against  the  danger 
which  those  events  menaced.     Whenever 
the  Government  should  be  at  liberty  to 
enter  into  the  necessary  explanation  of  the 
steps  which  it  had  taken,  in  concert  with 
its  allies,  he  was  certain  that  the  House 
would  be  "of  opinion  that  it  had  not  been 
unmindful  of  the  duty  which  it  owed  to 
the  country,  and  of  die  bharacter  which 
that  country  enjoyed  among  the  nations 
atl«rge. 


Mr.  Barimf  said,  that  thowh  tkeie  was 
an  apparent  inconsistency  in  fine  anotioii, 
it  might  stiU  be  tnie»  that  his  Migertsp'i 
Government  had  interfered  too  wxmk  in 
one  place  and  too  little  in  another*  There 
was  no  reason,  on  the  face  of  wtxtaa/buaxA, 
to  suppose,  that  the  noUe  LfOid  had  aeg« 
]ected  his  duty  as  to  Turkey ;  but  whoi 
such  important  events  as  every  man  hid 
anticipated  for  some  time  were  on  the  eve 
of  talong  place, — when  Rusna  was  aendin^ 
her  fleet  and  her  armies  to  Constaotuaflpie, 
•—and  when  the  French  were  dictattag  to 
the  Sultan  what  he  ought  to  do^  it  was 
not,  even  upon  the  sfhowing  c^  the  noUe 
Lord  himseU',  satisfactory  to  be  infimned 
that  one  of  our  ambesaadori  was  on  the 
road  to  Constantinople,  and  that  another 
was  on  the  road  from  it.  The  prqgreas 
and  the  probable  result  of  the  Egyptian 
invasion  had  been  known  and  antioipiiled 
for  months  ;  and  as  yet  there  had  beoi  no 
satisfactory  explanation  offered  why  we 
had  no  minister  to  rqiresent  us  at  Con- 
stantinople. 

Viscount  "Pahnerstan  t  Lord  Ponsonby 
was  kept  at  Naples  for  a  month,  because 
the  frigate  whidi  was  to  convey  him  ftsm 
Naples  to  Constantinople  was  wind-bound 
for  that  time,  and  not  aUe  to  reach  the 
bay  of  Naples. 

Supply — Jbbsby.]  The  House  west, 
on  the  motion  of  Lord  Althorp,  into  a 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  ElUce  proposed,  that  there  be  grist* 
ed  to  his  Majesty  a  sum  of  not  kai  than 
110,835^  15*.  5rf.  to  defray  the  pay  rf 
general  staff  officers  and  officers  of  the  ho»- 
pitals  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  fimn 
the  1  St  of  April,  1833,  to  the  3l8t  of  Maidi, 
1834,  both  days  indudve. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  as  this  vote  related 
to  the  stafi^  he  would  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  to  put  a  question  with  respect 
to  the  staff  in  the  Island  of  Jersey.  The 
governor  of  that  island  was  a  general  staff- 
officer.  A  dispute,  which  was  likely  to 
lead  to  some  unpleasant  disturhanoe,  had 
lately  taken  place  between  that  officer  and 
the  Parliament  of  Jersey,  in  consequent 
of  his  interference  with  its  proceediag>> 
It  appeared  that  the  local  Fu-liameat  of 
that  island,  as  well  as  the  general  Vwiat^ 
ment  of  the  Empire,  had  latdy  undefgooe 
a  salutary  lefonn.  The  Members  hsd,  is 
consequence,  determined  to  admil  the  pub* 
lie  in  future  to  witness  and  to  report  their 
proceedings.  To  this  determinatioa  ^ 
GoTemor  faadj  as  he  was  informcdj  ofp^ 
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r,  and  henoe  great  dissatisfaction  in 
the  ialiiii4«-  Now  we  ought  to  have  the 
island  at  peace  ;  for  we  had  heen  at  lai^ 
expense  for  its  protection^  and  all  that  ex- 
pense would  he  thrown  away  if  we  had 
not  the  inhahitants  cordially  engaged  on 
our  side*  He  widied  to  know>  vmet^er  it 
waff  true  that  a  dispute  had  taken  place 
hetween  the  Governor  of  the  island  and 
the  local  Parliament,  and  if  a  dilute  had 
taken  place,  whether  it  was  likely  to  he 
soon  stopped  ?  If  not,  it  was  likely  to  lead 
to  further  disturhances,  and  those  disturb- 
ances would  lead,  as  a  matter  of  necessity, 
to  increased  establishments  in  that  island. 

Mn  Lamb  had  not  expected  such  a  ques- 
tion as  this  to  be  put  to  him  upon  the  Army 
Estimates,  with  which  it  was  not  very  na- 
turally connected,  and  he  was  not  prepared 
to  give  it  a  positive  answer.  The  decision 
of  which  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex 
corajdained,  was  not  the  decision  of  the 
Gfivemor  of  Jersey,  but  the  decision  of  the 
Privy  Council,  to  which  the  matter  had 
been  referred.  The  Governor  had  only 
been  the  medium  of  communicating  it  to 
the  local  authorities.  That  deciaon,  he 
understood,  was  strictly  according  to  the 
law  of  the  island. 

Mr.  Hume  was  sorry  to  find,  that  reform 
here  had  prevented  reform  from  being  estab- 
lished triumphantly  in  the  Island  of  Jersey. 
The  disturbances'  between  the  local  and  the 
imperial  government  would  lead  to  the  in- 
crease of  our  military  establishments  in 
Jersey,  as  similar  events  had  led  to  the 
increase  of  them  in  other  colonial  depend- 
encies of  the  Crown.  He  hoped  that,  on 
another  occasion,  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
would  lay  beforo  the  House  the  reasons 
why  the  (jovemment  would  not  accede  to 
the  very  salutary  Amendment  proposed  in 
the  meetings  of  the  assembly  of  Jersey. 

The  grant  was  voted. 

Supply— VoLUNTBBE  Force.]  On  the 
question,  that  the*  sum  of  103,318/.  13^.  2d. 
be  granted  to  defray  the  charge  of  Volunteer 
Corps  for  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  from  March,  1833,  to 
March,  1834, 

'  Mr.  Hume  said,  he  would  oppose  the 
Resolution.  He  appealed  to  the  country 
gentlemen  of  England,  and  he  would  ask 
them,  whether  they  could  not  call  out  the 
active  and  steady  loyalty  of  the  country, 
if  they  were  menaced  by  insubordination, 
-without  resorting  to  this  paltry  payment 
of  4>L  or  5L    It  appeared,  he  knew,  in  the 

detailsi  tg  be  ayery  small  sum ;  but;  take 


it  in  the  aggregate,  it  was  a  very  large  one. 
With  respect  to  the  Irish  Volunteers,  he 
would  ask,  who  they  were— what  they 
were — and  what  they  did,  or  were  doing  ? 
He  should  like  some  of  the  Irish  Members 
then  present  to  inform  him,  where  these 
Irish  Volunteers  were,  and  what  was  their 
number  P  He  should  move,  that  the  vote 
be  reduced  one-half;  this  would  give  the 
Volunteers  six  months'  pay,  and  Would 
afford  the  Government  an  opportunity  of 
inquiring  into  the  necessity  of  continuing 
such  a  force ;  and,  if  it  were  deemed  advis« 
able,  of  totally  disbanding  them. 

Mr.  Ellice  said,  that  with  respect  to  Ire- 
land, there  were  a  number  of  men  per- 
manently employed  as  sei^eants  and  drum- 
mers. '  If  these  men  were  now  dismissed, 
there  would  be  a  very  considerable  expense 
incurred  for  allowances  and  pensions.  He 
wished  much  to  reduce  the  expense ;  and, 
if  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  would 
leave  the  matter  with  him,  he  would  use 
his  best  endeavours  to  lighten  the  burthen. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  the  Volunteers  of  Ireland 
had  been  very  useful.  They  had  come 
forward  in  times  of  great  alarm,  and  well 
deserved  any  trifling  remuneration  that  was 
given  to  them. 

Mr.  G*Connell  declared,  that  he  did  not 
understand  what  was  meant  by  ''Volun- 
teers "  who  received  pay.  They  were,  in 
his  opinion,  not  "Volunteers,"  but  labourers 
for  hire.  They  were  like  some  conscripts 
of  whom  he  had  read.  A  traveller  seeing 
a  number  of  them  linked  together,  inquired, 
"  Who  are  these  men  thus  manacled  ?" 
"  Oh,"  said  his  informant,  ^  they  are  volun- 
teers— going  joyfully  to  serve  their  couuf* 
try." 

Mr.  Jervis:  Did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  never  "  volunteer"  his  services  for 
pay? 

Mr.  OConncU:  Certainly  not;  never; 
that  is  exactly  the  distinction. 

Mr.  BtUhven  declared,  that  he  knew, 
that  those  situations  of  permanent  ser- 
geants and  drummers  were  given  by  per- 
sons  in  authority  to  their  menial  servants 
— to  whippers-in,  and  huntsmen,  and  stable 
followers. 

Mr.  ElUce  said,  he  would  cause  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  whole  subject,  especially 
with  respect  to  the  points  which  had  last 
been  noticed,  and  the  evil  should  be  cor- 
rected. 

Mr.  Shaw  was  of  opinion,  that  the  yeo- 
manry of  Ireland  were  well  worthy  of  every 
assistance  which  could  be  afforded  to  them. 

Mn  Hume  wished  to  knowj  whether 
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those  who  were  denomiiuitcd  ''  Vohinteers" 
had  ever  been  enrolled,  and  had  done  ler- 
vice  }  He  thought  that  this  vote  ought  to 
be  postponed  until  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  received  further  and  more  explicit 
information  on  the  subject  He  should 
like  to  know  on  what  ground  a  corps  of 
yeomanry  had  been  recently  raised  at  Hud- 
dcrsBeld. 

Mr.  Lewbi  FeiUon  declared,  that  he  knew 
of  ho  intention  to  raise  such  a  corps.  There 
was  not|  at  present,  any  corps,  either  of 
cavalry  or  infantry,  at  Huddcrsfield.  He 
had  commanded  a  yeomanry  corps  in  that 
district  from  1829  to  1831,  which  had  not 
cost  the  Government  one  farthing.  If  there 
were  an  intention  of  raising  a  corps  of 
yeomanry  at  Huddersfield,  he  would  say, 
that  there  was  not  a  place  in  England 
where  such  a  corps  would  be  more  useful. 
In  the  last  winter  the  conduct  of  some  of 
the  operatives  was  ctdculated  to  excite  the 
most  unpleasant  feelings. 

Mr.  Lamb  said,  it  was  only  necessary  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
state  in  which  the  country  was  placed  at 
the  latter  end  of  18  JO,  and  the  beginning 
of  1831,  to  prove  that  the  Government  had 
not  acted  injudiciously  in  calling  on  the 
better  sort  of  yeomanry  and  farmers  to 
come  forward  for  the  protection  of  life  and 
property.  Those  individuals  had  obeyed 
this  call ;  and  it  would  be  moHt  ungracious 
conduct  on  the  part  of  his  Majesty's  Go. 
vemment  now  to  turn  on  them  and  say,  *'  it 
is  true  you  have  put  down  these  disturb- 
ances, and  the  expense  was  trifling,  but 
hereafter  you  must  serve  without  pay  or 
allowance."  In  fact,  that  which  the  yeo- 
manry received  was  not  pay ;  it  merely 
went  to  cover  a  variety  of  expenses  inci- 
dental to  the  service. 

Sir  Edmund  Hayes  said,  that  he  thought 
his  Majesty's  present  Ministers  had  them- 
selves given  the  most  ample  refutation  to 
the  unfounded  and  unwarrantable  assertions 
made  respecting  the  yeomanry,  by  the 
member  for  Dublin,  and  echoed  by  the 
member  for  Middlesex.  He  could  appeal 
to  the  late  right  hon.  Secretary  on  that 
subject ;  it  being  well  known  that  he,  in 
conjunction  with  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Irish  Government,  in  a  mo- 
ment of  panic  and  appreheuKion,  excited  bv 
the  agitation  of  the  repeal  question,  put 
arms  into  the  hands  of  those  very  men  who 
are  now  reviled,  thereby  proving  that  they 
knew  their  value;  and  acknowledged, 
though  reluctantly,  that  in  time  of  danger, 
they  were  the  men  to  be  really  depended 
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on  for  courage^  loyalty,  and  true  friendship 
to  British  connexion.  Every  man  who  did 
not  participate  in  the  ignorance  of  the 
member  for  Middlesex,  knew  that  to  be 
the  case.  The  present  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Secretary  at  War,  had  not  been 
long  in  office,  but  it  waa  to  be  hoped  that 
he  did  not  come  forward  so  profoundly  ig- 
norant of  the  constitution  of  the  service  for 
which  the  vote  of  money  was  asked,  as  to 
lend  any  credence  to  the  wicked  and  unten- 
able assertbns  which  had  been  made. 

Mr.  Andrew  Johnston  said,  it  would  be 
very  satisfactory  for  him  and  his  constitu^ 
ents  to  know  some  good  reason  for  raising 
such  a  corps  as  he  had  heard  was  about  to 
be  raised  in  Fife. 

Mr.  Rolyert  Wallace  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  an  attempt  was  set  on  foot  to  get 
up  a  system  similar  in  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land to  that  which  prevailed  in  Ireland, 
where  one  class  of  men  was  opposed  to 
another  class.  It  was  just  like  the  system 
of  Orangemen  of  Ireland,  who  were  op- 
posed to,  and  oppressing  a  different  class  of 
people. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  spoke  last  had  shown  his  ignorance 
of  the  state  of  Ireland.  What  that  hon. 
Member  had  advanced  was  calculated  to 
lower  the  character  of  the  Orangemen  of 
Ireland.  He  described  them  as  being  un- 
friendly to  those  who  possessed  a  different 
creed.  He,  as  an  Orangeman,  denied  that 
they  entertained  any  such  feeling.  The 
Orangemen,  on  the  contrary,  held  out  the 
hand  of  friendship  to  well-disposed  persons 
of  every  creed. 

Mr.  Walker  declared,  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  yeomanry  of  Ireland  were  a  party  corps, 
and  most  active  in  attempting  to  put  down 
libeml  opinions.  They  were  the  chief  cause 
of  all  the  disturbances  which  took  place. 

Lord  Belfast  defended  the  Irish  yeo- 
manry, than  whom  a  more  respectable  body 
of  men  did  not  exist. 

Mr.  GConnell  observed,  that  in  the  town 
(Belfast)  which  the  noble  Lord  represented, 
a  Catholic  could  not  be  buried  without  the 
followers  of  the  corpse  being  brutaUj  fixed 
at  by  the  yeomanry. 

Mr.  F,  (y  Connor  asserted,  that  the  yeo- 
manry force  of  Ireland  had  contributed  to 
disturb  the  peace  of  the  country- 
Mr.  Kllice  defended  the  items  of  the 
vote,  but  expressed  his  willingness  to  con- 
sent to  a  deduction,  on  account  of  the 
Huddersfield  corps,  if  his  hon.  friend  in- 
sisted on  it,  after  the  explanation  of  the 
hoa.  Member  in  the  gallery. 


no» 
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Mr.  Hume  did  not  saVi  that  he  would  go 
so  £eu:  88  to  put  down  thQ  yeomanry  force, 
hat  wished  to  withhold  the  puhlic  money 
from  them* 

The  Committee  divided  on  Mn  Hume's 
Amendment,  that  the  vote  he  reduced  one 
half:  Ayes  53;  Noes  205— Majority  152. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Englakd.  Wason,  R. 

Agiionby,  H.  A.  Woody  Alderman 

B«auderk,  Major  Scotland. 

Bewes,  I.  Qiu^P  ^  jj 

Chichester, J. P. B.      gAtR  A- 

Fancourt,  Major  Wallace'  R 

FieldeD,J.  Wallace,  it. 

Fiyer,  R.  Irelakd. 

Grotc,  G.  Blake,  J. 

Gvest,  J.  J.  Fitsgeiald,  T. 

Hall,  fi.  Lalor,  P. 

Hawes,  B«  >  Macnamara,  Major 

llutt,  W,  O'Brien,  C. 

Lennox,  Lord  G.  O'Connell,  D. 

Llovd,  J.  H.  0*Connell,  C. 
Moles  worth,  Sir  W.        O'ConncU,  J . 

Parrott,  J.  O'Comiell,  M. 

Potter,  R.     .  O'Connor,  F. 

RomiUy,  J.  Roche,  W. 

Scholefield,  J«  Rouayne,  D. 

Seale,  Colonel  Ruthven,  £.  S. 

Tooke,  W.  Ruthven,  E. 
Trelawney,  W.  L.  S.      Vigors,  N.  A. 
Vincent,  Sir  F. 
Walter,  J. 

Warburton,  H.  Hume,  J. 


TELLEU. 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Monday,    May   13,  1833. 

MmOTti.]  PMltiflo*  praentod.  By  Earl  FiTcim.LiAir, 
from  the  City  of  York,  agaimt  further  Rcstrlaion  on 
Savings  Banlui  and  frooi  Leedi,  for  the  Repeal  or  Re- 
Tislon  of  tteOani  !««>.— By  Earl  Cawoob,  LordtKsjr- 
TOif,  Baekam,  and  Rolus,  and  the  Bishop  of  London, 
from  aereral  Plaoei,— -agaJntt  Slavery.— By  the  Duke  of 
KiOHMOirD,  from  Bcxhlll,  for  the  ome  System  of  Tithes 
to  Ei^laiid  that  is  about  to  be  granted  fo  Ireland.— By 
Karl  Cawdor,  from  Aberystwitht  ftxr  some  Measure  that 
win  fender  the  KstabUahed  Chureh  mote  extensively 
nseAiL— By  0ie  llaniutsB  of  TATitrocx,  from  the  Pid- 
teslant  INsBcnten  of  Bedlbrd,  for  Relief  with  regard  to 
Mairii^lCB,  Registration,  and  Church  Rates.— By  Lord 
LYMOBoaar,  from  the  Oamralssiooefs  of  the  Court  of 
Request  of  Bristol,  to  Bxcmpt  that  Gty  from  the  opc»- 
tkm  of  the  Local  JurisdieUon  BUL— By  the  Earls  of  Caw- 
dor, UxBRiDOR,  FiFR,  GosroRO,  PlTtWILUAir,  MOR- 
trv.  RAmroR*  and  RoaRRRRT»  0ie  Dnkeof  ORTOiraHiRa, 
the  Marquess  of  TAviarocx,  Lords  Barmam,  Dikorbxit, 
WBARitcuFrB,  Poltimori*  RoiLB,  SvvriRU),  Stab- 
LBT,  DoBSAa,  and  FBTXRsaAV,  and  the  Bishop  of 
Uutwm,  fruni  A  fNRt  Number  of  Pliers    aipiinit  Slavery. 

Conduct  or  a  Pbbr.]    The  Earl  of 
«aid|  be  felt  confident  that 


their  Lordships  were  most  zealous  to  sup- 
port the  high  character  which  they  had 
hitherto  maintained.  He  could  not  Bud 
language  to  express  the  deep  indignation 
which  he  felt  at  the  slur  cast  on  their 
Lordships*  House  by  the  report  of  a  trial 
which  he  had  seen  in  the  newspapers 

The  Lord  Chancellor  begged  pardon  for 
interposing  to  prevent  the  statement  which 
the  noble  Earl  was  about  to  make,  evi- 
dently under  feelings  of  the  most  natural 
and  praiseworthy  nature,  and  in  which  he 
himself,  with  the  House  generally,  perhaps, 
was  inclined  to  concur.  But  he  prayed  the 
noble  Earl  to  remember,  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  was  a  party  in  this  case  stood  at  present 
in  a  peculiar  situation.  He  was  not  yet 
properly  convicted.  A  verdict  had  passed. 
It  was  true,  but  it  remained  suspended  as 
to  its  operation.  It  mieht  never  have  any, 
or  it  might  be  moved  to  be«  set  aside. 
Until  the  four  first  days  of  Term  had 
elapsed,  it  was  quite  impossible  to  tell 
whether  the  noble  Lord  would  be  convicted 
or  not.  Had  he  known  the  intention  of 
the  noble  Earl,  he  would  have  taken  the 
opportunity  of  asking  for  a  few  minutes' 
private  conversation  on  the  subject,  for  the 
sake  of  making  to  him  that  communica- 
tion. The  noble  Person  in  question  must 
in  fact  be  considered  as  still  on  his  trial. 

The  Earl  of  Winchilsea  bowed  with 
submission  to  the  noble  Lord.  He  cer- 
tainly felt  stronglv  upon  the  subject. 

The  Duke  ot  Cumberland  felt  ex- 
cessively happy  at  the  explanation  which 
had  taken  place.  He  certainly  entered 
the  House  under  a  belief  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  convicted. 

The  Earl  of  Eldon  said,  that  until  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  had  either  refused 
or  granted  the  trial,  the  case  was  still  in  a 
course  of  adjudication  ;  therefore,  at  pre- 
sent, their  Lordships  were  scarcely  in  a 
situation  to  form  any  judgment.* 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,   May  13,    1833. 

MiBDTBS.]  Pspcn  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Tookb, 
an  Aeoount  of  the  Number  of  Certifloates  taken  out 
Annually  by  Attornics  and  SoUotlots  pracUsiag  in  England 
and  Wales,  from  the  first  Day  of  Easter  Term,  1819,  to 

*  It  was  understood  that  the  case  referred 
to  in  the  text  was  that  of  Lord  Teynbaro,  who 
bad  been  foand  guilty  in  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench  of  a  conspiracy  to  defraud.  The  noble 
Lord  subsequently  moved  for  and  obtained  a 
new  uiaL 
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to  the  principle  of  legitimacy.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  meant^  that  the  three 
great  monarchies  of  Europe  were  ranged 
against  England^  France,  and  Belgium. 
It  was  not  necessary,  however,  to  mix  up 
this  question  with  the  question  of  foreign 
policy.  He  would  admit,  that  the  ohject 
of  the  nohle  Viscount  (Lord  Palmerston) 
was  justifiahle,  and  he  would  further  admit, 
that  it  was  important  to  the  peace  of  Eu* 
rope  to  bring  about  this  settlement ;  but  if 
'  he  admitted  all  this,  he  would  still  maintain 
that  Ministers  were  not  justified  in  coer- 
cing and  injuring  the  trade  of  British  sub- 
jects, by  imposing  an  embargo  for  that  ob- 
ject. He  would  maintain,  first,  that  the 
embargo  was,  independently  of  all  ques- 
tions of  foreign  policy,  an  illegal  and  uncon- 
stitutional exercise  of  power  and  authority 
of  the  Crown,  whilst,  secondly,  it  was  in- 
effectual for  its  purpose.  The  validity  of 
the  arguments  or  the  noble  Lord  depended 
entirely  on  the  fact,  whether  we  were  or 
were  not  at  war  with  Holland.  If  we  were 
not  in  a  state  of  hostility  with  Holland,  the 
noble  LonVs  argument  went  fbr  nothing ; 
except  as  an  act  of  hostility  to  that  Power, 
the  embargo  was  wholly  indefensible.  But 
waiving  that  consideration,  he  was  disposed 
rather  to  look  upon  it  as  an  improper  exer- 
cise of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown.  Was 
the  Crown  to  be  authorized  to  continue  in- 
nefinitely  this  restraint  upon  the  commerce 
of  our  own  people  ?  To  establish  that  as  a 
precedent  would  be  most  dangerous  and 
pernicious.  If  a  vessel  with  iron  on  board 
represented  her  cargo  as  perishable,  what 
did  that  prove  but  that  commerce  was 
placed  out  of  the  pale  of  the  law,  and  was 
obliged  to  resort  to  such  practices.  In  ad- 
dition to  its  other  evils,  it  became  a  tempt- 
ation to  fraud.  The  law  was  suspended, 
and  commerce  was  placed  under  the  discre- 
tion of  the  law-officers  of  the  Crown. 
Surely  a  power  to  suspend  or  enforce  all 
the  restrictions  implied  in  the  embargo  was 
one  very  liable  to  be  abused.  It  was  true, 
that  he  had  heard  no  complaint  of  abuse, 
but  it  was  a  power  which  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  exercise  impartially.  He  for 
one  objected  to  commerce  being  taken  from 
under  the  protection  of  the  law  to  be  placed 
at  the  mercy  of  the  Ministers  and  law 
officers  of  the  Crown— to  commerce  beinc 
ever  put  under  such  control.  He  was  glad 
to  hear  that  no  objection  was  to  be  made 
from  the  Treasury  Benches  to  furnish  the 
whole  of  the  information  required,  in  order 
that  Parliament  might  see  that  this  power 
had  not  been  improperly  exercised.     It  was 


said,  that  some  property  on  board  of  Dutch 
vessels  was  released  because  it  was  British 
property,  but  if  Briiuh  subjects  might  em- 
bark  their  property  on  board  of  Dutc^ 
vessels,  why  might  not  British  subjects  in- 
sure that  property  P  He  oouU  not,  indeed, 
conceive  a  stronger  argument  against  the 
embargo  than  the  important  statement  of 
the  learned  Solicitor  General— ^namely,  that 
it  vitiated  all  contracts  of  insurance ;  and, 
that  the  under-writers  at  Lloyd's  were  not 
responsible  for  loss  in  ooosequenoe  of  the 
embargo.  Could  any  argument,  he  repeat- 
ed,  be  adduced  more  demoostrative  of  the 
injustice  and  impolicy  of  that  embargo? 
But,  then,  said  the  noble  Foreign  Sem- 
tary,  the  same  principle  which  would  jus- 
tify us  in  compelling  Holhtnd  to  accept  our 
award  by  force, — by  open  wai^— would»  a 
fortiori,  justify  us  in  attaining  oar  objects  by 
mecuures  of  mitigated  hostility.  He  d^ 
nied  the  position ;  the  law  of  nations  knew 
of  no  vacillating,  neuter  state,  neither  one 
thing  nor  the  other ;  it  treated  of,  end  r^ 
cognized  only,  the  state  of  peace  and  war. 
A  declaration  of  war  was  founded  In  prac 
tice;  it  gave  parties  warning;  but  in  this 
sort  of  half-war  nobody  knew  how  to  aet. 
Was  it  possible  to  maintain  that,  because  a 
third  power  refused  to  stibmit  to  Englidi 
domination,  that  the  Government  of  Engw 
land,  therefore,  might  place  British  com- 
meroe  under  the  situation  in  which  it  had 
been  placed  for  the  last  six  months.^  Could 
this  doctrine  be  applied  to  America  on  the 
ground,  for  instance,  that  she  had  refused 
the  terms  proposed  to  her  relative  to  the 
north-east  boundary  ?  He  positively  de* 
nied  the  right  of  imposing  an  embargo, 
unless  in  a  state  of  declared  war ;  and>  as 
Holland  had  not  even  attempted  any  ii\{ur!r 
against  British  interests,  he  denied  the 
hght  to  use  such  coercive  means  for  oarry« 
tttg  into  effect  any  plan  of  negoCiatioii.  He 
repeated,  that  the  embargo  was  a  most  un. 
constitutional  act.  In  other  eases  of  the 
exercise  of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown^ 
the  parties  might  appeal  to  law ;  but  that 
case  admitted  of  no  such  appeal,  and  the 
law  oould  afford  the  injured  purty  no  re» 
dress.  That  was  a  strong  argoraant  agsinsi 
it.  But  the  main  question  was,  whether 
the  injury  fell  on  the  subjects  ot  Hdknd 
or  of  England.  He'  could  not  asree  that 
it  fell  upon  the  former;  and  it  had  been 
shown  that,  since  the  embargo  had  been 
imposed,  not  a  single  meroantilc  or  ooni'* 
mercial  failure  had  taken  place,  whilst  the 
pressure  had  been  great  and  severely  felt 
m  this  country.    He  did  not  raise  a  quea* 
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tioii  coDOdming  the  generel  pc^c^  of  our 
interferetice  in  the  affairs  of  the  Nether- 
landM,  he  eonfined  himaelf  to  the  injustice^ 
inefficiencyy  and  unconstitutional  character 
of  the  embargo.  Indeed,  neither  the  hon. 
Member  who  opened  the  Debate^  nor  thoge 
who  folbwed  himj  arraigned  the  noble 
Lord's  foreign  policy^  while  condemning  the 
embargo  as  seriously  detrimental  to  British 
oommeroe,  and  that,  too,  while  it  had  not 
the  efiect  upon  the  Dutch  which  only  could 
justify  its  adcmtion.  It  did  not  seem  to  be 
at  all -a  question  of  party  politics,  for  the 
hon.  member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Alder- 
nan  Thompson)  had  voted  the  other  even- 
ing for  the  Ballot,  and  other  Members  who 
supported  his  views  as  commercial  men 
were  in  politics  favourable  to  the  Ministers. 
It  would  be  idle,  therefore,  on  this  occasion 
to  raise  a  cry  of  factious  motives ;  no  such 
motives  operated  on  any  Gentleman  who  was 
interested  in  that  discussion.  There  was 
one  very  important  question  connected  with 
this  embargo  to  which  he  should  like  to 
hear  a  satis&ctory  answei^— -namely,  whe- 
ther we  were  bound  to  continue  it  to  an 
indefinite  per^  in  virtue  of  a  eoniention 
with  the  Frendi  Government.  It  would 
indeed  pain  him  to  find  that  an  embargo  so 
unconstitutional  in  pinoiple,  and  misc&v- 
ous  in  practice,  and  so  inefficient  for  the 
purpose  for  which  it  was  designed,  should 
be  continued  in  consequence  of  a  convention 
with  France.  He  trusted,  however,  that 
such  was  not  the  case,  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  been  guilty  of  so  great  an  absurdity 
•««-to  use  the  mildest  phrase— as  to  enter 
into  such  a  dishonourable  convention.  At 
the  time  that  this  mischievously  inoperative 
embargo  was  imposed,  he  had  dedai^,  that 
it  would  defeat  instead  of  forward  the  oh* 
ject  contemplated  by  it.  tie  maintained 
the  same  opinion  still,  and  hoped  therefore, 
it  would  terminate  within  its  original 
period.  He  had  then  stated,  and  would 
repeat,  that  an  embargo  was  an  instrument 
of  war,  which  could  not,  from  its  very  ni^ 
ture,  be  employed  in  a  peace-preserving  ne« 
gotiation.  The  noUe  Paymaster  of  the 
Forces  had  been  rather  critical  upon  the 
observations  in  reference  to  Fiance  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Essex,  speaking  of  them  as 
ckanieteristie  of  a  man  who 

Ju9t  MfiU  a  faolt  and  kesitatte  dislike. 
without  boldly  expressing  any  other  species 
of  censure.  He  would  answer  the  noble 
Lord  by  quoting,  in  reference  to  the  policy 
of  the  noble  Lodrd's  colleague  against  Hol- 
land, that  other  line  of  the  couplet : — 

Willing  to  wound,  and  yet  afraid  to  strike. 


Yes,  their  whole  coercive  poHcy  was  an  il- 
lustration of  these  words  of  the  poet.  Their 
embargo  was  a  telum  imbelle,  sine  ictu, 
which  had  no  other  efiect  than  rousing  a 
spirit  of  indomitable  resistance  on  the  part 
of  the  Dutch,  and  enlisting  on  their  side 
the  best  S3rmpathic6  of  the  commercial  po- 
pulation of  England.  And  thus--and  it 
ever  should  be— 


'*  Even-handed  Justice 


Commendt  the  iogredientB  of  our  polson'd 

chalice 
To  our  Own  lips.'* 

Ministers  were  creating  a  feeling  in  Hol- 
land which  would  propagate  resistance  to 
British  views ;  whilst  in  this  country  they 
were  creating  a  sympathy  in  favour  of 
Holland.  Tney  were  erasing  in  Holland 
all  the  feelings  of  ancient  connexions ;  and 
he  called  on  those  who  thought  that  Hol- 
land was  in  the  wrong,  to  say  whether  the 
embargo  w&s  calculated  or  not  to  attain  the 
objects  for  which  it  had  been  imposed.  He 
called  upon  the  House  to  abstain  from  the 
use  of  an  instrument  which  was  hurtful 
only  to  the  hand  which  used  it. 

Mr.  Hodgson  complained  of  the  peculiar 
grievance  which  the  continuance  of  the 
embargo  inflicted  upon  his  constituents. 
Before  the  commencement  of  the  embargo, 
the  quantity  of  coals  exported  to  Holland 
from  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  amounted  to 
between  160,000  and  170,000  tons,  and  no 
less  than  500  ships  were  employed  in  the 
carriage ;  but  the  whole  of  this  trade  had 
been  stopped  by  the  embargo.  He  had 
letters  in  his  possession,  from  Dutch  mer- 
chants to  their  correspondents  in  England, 
stating,  that  since  the  embargo  was  laid  on, 
they  had  been  obliged  to  resort  to  Russia 
for  coals.  It  was  to  be  feared,  therefore, 
that  if  the  restrictions  on  the  trade  with 
Holland  were  persisted  in  much  longer, 
this  country  would  be  totally  deprived  of 
the  Dutch  trade. 

Dr.  Lushington  said,  that  no  one  could, 
with  correctness,  ascertain  what  was  the 
effect  produced  by  the  embargo  on  the 
trade  of  Holland.  No  one  could  deny, 
that  the  efiect  of  it  was  not  the  same  in 
Holland  as  in  this  country.  He  wished 
that  reasons  had  been  assigned  why  it  should 
be  diff*erent.  If  the  trade  of  this  country 
was  plunged  into  difficulties  by  the  em. 
bargo,  the  trade  of  the  other  country  must 
be  necessarily  plunged  into  similar  diffi- 
culties, from  which  it  would  not  be  easv 
to  extricate  it.  He  really  did  not  well 
conceive  the  strength  of  the  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  had  so  lately 
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addressed  the  House,  when  he  spolce  of  a 
mitigated  hostility^  though  in  answer  to  it 
he  would  ask  one  plain  and  reosonahle 
question.  If  the  Crown  had,  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  must  allow  that  it  had^  the 
right  of  making  war,  could  it  he  main- 
tained that  the  Crown  had  not  the  right  of 
inflicting  anything  that  fell  short  of  war  ? 
Was  there  ever  such  an  anomaly  as  to  say 
that  it  possessed  the  one  power,  and  did 
not  possess  the  other  }  What,  when  it  was 
allowed  that  the  Crown  might  use  its  power 
to  allay  the  disturbances  of  foreign  states^ 
could  any  man  come  forward,  and  say  that 
the  Constitution  forbad  the  employment  of 
a  more  mitigated  form  of  that  power,  and 
that  it  must  have  recourse  to  its  power  in 
the  severest  shape — ^that  it  must,  to  secure 
"peace,  go  to  war;  thus  inflicting  on  the 
country  it  governs,  one  of  the  greatest 
scourges,  and  in  the  present  instance,  if 
resorted  to,  endangering  the  tranquillity  of 
the  whole  of  Europe.  No  man  could  sup- 
port such  an  untenable  argument.  With 
respect  to  what  had  been  s^id  about  policies  of 
insurance,  he  held  that  no  insurance  could 
be  made  contrary  to  the  regular  law  of  the 
land  on  that  subject,  and  that  nothing  could 
be  more  anti-commercial  than  to  allow  the 
principle  of  insuring  against  the  very  acts  of 
the  Government  of  the  countxy.  It  appeared 
from  some  observations  he  had  heard  that 
evening,  that  it  was  expected  that  insurers 
were  to  be  relieved  from  thepayment  of  their 
insurances  by  the  acts  of  their  own  country. 
But  how  were  they  to  be  relieved  ?  At 
the  expense,  of  course,  of  the  community. 
On  a  former  occasion  he  had  said  so  much 
upon  that  subject,  that  he  thought  it  useless 
to  repeat  his  arguments.  With  respect  to 
the  allusions  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Essex,  to  part  of  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend,  the  Solicitor  General, 
he  would  say,  tli^t  the  hon.  member  for 
Rssex  had  not  understood  the  meaning  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  friend's  words.  Really, 
the  change  of  sentiment  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Essex  was  wonderfuL  He  had 
known  that  hon.  Member  to  entertain  suc- 
cessively, almost  every  opinion  promulgated 
in  that  House,  and  after  all  settle  in  a  doubt. 
The  hon.  Member  sometimes  first  borrowed 
the  moiety  of  one  man's  opinion,  and  then 
the  moiety  of  another  man's  opinion,  and 
when  at  last  it  happened  that  he  came 
fixed  with  something  like  an  absolute 
opinion,  that  opinion  was  not  only  incon. 
ceivable  to  the  hon.  Member  himself,  but 
it  was  inexplicable  to  every  ]x)dy  else.  Now 
if  he  (Dr.  Lushington]  understood  right  by 


the  meanine  of  the  observations  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend,  they  meant  that  the 
king  of  Holland,  instead  of  adhering  to  the 
old  and  liberal  practices  of  his  ancestois, 
had  taken  shelter  under  the  wings  of  the 
Holy  Alliance,  a  power,  which,  he  thanked 
God,  was  now  every  day  becoming  less 
powerful — ^instead  of  doing  an  act  of  justice 
to  a  nation  once  annexed  to  his  dominion; 
but  differing  in  language,  manners,  and  in 
feeling  from  his  own,  he  was  forgetful  of 
the  desires  and  wishes  of  that  nation,  and 
in  preference  consulted  the  caprice  of 
crowned  heads.  That  was  what  his  hon» 
and  learned  friend  meant;  for  he  knew 
that  if  the  king  of  Holland  adhered  to  the 
hateful  doctrines  of  the  Holy  Alliance,  the 
scenes  formerly  caused  by  similar  doctrines 
would  be  probably  acted  over  again,  and 
Holland  be  either  reduced  to  &very  or 
become  the  prey  of  civil  confusion.  It 
would  seem  as  if  his  Dutch  Majesty  wished 
for  the  renewal  of  such  scenes,  when  he 
obstinately  declined  coming  to  any  arrange- 
ment that  would  be  for  the  benefit  of 
Belgium,  and  would  materially  tend  to  the 
pacificition  of  the  whole  world*  He  had 
but  one  word  more  to  say  on  the  question 
before  the  House.  If  there  were  any  man 
who  allowed  more  readily  than  another 
that  the  country  was  placed  in  a  difficult 
situation  with  respect  to  this  matter,  he 
was  the  man.  But  what  had  he  to  do  ^ 
He  confessed  his  inability  to  look  forward 
and  provide  a  remedy  for  every  possible 
evil.  All  he  could  do  was,  to  look  back, 
and,  in  doing  so,  he  must  remember  the 
revolutions  of  France,  and  then  that  of 
Belgium,  and  see  the  difficulties  which  a 
former  Government  met  with  relative  tD 
Holland.  Every  one  knew  what  such  diffi- 
culties led  to,  and  to  what  they  might  lead 
again.  When  he  considered  those  difficul- 
ties, and  compared  them  with  the  evils  c^ 
the  embargo,  he  was  most  thankful  that, 
through  the  laying  on  of  that  embargo,  out 
of  accumulated  difficulties,  peace,  and  not 
war,  had  proceeded.  He  thought  that  at 
the  present  moment  some  value  ought  to 
be  set  on  the  continuance  of  peace  for  the 
last  two  years,  during  a  period  that  it  was 
of  the  most  vital  importance  that  it  should 
continue.  The  consequence  had  been,  that 
the  resources  of  the  country  had  been 
economized ;  and,  above  all,  the  shedding 
of  blood  had  been  spared.  He  thanked 
God  for  the  continuance  of  peace,  and  for 
the  prospects  of  escaping  from  the  evils  of 
war.  If  there  were  still  difficulties  to 
encounter,  he  was  very  far  from  going  the 
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length  of  the  hon.  memher  for  Essex^  and 
supposing  that  his  Majesty's  Government 
would  be  the  victims  of  this  sjrstem  of 
diplomacy.  He  had  no  such  supposition — 
he  entertained  no  such  fear.  Far  from  it. 
He  was  full  of  thankfulness  for  the  past^ 
and  full  of  hope  for  the  future. 

Lord  George  Bentinck  wished  to  point 
out  an  instance  of  the  way  in  which  this 
embargo  operated.  There  were  two  ships 
in  the  river,  one  an  English,  another  an 
American  vessel,  freighted  for  Holland. 
When  the  Order  in  Council  imposing  the 
embargo  was  issued,  the  freight  of  the 
English  ship  was  transferred  to  the  Ameri* 
can.  Thd  American  sailed  to  Rotterdam, 
gained  by  her  voyage  SGOL,  and  returned 
to  the  Thames  with  a  second  freight,  whilst 
the  English  vessel  had  been  the  whole  time 
lying  ime  where  she  was  when  the  freight 
was  first  taken  from  her.  Such  an  instance 
showed  one  of  the  «vil  effects  of  the  em- 
bargo. The  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  seemed  tp  be  at  a  loss 
to  know  how  the  embargo  injured  the 
trade  of  this  country  without  inflicting  a 
similar  injury  on  the  trade  of  Holland.  It 
ill  became  him  to  pretend  to  explain  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  how  the  injury 
to  this  country  was  caused,  but  he  would 
tell  him  how  British  trade  suffered  more 
and  Dutch  less.  The  reason  was  simple. 
Three-fourths  of  the  trade  between  this 
country  and  Holland  was  carried  on  in 
English  bottoms,  and  the  other  fourth  in 
Dutch  bottoms ;  consequently  Holland 
could  not  suffer  in  the  same  proportion. 
The  effect  of  the  embargo  was,  to  injure 
British  trade  three*fold.  The  fact  was 
undeniable,  and  so  was  the  inference  he 
drew  from  it. 

Mr.  Pollock  rose  to  complain  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Civilian  had 
taken  the  opportunity  which  the  present 
discussion  afforded  to  allude  to  a  discussion 
which  had  happened  on  a  former  occasion, 
and  to  make  general  remarks  on  the  hon. 
Member  below  him  (Mr.  Baring).  He 
(Mr.  Pollock)  thought  his  hon.  and  learned 
.friend  would  have  done  better  not  to  have 
•  made  such  personal  remarks  at  a  time  when 
the  hon.  member  for  Essex  had  spoken, 
and  when  he  therefore  could  have  no 
opportunity  of  vindicating  himself.  With 
regard  to  the  embargo,  which  was  the  main 
question  before  them,  he  would  ask,  had 
embargoes  not  always  been  used,  not  as 
instruments  of  peace,  but  as  instruments  of 
war  ?  Was  it  then  to  be  borne,  that  the 
,  embargo  in  this  case  should  be  used  solely 


as  an  instrument  by  which  to  facilitate  the 
negotiations  carried  on  by  our  ambassadors, 
and  the  ambassadors  of  the  king  of  the 
French,  in  regard  to  the  separation  of  Bel- 
gium from  Holland,  in  which  France  was 
chiefly  interested,  and  the  most  certain  to 
gain.  He  admitted,  that  it  could  not  be 
said,  that  the  King  had  not  the  power  of 
laying  on  an  embargo,  oven  in  time  of 
peace ;  still,  when  he  found  that  the  con* 
trary  had  uniformly  been  the  practice  by 
the  law  of  nations — and  when  it  was  plain 
that  the  laying  on  of  an  embargo  in  time 
of  peace  was  a  grievance  for  which  no 
redress  could  be  obtained  in  our  Courts  of 
Law — he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  it 
was  without  precedent,  and  wrong ;  and  he 
protested  against  it  in  the  present  instance, 
as  tending  to  place  England  in  a  situation 
which  might  lead  her  into  an  inglorious 
war,  from  which  neither  honour  nor  ad . 
vantage  was  to  be  obtained. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  wished  to  know  whether 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Polmerston) 
intended  •  to  say,  that  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands  was  obstinately  protracting 
the  pending  negotiations  with  a  view  to 
the  recovery  of  his  dominion  over  the  Bel- 
gian provinces  ?  If  the  noble  Lord  intended 
to  make  any  such  statement,  he  must  ex- 

?ress  his  entire  dissent  with  regard  to  it. 
le  contended  that  the  king  of  the  Nether, 
lands  had,  from  the  very  beginning  of  the 
negotiations,  as  well  as  in  his  speech  to 
the  States-General,  recognized  the  separa. 
tion  of  the  two  countries.  In  fact,  there  had 
never  existed  on  the  part  of  that  monarch  a  de- 
sire to  withhold  a  recognition  of  the  indepen. 
cnceof  Belgium. He  would  not  enter  into  the 
commercial  part  of  the  question ;  all  he 
wished  to  know  from  the  noble  Lord,  or 
some  other  member  of  the  Government, 
was,  whether  it  was  intended  to  charge 
the  king  of  the  Netherlands  with  protract- 
ing the  pending  negotiations  from  a  desire 
to  regain  the  possession  of  the  Belgian 
provinces  ? 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that,  being  called 
upon  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  would  answer 
lus  question,  although  he  had  no  previous 
intention  of  taking  part  in  the  debate.  It 
was  true  that  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
had  agreed  to  acknowledge  the  sovereignty 
of  Belgium ;  but  he  had  done  so  on  such 
conditions  only  as  rendered  it  impossible 
that  the  independence  of  Belgium  could 
be  maintained.  Such  an  acknowledgement 
was  not  likely  to  effect  what  they  had  had 
always  in  view  in  the  course  of  those  nego- 
tiations, namely,  the  maintenance  of  peace. 
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When  hon.  Members  looked  into  the  con- 
dition of  those  two  countries,  and  consi- 
dered the  impossibilitj  of  maintaining  the 
peace  of  Europe  without  a  proper  acknow- 
ledgement of  Belgium,  he  thought  they 
vrould  agree  with  him  that  no  more 
effectual  step  could  be  taken  to  prevent 
war.  He  admitted,  and  indeed,  no  man 
could  doubt,  that  ^e  embargo  was  very 
distressing  to  the  merchants  and  injurious 
to  the  commerce  of  this  countrv:  but  so 
was  any  measure  in  which  it  was  necessary 
to  use  force  to  obtain  a  national  object. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  liad  spoken  of  the 
effect  of  the  embargo  on  the  commerce  of 
the  country;  but  the  question  now  was, 
whether  it  were  desirable  that  the  House 
should  interfere  to  put  an  end  to  this 
embargo,  without  taking  into  consideration 
the  policy  which  led  to  its  imposition,  or  if 
it  were  better  to  continue  the  same  policy 
in  order  to  maintain  the  peace  of  Europe. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  think 
that  this  question  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  general  peace  of  Europe;  but  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon*  Baronet  whether 
it  were  probable,  if  war  did  exist  between 
Holland  and  Belgium,  that  the  general 
peace  of  Europe  could  be  maintained  }  He 
and  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a 
Member  thought  that  it  could  not,  and 
their  object  in  laying  on  the  embargo  was 
to  prevent  such  an  occurrence.  If,  then, 
in  the  course  of  the  negotiation  between 
those  countries  it  became  necessary  to  use 
coercive  measures  against  Holland,  the 
question  came  to  be,  whether  they  were 
to  retract,  or  whether  they  ought  not  to 
persist  in  the  course  which  they  had  hitherto 
followed.  It  was  even  a  question  now 
whether  they  had  not  proceeded  so  far  that 
it  would  be  inconsistent  with  the  honour 
of  this  country  to  retract.  These  were  his 
views  on  the  subject;  but  at  the  same 
time  that  be  considered  it  the  policy  of  this 
country  to  continue  the  embargo,  he  was 
certainly  of  opinion  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  Government  to  expedite  the  negotia- 
tions ;  and  he  could  assure  the  House  that 
such  was  the  most  anxious  wish  of  evfery 
Member  of  the  Government  He  did  not 
mean  to  enter  further  into  the  details  of 
the  question ;  but,  as  he  had  been  called 
on  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  had  thought  it 
necessary  to  make  those  observations. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  the  assertion  made 
by  the  noble  Lord,  that  those  Motions 
were  got  up  for  the  purpose  of  forward- 
ing the  views  of  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands^ was  most  unfimnded. 


Viscount  Pdlmerston  explained.  He 
had  merely  said,  that  he  knew  that  thofle 
Motions  were  looked  forward  to  in  Holland 
as  likely  to  relieve  the  trade  of  that  country 
from  the  embargo  which  he  believed  press- 
ed more  heavily  on  Holland  than  on  En^ 
land. 

Mr.  Bobinson  thought  the  distinction 
drawn  by  the  noble  'Lord  was  very  nice. 
He  thought  that  the  House  had  a  right  to 
call  on  the  Government  to  explain  in  what 
state  the  negotiation  was,  or  how  long  It 
was  likely  to  last.  He  could  not  help 
saying,  that  he  saw  no  prospect  of  its 
speedy  termination.  Of  the  Five  Powere 
which  had  originally  taken  part  in  the  settle- 
ment of  the  affairs  of  Holland  and  Bel- 
gium, three,  he  believed,  bad  seceded,  find 
the  whole  afiair  appeared  to  be  left  to  the 
arbitration  of  France  and  England;  and 
he  was  of  opinion  that  if  the  three  North- 
em  Powers  had  been  really  sincere  in  their 
wish  to  settle  the  question,  Holland  wonld 
not  have  been  forced  to  submit.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  had  mooted  a  most  extraor- 
dinary doctrine.  He  had  said,  that  if 
commerce  were  shut  out  in  one  quarter 
it  would  find  vent  in  another.  In  the 
course  of  his  parliamentary  experience,  he 
(Mr.  Robinson)  had  never  heard  such  a 
doctrine  from  the  mouth  of  a  Member  of 
the  Government  before ;  but  he  was 
afraid  that  it  was  the  doctrine  on  which 
the  present  Government  had  frequently 
acted.  With  regard  to  the  insurance  on 
vessels  on  which  the  embaigo  had  been 
laid,  he  could  say  that  at  least  one-third  of 
the  subjects  of  Holland  who  had  sufiPered 
were  insured  at  Lloyd's,  and  that  the  loss, 
in  case  of  confiscation,  must  eventually 
come  on  this  country ;  and  whatever  ibc 
opinion  of  the  learned  Civilian  opposite 
might  be,  he  could  assure  him,  that  this 
was  the  opinion  of  the  underwriters  them- 
selves, and  of  the  merchants,  as  they  drew 
a  distinction  between  an  embargo  laid  on 
during  a  war  and  this  embargo,  which  had 
been  laid  on  in  a  period  of  profound  peace. 
He  was  convinced  that  the  merchants  did 
not  petition  the  House  in  order  to  enoK 
barrass  Government ;  indeed,  he  had  never 
known  so  much  forbearance  shown  to  any 
Government ;  and  he  therefore  repudiated 
the  idea  that  they  wished  to  embamuH 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  king  of  the  French. 
He  admitted  that  it  would,  peiiups,  be 
embarrassing  to  the  Government,  if  tbe 
embargo  were  taken  off  at  the  prefleot 
stage  of  the  negotiation ;  but  be  thought  It 
would  have  lien  miicb  beller  if  h  had 
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never  been  laid  on.      He    thought    the 
oonduct  of  the  king  of  Holland  stood  in  a 
jno»t  honourable  and  honest  light 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Affaibs  of  thb  £ast.3  Mr.  Hume 
rose  to  ask  a  question  of  Lord  Palmerston 
rdaUve  to  the  affidrs  of  the  East,  which 
were^  in  his  opinion^  quite  as  important,  if 
not  more  important^  than  the  afisdrs  of  the 
West*  which  they  had  just  been  discussing. 
He  conceived  that  it  was  doubtful  whether 
the  policy  which  Great  Britain  had  pursued 
with  regard  to  Turkey  had  not  been  detri- 
mental to  her  real  interests.  There  was  in  it 
an  apparent  want  of  judgment,  and  a  real 
mismanagement^  for  which  it  was  difficult, 
if  not  impossible^  to  account  If  there  was 
anything  more  than  another  against  which 
the  House  should  be  anxious  to  guard,  it  was 
against  the  occurrence  of  war  in  Europe 
and  against  the  giving  to  Russia  that  pre- 
ponderance in  the  East  which  she  had  now 
obtained  by  the  mismanagement  of  the 
British  Government.  He  called  the  atten« 
tion  of  the  House  to  this  subject,  because 
year  after  vear,  on  his  objecting  to  the 
large  establishments  which  we  had  been 
keeping  up  in  the  Mediterranean,  he  had 
been  told,  that  it  was  owing  to  the  necessity 
under  which  we  laboured  of  maintaining  a 
large  force  in  that  quarter  to  guard  our 
interests.  The  question  on  which  he  now 
sought  to  obtain  public  information  was 
this — why  at  the  hour  of  need,  when  a 
BritLih  force  might  have  been  of  use,  had 
tlie.  capital  of  Turkey  been  left  a  prey  to 
the  Russians?  Why  had  there  been  even 
no  ambassador  of  England  there?  And 
why  had  there  been  no  fleet  in  the  Dar- 
danelles, to  give  efficacy  to  the  remonstran. 
ces  which  he  might  have  had  occasion  to 
make  ?  Whilst  we  were  publicly  avowing 
that  we  concurred  with  France  in  her 
desire  to  maintain  peace,  it  was  strange 
that  we  should  leave  the  Ministers  of 
France  to  resist  by  themselves  the  impor- 
tunities of  the  Russian  embassy  to  obtain 
for  their  master  military  possession  of 
Constantinople.  That  was  an  effect  for 
which  the  noUe  Lord  must  be  answerable, 
if,  from  his  want  of  attention,  it  should 
turn  out  that  that  support  which  was 
necessary  to  give  effect  to  the  remonstrant 
ces  of  the  French  embassy  at  Constan- 
tinople had  not  been  afforded  in  an  emer- 
.gency  which,  if  it  had  occurred  a  few 
years  tun,  must  have  involved  Europe  in 
war.     The  emergency  to  which  he  alluded 

vras  the  appearance  of  a  Bussian  fleet,  and 


also  of  a  Russian  anny,  at  Constantinople, 
llie  question  which  he  wished  to  put  to 
the  noble  Lord  was,  had  we  any  am- 
bassador at  Constantinople  at  present,  or 
had  we  not  ?  He  held  dt  that  moment  a 
report  in  his  hand,  which  showed  that  for 
the  fourteen  years  immediately  preceding 
the  year  1830  the  diplomacy  of  the  coun- 
try had  cost  us  annually  from  300,000/. 
to  400,000/.  a-year.  He  had  been  told 
over  and  over  again,  that  this  was  necessary 
to  guard  our  interests  abroad;  but  now^ 
when  Constantinople  was  in  danger  of 
falling  into  the  hands  of  the  victorious 
Egyptians,  there  was  no  British  diplo- 
matist resident  in  Constantinople,  to  sup- 
port or  assist  the  remonstrances  of  the 
French  embassy.  He  would  again  repeat 
his  question — ''Who  is  the  ambassador 
from  the  Court  of  England  to  the  Porte  ? 
And  if  there  is  any  such  person,  why  is  he 
not  at  his  post?  "  His  object  was  to  get 
an  answer  to  that  question ;  and  in  order 
to  do  so,  he  should  move  that  there  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  names 
of  all  persons  appointed  as  ambassadors,  or 
as  Ministers  plenipotentiaries,  or  as  secre- 
taries of  embassy,  to  Constantinople  since 
January,  1827,  stating  the  dates  of  their 
appointments,  and  the  amount  of  their 
salaries;  stating,  also,  how  long  each  of 
them  had  resided  in  Turkey  dnce  his  ap- 
pointment to  his  office.  He  should  not 
press  this  Motion  to  a  division;  all  he 
wanted  was,  to  give  the  noble  Lord  an 
opportunity  of  making  a  satisfactory  ex- 
planation upon  these  points  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country. 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  that  he  had 
no  objection  to  grant  the  return  for  which 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  had  moved. 
He  would  tell  the  hon.  Member,  however, 
without  waiting  for  the  paper,  that  Sir 
Robert  Gordon,  who  was  ambassador  to 
the  Porte  at  the  period  first  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member,  had  returned  homo 
early  in  last  year;  that  Sir  Stratford 
Canning,  who  was  to  have  succeeded  him, 
had  been  sent  on  an  important  mission^ 
which  it  was  for  the  interest  of  Great 
Britain  to  have  arranged  as  speedily  as 
possible;  and  that  Lord  Ponsonby,  who 
had  succeeded  him,  had  been  sent  out  to 
Constantinople,  was  now  there,  and  would 
have  been  there  sooner  had  it  not  been 
for  some  difficulty  which  had  arisen  as  to  the 
means  of  transport.  There  had  been  how- 
ever, during  all  that  period  at  Constantino, 
pie  a  secretary  of  embassy,  who  had  acted 
with  great  judgment  and  discretionj  and 
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whose  conduct  had  met  the  entire  approha- 
tion  of  the  Govemmont  at  home.  He 
could  not  help  sayings  that  he  stood  at  that 
moment  in  a  position  unusual  for  a 
member  of  any  Cabinet ;  for,  after  having 
been  exposed  to  the  lash  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Essex,  for  his  perpetual  inter- 
meddling with  the  affairs  of  other  states, 
after  having  been  visited  vtrith  his  castiga- 
tion  for  mediating  in  one  place,  and  for 
arbitrating  in  another,  he  was  now  exposed 
to  the  shafts  of  the  hon.  member  for  Mid- 
dlesex, who  thought  that  he  had  not 
interfered  sufficiently  in  the  affairs  of 
Turkey.  There  was,  it  was  true,  some 
slight  difference  in  the  two  charges  brought 
against  him.  His  Majesty *8  Government 
was  blamed,  in  one  of  them,  for  interfer. 
ing  in  matters  at  their  own  doors,  which 
involved  in  them  the  safety  of  the  Empire, 
and  was  blamed  in  the  other  for  not  inter, 
fering  in  matters  which  occurred  at  the 
other  extremity  of  Europe,  which  however 
important  they  might  be,  were  not  quite 
so  important  to  us  as  the  affairs  of  HolUmd. 
But  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  was 
not  justified  in  condemning  his  Majesty's 
Government,  for  Hot  having  interfered  in 
tlie  affairs  of  Turkey.  The  hon.  Member 
had  asked,  where  was  our  ambassador,  and 
where  was  our  fleet  ?  He  would  answer 
the  question.  Our  ambassador  was  on  the 
road.  Well ;  but  the  secretary  of  legation 
was  at  his  post.  When  the  hon.  Member 
asked  where  was  our  fleet,  he  was  inclined 
to  ask  where  would  it  have  been  if  the  hon. 
Member's  motion  for  cutting  off  7,000  men 
from  the  number  of  men  voted  in  the 
Navy  Estimates  had  been  carried  ?  So  re- 
duced, how  our  fleet  could  have  executed 
any  plans  either  of  arbitration  or  of  media- 
tion, he  was  at  a  loss  to  comprehend.  He 
assured  the  House  that  the  Government 
had  not  been  inattentive  to  the  events 
which  had  occurred  in  the  east  of  Europe. 
Those  events  had  received  the  most  anx- 
ious attention  of  the  Cabinet,  and  this 
country,  it  would  appear  hereafter,  had 
not  neglected  to  take  steps  in  conjunction 
with  its  allies,  to  ward  against  the  danger 
which  those  events  menaced.  Whenever 
the  Government  should  be  at  liberty  to 
enter  into  the  necessary  explanation  of  the 
steps  which  it  had  taken,  in  concert  with 
its  allies,  he  was  certain  that  the  House 
would  be  *of  opinion  that  it  had  not  been 
unmindful  of  the  duty  which  it  owed  to 
the  country,  and  of  the  bharacter  which 
that  country  enjoyed  among  the  nations 
at  large. 


Mr.  Baring  said,  that  thmiek  thexe  was 
an  apparent  inconsistency  in  me  asaertioii, 
it  might  still  be  true^  diat  his  Majesty's 
Government  had  interfered  too  much  in 
one  place  and  too  little  in  another.  There 
was  no  reason,  on  the  face  of  dxeiiautaaoefly 
to  suppose,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  iieg« 
lected  his  duty  as  to  Turkey ;  but  wh^ 
such  important  events  as  every  nuu  had 
anticipated  for  some  time  were  on  the  eve 
of  taking  place, — when  Russia  was  sending 
her  fleet  and  her  armies  to  Constantinople 
— and  when  the  French  were  dictatmg  to 
the  Sultan  what  he  ought  to  da,  it  was 
not,  even  upon  the  showing  of  the  noble 
Lord  himself,  satisfactory  to  be  infanned 
that  one  of  our  ambassadors  was  on  the 
road  to  Constantinople,  and  that  another . 
was  on  the  road  from  it.  The  progress 
and  the  probable  result  of  the  JS^ypfaaa 
invasion  had  been  known  and  anticipated 
for  months ;  and  as  yet  there  had  been  no 
satisfactory  explanation  offered  why  we 
had  no  minister  to  i^esent  us  at  Con- 
stantinople. 

Viscount  Paltnerston  t  Lord  Ponsonfay 
was  kept  at  Naples  for  a  month,  because 
the  frigate  whidi  was  to  convey  him  finmi 
Naples  to  Constantinople  was  wind-bound 
for  that  time,  and  not  aUe  to  reach  Che 
bay  of  Naples. 

Supply — Jhrsby.]  The  House  went, 
on  the  motion  of  Lord  Althorp,  into  a 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  ElUce  proposed,  that  there  be  grant* 
ed  to  his  Majesty  a  sum  of  not  less  than 
110,835^.  15#.  5d.  to  defray  the  pay  of 
general  staff  officers  and  officers  of  the  boa* 
pitals  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  from 
the  1  St  of  April,  1833,  to  the  31st  of  Mardi, 
1834,  both  days  inclunve. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  as  this  vote  related 
to  the  staff,  he  would  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  to  put  a  question  with  respect 
to  the  staff  in  the  Island  of  Jersey.  The 
governor  of  that  island  was  a  general  staff- 
officer.  A  dispute,  which  was  likely  to 
lead  to  some  unpleasant  distuihanoe,  had 
lately  taken  place  between  that  officer  and 
the  Parliament  of  Jersey,  in  oonsequenoe 
of  his  interference  with  its  proceedings. 
It  appeared  that  the  local  Fuliament  of 
that  island,  as  well  as  the  general  Farlta* 
ment  of  the  Empire,  had  lately  undergone 
a  salutary  reform.  The  Members  had,  in 
consequence,  determined  to  admit  the  pub* 
lie  in  future  to  witness  and  to  report  their 
proceedings.  To  this  determinidon  the 
Governor  had^  as  he  was  infonoed,  opposed 
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himadf,  and  henoe  gdeat  dittatisfacdon  in 
the  lalniil*  Now  we  ought  to  have  the 
idand  at  peace  ;  for  we  had  heen  at  large 
expense  for  its  protection,  and  all  that  ex- 
pense would  he  thrown  away  if  we  had 
not  the  inhahitants  cordially  engaged  on 
our  side*  He  widied  to  know>  vmether  it 
waff  true  that  a  dispute  had  taken  place 
hetween  the  Governor  of  the  island  and 
the  local  Parliament,  and  if  a  dilute  had 
taken  place,  whether  it  was  likely  to  he 
soon  stopped  ?  If  not,  it  was  likely  to  lead 
to  further  disturhances,  and  those  disturb- 
ances would  lead,  as  a  matter  of  necessity, 
to  increased  establishments  in  that  island. 

Mr.  Lamb  had  not  expected  suck  a  ques- 
tion as  this  to  be  put  to  him  upon  the  Army 
Estimates,  with  which  it  was  not  very  na- 
turally connected,  and  he  was  not  prepared 
to  give  it  a  positive  answer.  The  decision 
of  which  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex 
complained,  was  not  the  decision  of  the 
Governor  of  Jersey,  but  the  decision  of  the 
Privy  Ck>uncil,  to  which  the  matter  had 
been  referred.  The  Governor  had  only 
been  the  medium  of  communicating  it  to 
the  local  authorities.  That  decision,  he 
understood,  was*  strictly  according  to  the 
law  of  the  island* 

Mr.  Hume  was  sorry  to  find,  that  reform 
here  had  prevented  reform  from  being  estab- 
lished triumphantly  in  the  Island  of  Jersey. 
The  disturbances  between  the  local  and  the 
imperial  government  would  lead  to  the  in- 
crease of  our  military  establishments  in 
Jersey,  as  similar  events  had  led  to  the 
increase  of  them  in  other  colonial  depend- 
encies of  the  Crown.  He  hoped  that,  on 
another  occasion,  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
would  lay  bdfore  the  House  the  reasons 
why  the  Government  would  not  accede  to 
the  very  salutary  Amendment  proposed  in 
the  meetings  of  the  assembly  of  Jersey. 

The  grant  was  voted* 

Supply— Volunteer  Force.]  On  the 
question,  that  the*  sum  of  103,318/.  13#.  2d» 
be  granted  to  defray  the  charge  of  Volunteer 
Corps  for  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  from  March,  1833,  to 
March,  1834, 

'  Mr.  Hume  said,  he  would  oppose  the 
Resolution.  He  appealed  to  the  country 
gentlemen  of  Engbmd,  and  he  would  ask 
them,  whether  they  could  not  call  out  the 
active  and  steady  loyalty  of  the  country, 
if  they  were  menaced  by  insubordination, 
-without  resorting  to  this  paltry  payment 
of  4/.  or  5/.    It  appeared,  he  knew,  in  the 

detailsi  tg  be  «t  my  small  sum ;  but,  take 


it  in  the  aggregate,  it  was  a  very  large  one. 
With  respect  to  the  Irish  Volunteers,  he 
would  ask,  who  they  were— what  they 
were — and  what  they  did,  or  were  doing  ? 
He  should  like  some  of  the  Irish  Members 
then  present  to  inform  him,  where  these 
Irish  Volunteers  were,  and  what  was  their 
number  ?  He  should  move,  that  the  vote 
be  reduced  one-half;  this  would  give  the 
Volunteers  six  months'  pay,  and  Would 
afford  the  Government  an  opportunity  of 
inquiring  into  the  necessity  of  continuing 
such  a  force ;  and,  if  it  were  deemed  advis- 
able, of  totally  disbanding  them. 

Mr.  Ellice  said,  that  with  respect  to  Ire- 
land, there  were  a  number  of  men  per- 
manently employed  as  sei^eants  and  drum- 
mers. *If  these  men  were  now  dismissed, 
there  would  be  a  very  considerable  expense 
incurred  for  allowances  and  pensions.  He 
wished  much  to  reduce  the  expense ;  and, 
if  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  would 
leave  the  matter  with  him,  he  would  use 
his  best  endeavours  to  lighten  the  burthen. 

Mr.  Jervig  said,  the  Volunteers  of  Ireland 
had  been  very  useful.  They  had  come 
forward  in  times  of  great  alann,  and  well 
deserved  any  trifling  remuneration  that  was 
given  to  them. 

Mr.  G*C<mneU  declared,  that  he  did  not 
understand  what  was  meant  by  ''Volun- 
teers "  who  received  pay.  They  were,  in 
his  opinion,  not  "Volunteers,"  but  labourers 
for  hire.  They  were  like  some  conscripts 
of  whom  he  had  read.  A  traveller  seeing 
a  number  of  them  linked  together,  inquired, 
"  Who  are  these  men  thus  manaded  ?" 
"  Oh,"  said  his  informant,  "  they  are  volun- 
teers^going  joyfully  to  serve  their  coun* 
try." 

Mr.  Jervis:  Did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  never  "  volunteer"  his  services  for 
pay? 

Mr.  OConncll:  Certainly  not;  never; 
that  is  exactly  the  distinction. 

Mr.  Ruthven  declared,  that  he  knew, 
that  those  situations  of  permanent  ser- 
geants and  drummers  were  given  by  per- 
sons in  authority  to  their  menial  servants 
—to  whippers4n,  and  huntsmen,  and  stable 
followers. 

Mr.  Ellice  said,  he  would  cause  inquii^ 
to  be  made  into  the  whole  subject,  especially 
with  respect  to  the  points  which  had  last 
been  noticed,  and  the  evil  should  be  cor- 
rected. 

Mr.  Sham  was  of  opinion,  that  the  yeo- 
manry of  Ireland  were  well  worthy  of  every 
assistance  which  could  be  affi)rded  to  them. 

Mn  Hume  wished  to  knowj  whether 
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those  who  were  denominated  "  Volunteers" 
had  ever  been  enrolled^  and  bad  done  ser- 
vice }  He  thought  that  this  vote  ought  to 
be  postponed  until  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  received  further  and  more  explicit 
information  on  the  subject  He  should 
like  to  know  on  what  ground  a  corps  of 
yeomanry  had  been  recently  raised  at  Hud* 
dersBeld. 

Mr.  Lewis  FerUon  declared^  that  he  knew 
of  no  intention  to  raise  such  a  corps.  There 
was  not,  at  present^  any  corps^  either  of 
cavalry  or  infantry^  at  Huddersfield.  He 
had  commanded  a  yeomanry  corps  in  that 
district  from  1829  to  1831  >  which  had  not 
cost  the  Government  one  farthing.  If  there 
were  an  intention  of  raising  a  corps  of 
yeomanry  at  Huddersfield^  he  would  say, 
that  there  was  not  a  place  in  England 
where  such  a  corps  would  be  more  useful. 
In  the  last  winter  the  conduct  of  some  of 
the  operatives  was  calculated  to  excite  the 
most  unpleasant  feelings. 

Mr.  Lamb  said,  it  was  only  necessary  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
state  in  which  the  country  was  placed  at 
the  latter  end  of  1830,  and  the  beginning 
of  1831,  to  prove  that  the  Government  had 
not  acted  injudiciously  in  calling  on  the 
better  sort  of  yeomanry  and  farmers  to 
come  forward  for  the  protection  of  life  and 
property.  Those  individuals  had  obeyed 
this  call ;  and  it  would  be  most  ungracious 
conduct  on  the  part  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment now  to  turn  on  them  and  say,  "  it 
is  true  you  have  put  down  these  disturb- 
ances^  and  the  expense  was  trifling,  but 
hereafter  you  must  serve  without  pay  or 
allowance."  In  fact,  that  which  the  yeou 
manry  received  was  not  pay;  it  merely 
went  to  cover  a  variety  of  expenses  inci- 
dental to  the  service. 

Sir  Edmund  Hayes  said,  that  he  thought 
his  Majesty's  present  Ministers  had  them, 
selves  given  the  most  ample  refutation  to 
the  unfounded  and  unwarrantable  assertions 
made  respecting  the  yeomanry,  by  the 
member  for  Dublin,  and  echoed  by  the 
meinber  for  Middlesex.  He  could  appeal 
to  the  late  right  hon*  Secretary  on  that 
subject ;  it  being  well  known  that  he,  in 
conjunction  with  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Irish  Government,  in  a  mo* 
ment  of  panic  and  apprehension,  excited  by 
the  agitation  of  the  repeal  question^  put 
arms  into  the  hands  of  those  very  men  who 
are  now  reviled,  thereby  proving  that  they 
knew  their  value;  and  acknowledged, 
though  reluctantly,  that  in  time  of  danger, 
(hey  were  the  men  to  be  really  depended 
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on  for  courage,  loyalty,  and  true  friendahip 
to  British  connexion.  Every  man  who  did 
not  participate  in  the  ignonmce  of  the 
member  for  Middlesex,  knew  that  to  be 
the  case.  The  present  right  hon*  Gentle* 
man,  the  Secretary  at  War,  had  not  been 
long  in  office,  but  it  was  to  be  hoped  that 
he  did  not  come  forward  so  profoundly  ig- 
norant of  the  constitution  of  the  service  for 
which  the  vote  of  money  was  asked,  as  to 
lend  any  credence  to  the  wicked  and  unten- 
able assertions  which  had  been  made. 

Mr.  Andrew  Johnston  said,  it  would  be 
very  satisfactory  for  him  and  his  constitu^ 
ents  to  know  some  good  reason  for  raising 
such  a  corps  as  he  had  heard  was  about  to 
be  raised  in  Fife. 

Mr.  Robert  Wallace  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  an  attempt  was  set  on  foot  to  get 
up  a  system  similar  in  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land to  that  which  prevailed  in  Ireland, 
where  one  class  of  men  was  opposed  to 
another  class.  It  was  just  like  the  system 
of  Orangemen  of  Ireland,  who  were  op., 
posed  to,  and  oppressing  a  different  claas  of 
people. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  the  hon*  Member 
who  spoke  last  had  shown  his  ignorance 
of  the  state  of  Ireland.  What  tibat  hon. 
Member  had  advanced  was  calculated  to 
lower  the  character  of  the  Orangemen  of 
Ireland.  He  described  them  as  &ing  un- 
friendly to  those  who  possessed  a  dirorent 
creed.  He,  as  an  Orangeman,  denied  that 
they  entertained  any  such  feeling.  The 
Orangemen,  on  the  contrary,  held  out  the 
hand  of  friendship  to  well-disposed  perKxis 
of  every  creed. 

Mr.  Walker  declared,  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  yeomanry  of  Ireland  were  a  party  corpa, 
and  most  active  in  attempting  to  put  down 
liberal  opinions.  They  were  the  chief  cauae 
of  all  the  disturbances  which  took  plaee. 

Lord  Belfast  defaided  the  Irish  yeo- 
manry, than  whom  a  more  respectable  body 
of  men  did  not  exist. 

Mr.  O'ConneU  observed,  that  in  the  town 
(Belfast)  which  the  noUe  Lord  represented, 
a  Catholic  could  not  be  buried  without  the 
followers  of  the  corpse  being  brutally  fired 
at  by  the  yeomanry. 

Mr.  F.  O  Connor  asserted,  that  the  yeo- 
manry force  of  Ireland  had  contributed  to 
disturb  the  peace  of  the  country. 

Mr.  EUwe  defended  the  items  of  the 
vote,  but  expressed  his  willingness  to  con- 
sent to  a  deduction,  on  account  of  the 
Huddersfield  corps,  if  his  hon.  friend  in- 
sisted on  it,  after  the  explanatkm  of  the 
hoQ.  Member  in  the  gallery. 
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Mr.  Hvme  did  not  say,  that  he  would  go 
80  £eu:  as  to  put  down  Uie  yeomanry  force^ 
but  wished  to  withhold  the  public  money 
fvom  theni* 

The  Committee  divided  on  Mr.  Hume's 
Amendment,  that  the  vote  be  reduced  one 
half:  Aye8  5S;  Noes  205— Majority  152. 

List  of  the  Ay  EA. 
Englakd.  Wason,  R. 


Agiionby,  H.  A. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Bewes,  T. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Chichesteri  J.  P.  B. 
Divett,  £. 
Failhfull,  G. 
Fancourt,  Major 
Fielden,  J. 
Fryer,  R. 
Orote,  G. 
Guest,  J.  J* 
liall,  B. 
Uawes,  B.  ^ 
Ilutt,  W. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lloyd,  J.  H. 
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HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Monday,    May   13,  1833. 

MmOTMi]  PftUioiM  picscntoi  By  Earl  FiTziutLiAir, 
from  the  City  of  York,  agaimt  further  Restrinlon  on 
SvringB  Banks}  and  from  I^eedi,  for  the  Repeal  or  R^ 
viii(QnoftteGoniL««>.— ByEarlCAWDOB,  LonJteKsjf- 
Toir,  Eaekam,  and  Rollbs  and  the  Bishop  of  London, 
from  aereral  PIaoec,-~4igafa»t  Slavery.— By  the  Duke  of 
RioBMOWD,  from  BexhIIl,  ttit  the  aune  Sy*tem  of  Tlthei 
to  Eoglaiiil  that  if  about  to  be  granted  fo  Ireland.-<»By 
Karl  Cawdor,  from  Aberyitwith,  ftxr  aoma  Measure  that 
win  fender  the  Eetablithed  Church  mora  cxtenalTely 
UMftd.— By  0ie  lfan|uaai  of  TATitracx.  from  the  Pid- 
toMaat  maenten  of  Bedford,  for  ReUef  with  regard  to 
Marriages,  Registration,  and  Churd)  Rates.— By  Lord 
Lyif  DBunr,  from  the  Oomralssiooeft  of  the  Court  of 
Request  of  Bristol  to  Bxcmpt  that  City  from  the  opei»- 
tkm  of  the  Local  JurisdicUon  BUI.— By  the  Earls  of  Caw- 
dor, UxBRfDoa,  FiFR,  GoarORD,  Pitswiluait,  Mob^ 
LBT,  RADiroR,  and  Robbbbrt,  tht  Dnkeof  OiroiraaiBB, 
the  Maniucssof  TATiarocx,  Lords  Babham,  DiMORBBir, 
WnAMMcurrm,  Poltimori,  Roixr,  SorriBLD,  Stan- 
LBT,  DuirvAB,  and  FBTBRsaAV,  and  the  Bishop  of 
LoHDOVt  ttom  a  gnat  Number  of  Plaoea— against  Slavery. 

Conduct  of  a  Peer.]    The  Earl  of 
WmckUsea  gaidy  be  fel(  confident  that 


their  Lordships  were  most  zealous  to  sup- 
port the  high  character  which  they  had 
nitherto  maintained.  He  could  not  find 
language  to  express  the  deep  indignation 
which  he  felt  at  the  slur  cast  on  their 
Lordships*  House  by  the  report  of  a  trial 
which  he  had  seen  in  the  newspapers 

The  Lord  Chancellor  begged  pardon  for 
interposing  to  prevent  the  statement  which 
the  noble  Earl  was  about  to  make,  evi- 
dently under  feelings  of  the  most  natural 
and  praiseworthy  nature,  and  in  which  he 
himself,  with  the  House  generally,  perhaps, 
was  inclined  to  concur.  But  he  prayed  the 
noble  Earl  to  remember,  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  was  a  party  in  this  case  stood  at  present 
in  a  peculiar  situation.  He  was  not  yet 
properly  convicted.  A  verdict  had  passed, 
It  was  true,  but  it  remained  suspended  as 
to  its  operation.  It  mieht  never  have  any, 
or  it  might  be  moved  to  be«  set  aside. 
Until  the  four  first  days  of  Term  had 
elapsed,  it  was  quite  impossible  to  tell 
whether  the  noble  Lord  would  be  convicted 
or  not.  Had  he  known  the  intention  of 
the  noble  Earl,  he  would  have  taken  the 
opportunity  of  asking  for  a  few  minutes' 
private  conversation  on  the  subject,  for  the 
sake  of  making  to  him  that  communica- 
tion. The  noble  Person  in  question  must 
in  fact  be  considered  as  still  on  his  trial. 

The  Earl  of  WinchUsea  bowed  with 
submission  to  the  noble  Lord.  He  cer- 
tainly felt  stronglv  upon  the  subject. 

The  Duke  ot  Omberland  felt  ex- 
cessively happy  at  the  explanation  which 
had  talcen  place.  He  certainly  entered 
the  House  under  a  belief  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  convicted. 

The  Earl  of  EUhn  said,  that  until  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  had  either  refused 
or  granted  the  trial,  the  case  was  still  in  a 
course  of  adjudication  ;  therefore,  at  pre- 
sent, their  Lordships  were  scarcely  in  a 
situation  to  form  any  judgment.* 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,   May  13,    1833. 

MiNDTss.]  Papers  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Tookb* 
an  Aooount  of  the  Nmnbcr  of  CertifieBles  taken  out 
Annually  by  Attomics  and  Sotletton  practisbig  in  England 
and  Wales,  ftom  the  first  Day  of  Easter  Term,  1819,  to 

*  It  was  understood  that  the  case  referred 
to  in  the  text  was  that  of  Lord  Teynfaam,  who 
bad  been  found  gutky  in  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench  of  a  conspiracy  to  defraud.  The  noble 
Lord  subsequently  moved  for  and  obtained  a 
new  uiaL 
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the  laote  Day,  1833 :  of  the  Number  of  Aftieles  of  Clefk- 
ships  of  Attomiesy  and  of  Assignments  thereof,  filed  in  his 
Mi^pity's  Court  of  King's  Bench  in  eadi  year  for  the  same 
Term :  also  of  the  gross  Annual  Amount  of  Stamp  Duties 
paid  upon  Admission  of  Attomies  and  Solicitors  to  prac- 
tise in  bis  Majesty's  Courts  of  King's  Bench,  Chancery, 
ftc,  ftom  the  seventh  Day  of  May,  1819,  to  ttie  tame 
Day,  1833. 

New  Writ  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Abbrcrombik,  for 
Tiverton,  in  the  room  of  Mr.  Kbnnxdt,  declared  nnduly 
elected. 

Bills.  Read  a  third  time !— hewers.  Committed :— Dower ; 
Curtesy  of  England ;  and  Inheritance. 

Petitions  preented.  By  Mr.  Goulbit&m,  ftom  the  Clogy  of 
Kllmoce,  ftom  several  Plaoes  in  Cornwall,  and  from  the 
University  of  Cambridge;  and  by  Sir  Robbst  Pbkl, 
from  the  Clergy  of  Mddlesex,  and  other  Places, — against 
the  Church  Tempoialities  (Ireland)  BilL«— By  Sir  Robbrt 
Pbbl»  from  Plympton,  St  Mary,  for  making  the  pro- 
posed Commutation  of  Tithes  on  Fair  and  Ek^uitable  Prin- 
ciples.— By  Colonel  Lxith  Hav,  from  Forres;  and  by 
Captain  WnfTaa,  ftom  Queensferry,  against  the  Aisessed 
Taxes.— By  Sir  Robkrt  Pkxl»  by  Mr*  Sandxrbon, 
General  Sbabpb,  Mr.  Forbter,  Mr.  Asshkton  Smith, 
Mr.  Strctt,  Bfr.  Prick,  Mr.  Richards,  Mr.  W.  A. 
WiixtAMS,  Mr.  WiiaoN  Pattsn,  Mr.  Gbahtillx, 
Mr.  H.  VxRMOff,  Mr.  Crompton,  Captain  Wemtss, 
Mr.  Barnard,  Mr.  Byno,  Mr.  Briscox,  Colonel  Lxith 
Hav,  Captftn  Dvndab,  Mr.  J.  H.  Vivian,  General 
Palmer,  Sir  W.  Folrbb,  Mr.  Parkxr,  Lord  Ormxux, 
Mr*  C*  Ttrxll,  Mr.  Throckmorton.  Captain  Eluot, 
Sir  C.  J.  Orxvillb,  Mr.  Childbrb,  Mr.  Strickland, 
Mr.  HODBON,  Mr.  Bxhbtt,  Mr.  Hablano,  Mr.  Robbrt 
Grant,  Mr.  J.  W.  Bullxr,  Mr.  Warburton,  Mr. 
AouoNBT,  Sir  C.  LxMON,  and  Mr.  Emxrson  Trnnbnt, 
ftom  a  great  Number  of  Places,~4igainst  Slavery.— By 
Captain  Elliot,  ftom  Kelso,  agahist  any  Legislative 
Enactments  for  ttie  Better  Observance  of  the  Lcmi's  Day. 
— ^By  Mr.  R.  Grant,  ftom  Waterford,  for  Removing  the 
Civil  DbabUities  of  the  Jews.— By  Mr.  C.  H.  Tracy, 
from  the  Independents  of  Tewkesbury,  for  Relief  to  the 
Dissenters.— By  Mr.  Aolionbt,  from  Harrington,  for 
Inquiry  into  the  Distress  of  the  Owners  of  Merchant 
Vessels;  and  for  the  Abolition  of  the  Com  Laws.— By  Sir 
Ckablxb  Lbmon,  ftxnn  St.  Keveme,  for  Removing  the 
Cornwall  Assizes  from  Launceston  to  Truro. — By  Mr. 
Emxbbon  Txnnxnt,  ftom  the  Presbyterian  Seeeders  of 
Tyrone,  against  the  Ministerial  System  of  Education  in 
Ireland.— By  Mr.  Aolionbt,  fhnn  Codcermouth;  Mr. 
Strickland,  ftom  Beomhister,  and  Dewsbury;  and  by 
Mr.  W.  H.  Williams,  Mr.  Wilson  Pattxn,  and  Mr. 
Brmstock,  ftom  several  Places,— ogidnst  the  Sale  of  Beer 
Act — By  Mr.  T.  F.  Kbnnkdt,  from  Ayr  and  Irvine ; 
General  Sharpb,  from  Sanquhar;  and  by  Captain 
WiHTas,  ftom  Stirling  for  Repealing  the  Duty  on  Stamp 
Reedpts.- By  the  E»rl  of  Ormxlib,  Captain  Elliot, 
and  Mr.  T.  F.  Kxnnxot,  ftom  several  Places,— for 
Altering  the  present  System  of  Church  Patronage  in  Scot- 
land,^— By  Lord  Robxrt  Gbobvbnor,  ftom  Chester,  for 
making  Extra  Parocliial  Places,  contributory  to  the  Sup- 
port of  the  Poor. — By  Mr.  Strutt,  from  the  Innkeepers 
of  Hastings,  for  plaeing  Innkeepers  on  a  Footing  with 
other  Shopkeepen  as  regards  the  Assessed  Taxes. — ^By 
Mr.  Richards,  from  St  Andrew's,  Holbom,  for  Power 
to  Ma^strates  to  Suppress  Dog  Fighthig,  &c.— By  Mr. 
WiuoN  PjnrsN,  ftom  Maryport.  against  any  Altetatkm 
in  the  Timber  Duties.— By  Mr.  Hodgson,  from  Newcastle, 
against  the  Dutch  Embazga— By  Captain  WsMTsa,  from 
Perth  and  Stirling,  for  granting  to  the  Irish  the  Preaching 
of  the  GoKptl  in  their  own  Langiuge. — ^By  the  Earl  of 
Obmxlib,  from  Blaiigowrie;  and  Captain  Wxmybs,  from 
Stirling,  for  a  Factories  Regulation  Bill.— By  Mr.  Parkxr, 
from  the  Clergy  of  Sheffield;  and  Mr.  Duncombx,  from 
the  Clergy  of  the  Diooeae  of  Chester,— eg^nst  the  Church 
Temporalities  (Ireland)  BUI.— By  Mr,  Emxrson  Tkn- 
if  xnt,  from  the  Members  of  the  Savings  Bank,  Belfost, 
againat  the  Savings  Bank  Annuities  BiU.— By  the  Earl  of 
Ormblxb,  from  the  Highlands  of  Perthshire,  against  the 
Reduction  ai  the  Malt  Drawbadc ;  also  from  the  Society 
of  PvocnraCOrs  in  Perthshire,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on 

QOOMtm  of  Soiiotgnt  Maakt,  dMi»  mA  ftgm  the 


Burgh  of  Abemethy,  for  the  Abolition  of  the  Chmdi  of 
Ireland,  and  AppropriatiDg  its  Revenues  to  the  ReducUon 
or  the  National  DCbt^ 

Business  of  Committees.]  Mr. 
Benett  brought  up  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  with  the  Amendments,  on  the 
Bath  and  Warminster  Road  Bill,  and 
moved  that  they  be  read, 

Mr.  Henry  Baring  objected  to  the 
Amendments  of  the  Committee.  The 
evidence  of  Mr.  M*Adam,  Mr.  Rennie, 
and  Mr.  Mills,  went  to  disprove  the  ne- 
cessity for  the  road,  and  the  propriety  of 
the  proposed  line.  He  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  Report  be  read  that 
day  six  months. 

Mr.  Benett  supported  the  reading  of 
the  Report  and  Amendments,  and  the  pro- 
priety of  passing  the  Bill,  upon  the  grounds 
of  its  being  virtually  intended  to  improve 
the  road  between  Bath  and  Frpme. 

Mr.  Estcourt  was  convinced  that  danger 
would  arise  to  extensive  canal  property  by 
the  proposed  line  of  road.  He  understood 
the  proposition  to  be  to  postpone  the  read- 
ing of  the  Report  and  Amendments  to 
that  day  six  months ;  but  he  would  waive 
bis  support  to  that  Motion,  if  certain 
clauses  in  the  Bill,  which  he  chiefly  ob- 
jected to,  were  given  up.  The  proposed 
road  was  a  wild  and  extravagant  specu- 
lation. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  the  only  real  oppo- 
nent to  the  Bill  was  Mr.  Vivian ;  the  others 
put  forward  were  mere  men  of  straw.  There 
was,  however,  in  the  case  of  the  Com- 
mittee upon  this  Bill,  a  great  public  ques- 
tion, to  which  it  was  fit  that  the  House 
should  direct  its  attention,  and  as  early  as 
possible  apply  a  remedy.  It  was  a  great 
public  matter,  although  connected  with  a 
private  Bill.  The  Committee  was  asked 
by  the  counsel  for  Mr.  Vivian  to  adjourn 
the  Committee.  He  was  answered  that 
Mr.  Vivian  had  had  twelve  months  to  op- 
pose the  Bill,  and  the  counsel  then  said : 
"  Well,  Gentlemen,  I  will  tell  you  candidly 
what  I  mean  to  do.  I  will  examine  wit- 
nesses who  will  give  you  no  information ; 
but  who  will  take  up  your  time  till  the 
week  I  want  is  completed.  I  will  have 
the  week  some  way  or  other."  He  suc- 
ceeded in  his  object.  Such  a  power,  lodged 
in  the  hands  of  counsel,  was  incompatible 
with  the  due  discharge  of  the  duties  of 
Committees  of  the  House,  and  ought  to 
be  put  an  end  to.  The  proper  remedy,  in 
his  opinion  was,  that  Committees  should 

be  eippowered  to  give  coats.    The  road 
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vould  not  interfere  with  Mr,  Vivian's  pri- 
vacy, and  it  was  nothing  but  caprice  which 
offered  opposition  to  the  general  good. 
It  was  this  view  of  the  matter  which  in- 
duced him  to  support  the  original  Motion, 
which  was  agreeable  to  the  interests  and 
wishes  of  his  constituents. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  Mo- 
tion : — ^Ayes  49 ;  Noes  37 — Majority  12. 

Church  Temporalities  (Ireland).] 
On  the  Order  of  the  Day  being  read  for 
the  House  resolving  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  the  Irish 
Church  Reform  Bill, 

Lord  Althorp  signified  to  the  House 
that  his  Majesty  had  been  graciously 
pleased  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  Parlia- 
ment his  interests  in  the  temporalities  and 
custody  thereof,  of  the  several  bishoprics 
and  archbishoprics  in  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord  then  moved  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  Lefrcy  said,  in  rising  to  avail  him- 
self of  the  indulgence  of  the  House  as 
expressed  at  the  conclusion  of  the  debate 
on  a  former  night,  he  trusted,  in  the  line 
which  he  meant  to  take,  he  should  not 
prove  himself  unworthy  of  their  indul- 
gence, for  at  the  same  time  that  he  should 
freely  and  boldly  state  his  objections,  he 
hoped  to  satisfy  the  House  that  he  did  not 
make  objections  merely  for  the  sake  of 
objecting,  as  he  was  prepared  at  the  same 
time  to  ofier  such  suggestions  as  to  his 
mind  appeared  calculated  to  counteract 
the  mischievous  and  dangerous  principles 
which  were  involved  in  some  at  least  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  He  should 
have  ta  refer  to  details  which  might  at 
first  appear  to  some  hon.  Members  better 
suited  to  a  future  stage  of  the  Bill,  but  he 
preferred  referring  to  them  at  the  present 
moment,  in  order  that  the  Committee 
.might  be  the  better  prepared  to  consider 
his  suggestions  when  the  particular  clauses 
to  which  they  had  reference  should  be 
brought  before  them,  and  to  give  to  them 
any  weight  to  which  they  might  be  entitled. 
On  behalf  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  he 
desired  nothing  but  that  her  cause  should 
be  fairly  heard.  He  desired  nothing  but 
that  the  House  should  legislate  for  her 
upon  principles  of  justice — ^upon  the  or- 
dmary  and  avowed  principles  of  legisla- 
tion— upon  such  principles,  in  fact,  as  the 
House  would  legislate  on  for  the  Church 
in  Englatid.  He  was  aware,  on  entering 
upon  the  subject,  that  he  had  to  contend 


against  the  prejudices  of  two  classes.  In 
the  first  place  he  had  opposed  to  him  the 
prejudices  of  those  who  contended  that 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  was 
altogether  useless ;  and  in  the  next  place 
the  prejudices  of  those  who  considered  the 
endowment  of  that  establishment  to  be 
so  enormous  that  they  were  willing  to  re- 
duce it  in  any  way  possible,  without  at- 
tending very  strictly  io  the  means  by  which 
that  object  was  to  be  effected.  With 
respect  to  the  first  class,  he  would  entreat 
hon.  Members  not  to  allow  their  prepos- 
sessions against  an  establishment  to  in- 
fluence their  judgment  on  the  question  as 
to  the  extent  of  maintenance  necessary 
for  its  support — if  it  were  to  be  continued; 
and  he  would  beg  to  call  the  attention  of 
hon.  Members  of  both  classes  to  the  words 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  introducing  the  measure  to 
the  House.  Speaking  of  the  endowments 
of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland,  he 
said :-— *'  I  can  say  conscientiously  that  a 
greater  exaggeration  has  prevailed  on  this 
subject,  than  on  any  political  topic  which 
I  recollect.  Before  I  looked  more  nar- 
rowly into  the  question,  I  myself,  greatly 
exaggerated  in  my  own  mind,  the  amount 
of  the  revenues  of  the  Irish  Church  esta- 
blishment.*'* The  present  measure  had 
been  called  a  measure  of  Reform  for  the 
Church  in  Ireland.  On  the  subject  of 
Reform,  he  (Mr.  Lefroy)  did  not  stand 
there  to  contend  for  the  existence  of  one 
single  abuse — he  ^hould  little  represent 
the  feelings  or  sentiments  of  the  clergy  of 
Ireland  were  he  to  advocate  the  existence 
of  any  abuse  that  could  be  fairly  proved 
to  exist  in  the  Church.  As  little  did  he 
stand  there  to  resist  an  equitable  distri- 
bution of  the  property  of  the  Church,  or 
the  better  appropriation  of  its  revenues 
for  the  great  end  of  the  establishment,  the 
advancement  and  support  of  the  Protestant 
religion— but  he  stood  there  to  resist  the 
alienation  of  Church  property — he  stood 
there  to  resist  the  proposition  of  legislating 
for  Ireland  on  different  principles  from 
those  on  which  the  House  would  legislate 
for  England  —  he  stood  there  to  resist 
legislating  upon  a  principle  which  must 
endanger  the  connexion  between  the  two 
countries,  and  which  must  have  the  effect 
of  raising  a  serious  question  with  respect 
to  the  Coronation  Oath.  Ail  these  princi- 
ples were  involved  in  the  Bill  in  its  present 
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fhinie,  and  be  had  no  hesitation  in  calling 
them  dangerous  and  mischietoue :  and  he 
would  add,  that  the  Bill,  in  many  of  its 
more  detailed  provisions,  operated  injuri- 
ously to  the  Church  and  to  the  clergy, 
and  unfairiy  with  respect  to  the  Protestant 
religion  and  the  Protestant  inhabitants  of 
Ireland.  He  should  apply  himself  to  the 
several  objects  of  the  Bill,  as  set  out  in 
the  preamble.  The  first  was  the  abolition 
of  tne  payment  of  first  fruits  in  Ireland. 
To  that  it  was  not  his  intention  to  offer 
any  objection  ;  and  he  would,  therefore, 
proceed  to  the  next  object,  which  purported 
to  be  the  substitution  of  an  annual  tax  in 
lieu  thereof.  If  the  annual  tax  proposed  to 
be  substituted  bore  any  proportion  to  the 
tax  abolished,  he  would  ofier  no  objection 
to  it ;  but  he  begged  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  manifest  injustice  of  calling 
this  a  substitution  of  one  tax  for  another. 
The  average  charge  of  the  first  fruits  in 
Ireland,  for  the  last  thirty-one  years^ 
amounted  to  321/.  per  annum  on  the 
whole  body  of  the  clergy;  whereat  the 
tax  proposed  to  be  sabstitoted  by  the 
noble  Lord  amounted  to  69,000/.  The 
first -fruit  tax  was  payable  out  of  428 
parishes,  whereas  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Lord  went  to  the  extent  of  taxing 
all  parishes  of  the  value  of  200/.  per  year 
and  upwards.  The  first  question  he 
should,  therefore,  submit  to  the  justice 
of  the  House  was — was  a  tax  of  69,000/. 
annually  a  fkir  substitute  for  a  tax  that 
produced  321/.  a-year  t  The  next  appeal 
he  should  make  to  the  justice  and  good 
sense  of  the  House  was  this<-^-whether  the 
existing  provision  for  the  parochial  clergy 
will  admit  of  this,  or  any  other  substantial 
reduction,  consistently  with  allowing  them 
adequate  maintenance  and  support?  If 
they  are  not  to  have  a  parochial  clergy  at 
all,  let  the  question  be  boldly  put,  and 
then  the  House  would  know  how  to  deal 
with  it ;  but  if  the  parochial  clergy  were  to 
be  continued,  the  House  was  bound  in 
common  sense  and  justice  to  afford  them 
a  decent  competency ;  a  competency  for 
men  educated  as  gentlemen,  having  to 
live  as  such—having  families  to  support — 
duties  to  perform,  with  which  were  con* 
nected  services  of  charity  and  humanity, 
and  those  services,  in  a  country  circum- 
stanced as  Ireland  waa,  they  were  frequently 
called  upon  to  perform.  It  should  be 
recollected,  too,  that  they  were  shut  out 
by  law  from  any  other  maintenance ;  they 
were  diiabled  from  being  land  agents  or 


farmersi  or  following  secnlar  oconpatiom. 
Surely  no  hon.  Member  would  consider 
an  income  of  300/.  or  400/.  a  year  extra- 
vagant, under  such  circumttancet^-^and 
such  was  the  average  provision  of  the 
parochial  clergy  in  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord  stated  the  number  of  the  parochial 
clergy  at  1,400,  and  their  income  at 
580,000/.  or  600,000/.  annually:  this 
would  give  an  average  income  to  each 
clergyman,  without  d^octing  any  of  the 
charges  to  which  that  income  was  subject- 
ed, of  428/.  a  year.  The  Bill  of  last  Set* 
sion  took  off  fifteen  per  cent  from  the 
incomes  of  the  clergy,  which  would  reduce 
this  sum  to  335/.  per  annum.  There  were 
maintained  in  Ireland  662  coratea,  beinp 
about  half  the  number  of  rectors ;  and  tf 
from  each  rector  (on  an  average)  the 
moiety  of  a  curate's  aalary  were  deducted 
it  would  make  a  funiier  reduction  of  35/*, 
leaving  a  nett  average  sum  of  300/.  per 
annum  for  the  maintenance  of  the  parochial 
clergy.  He  had  proceeded  on  Uie  aalne 
data  as  the  noble  Lord  himself,  and  wm 
bold  to  challenge  any  hon.  Member  to 
delect  a  single  fallacy  in  his  statemenU 
Here,  then,  it  was  proved,  that  the  average 
sum  would  be  300/.  a-year-— the  mraiiaum, 
be  it  observed,  upon  which  (aocording  to 
the  ffenerai  sense  of  the  Houee)  the  tax 
should  be  levied,  if  to  be  at  all  imposed* 
In  connexion  with  thit  point,  he  would 
beg  to  request  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne^  in  whieb 
his  Majesty  desires  Parliament  **  to  ooe^ 
sider  if  any  alterations  may  be  made, 
without  diminishing  the  raeana  of  main* 
taining  the  established  clergy  in  respecta* 
bility  and  usefulneu."  He  was  sure  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  House  would  consider 
that  diminishing  the  incomes  of  the  clergy 
below  the  average  which  be  had  juat 
proved  those  incomes  to  be  at  present, 
would  not  be  consistent  with  maintaining 
their  respectability  and  usefulness.  It 
could  make  no  difference  In  the  argument, 
that  the  livings  were  unequally  apportioned 
—part  of  the  object  of  the  present  Bill 
was  to  equalise  the  livings,  and  instead  of 
cramping  the  uaefolness  of  the  clergy,  the 
House  ought  rather  if  possible  to  increase 
their  numbers  and  their  means  of  render- 
ing benefit  to  the  country.  He  wonld 
next  beg  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Hooae 
to  the  principle  on  which  the  tax  was  to 
be  levied  in  h'eu  of  the  Vestry-eess.  It 
was  proposed  to  lay  a  tax  on  one  body  of 
men,  to  which  that  body  waa  not  noir 
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vould  not  interfere  with  Mr«  Vivian's  pri- 
vacy, and  it  was  nothing  but  caprice  which 
offered  opposition  to  the  general  good. 
It  was  this  view  of  the  matter  which  in* 
dttced  him  to  support  the  original  Motion, 
which  was  agreeable  to  the  interests  and 
wishes  of  his  constituents. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  Mo- 
tion :— Ayes  49 ;  Noes  37— Majority  12. 

Chitrch  Temporalities  (Ireland).] 
On  the  Order  of  the  Day  being  read  for 
the  House  resolving  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  the  Irish 
Church  Reform  Bill, 

Lord  Althorp  signified  to  the  House 
that  his  Majesty  had  been  gracbusly 
pleased  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  Parlia- 
ment his  interests  in  the  temporalities  and 
custody  thereof,  of  the  several  bishoprics 
and  archbishoprics  in  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord  then  moved  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  Lefroy  said,  in  rising  to  avail  him- 
self of  the  indulgence  of  the  House  as 
expressed  at  the  conclusion  of  the  debate 
on  a  former  night,  he  trusted,  in  the  line 
which  he  meant  to  take,  he  should  not 
prove  himself  unworthy  of  their  indul- 
gence, for  at  the  same  time  that  he  should 
freely  and  boldly  state  his  objections,  he 
hoped  to  satisfy  the  House  that  he  did  not 
make  objections  merely  for  the  sake  of 
objecting,  as  he  was  prepared  at  the  same 
time  to  ofier  such  suggestions  as  to  his 
mind  appeared  calculated  to  counteract 
the  mischievous  and  dangerous  principles 
which  were  involved  in  some  at  least  of 
the  provisions  of  the  BilK  He  should 
have  ta  refer  to  details  which  might  at 
first  appear  to  some  hon.  Members  better 
suited  to  a  future  stage  of  the  Bill,  but  he 
preferred  referring  to  them  at  the  present 
moment,  in  order  that  the  Committee 
.might  be  the  better  prepared  to  consider 
hfs  suggestions  when  the  particular  clauses 
to  which  they  had  reference  should  be 
brought  before  them,  and  to  give  to  th^m 
any  weight  to  which  they  might  be  entitled. 
On  behalf  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  he 
desired  nothing  but  that  her  cause  should 
be  fairly  heard.  He  desired  nothing  but 
that  the  House  should  legislate  for  her 
upon  principles  of  justice — upon  the  or- 
dinary and  avowed  principles  of  legisla- 
tion— upon  such  principles,  in  fact,  as  the 
House  would  legislate  on  for  the  Church 
in  Englatid.  He  was  aware,  on  entering 
upon  the  subject,  that  he  had  to  contend ' 


against  the  prejudices  of  two  classes.  Iq 
the  first  place  he  had  opposed  to  him  the 
prejudices  of  those  who  contended  that 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  was 
altogether  useless ;  and  in  the  next  place 
the  prejudices  of  those  who  considered  the 
endowment  of  that  establishment  to  be 
so  enormous  that  they  were  willing  to  re- 
duce it  in  any  way  possible,  without  at- 
tending very  strictly  Jx>  the  means  by  which 
that  object  was  to  be  effected.  With 
respect  to  the  first  class,  he  would  entreat 
hon.  Members  not  to  allow  their  prepos- 
sessions against  an  establishment  to  in- 
fluence their  judgment  on  the  question  as 
to  the  extent  of  maintenance  necessary 
for  its  support — if  it  were  to  be  continued; 
and  he  would  beg  to  call  the  attention  of 
hon.  Members  of  both  classes  to  the  words 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  introducing  the  measure  to 
the  House.  Speaking  of  the  endowments 
of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland,  he 
said :— >*'  I  can  say  conscientiously  that  a 
greater  exaggeration  has  prevailed  on  this 
subject,  than  on  any  political  topic  which 
I  recollect.  Before  I  looked  more  nar- 
rowly into  the  question,  I  myself,  greatly 
exaggerated  in  my  own  mind,  the  amount 
of  the  revenues  of  the  Irish  Church  esta- 
blishment.*'^ The  present  measure  had 
been  called  a  measure  of  Reform  for  the 
Church  in  Ireland.  On  the  subject  of 
Reform,  he  (Mr.  Lefroy)  did  not  stand 
there  to  contend  for  the  existence  of  one 
single  abuse — he  §hould  little  represent 
the  feelings  or  sentiments  of  the  clergy  of 
Ireland  were  he  to  advocate  the  existence 
of  any  abuse  that  could  be  fairly  proved 
to  exist  in  the  Church.  As  little  did  he 
stand  there  to  resist  an  equitable  distri- 
bution of  the  property  of  the  Church,  or 
the  better  appropriation  of  its  revenues 
for  the  great  end  of  the  establishment,  the 
advancement  and  support  of  the  Protestant 
religion—but  he  stood  there  to  resist  the 
alienation  of  Church  property — he  stood 
there  to  resist  the  proposition  of  legislating 
for  Ireland  on  different  principles  from 
those  on  which  the  House  would  legislate 
for  England  —  he  stood  there  to  resist 
legislating  upon  a  principle  which  must 
endanger  the  connexion  between  the  two 
countries,  and  which  must  have  the  effect 
of  raising  a  serious  question  with  respect 
to  the  Coronation  Oath.  Ail  these  princi- 
ples were  involved  in  the  Bill  in  its  present 
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would  be  only  with  the  slight  addition  of 
some  sixty  or  eighty  benefices^  to  make 
one  Bishop,  as  the  Bishop  of  Chester  did 
in  this  country,  preside  over  them,  and 
attend  to  the  aflairs  of  a  church  of  600,000 
or  700,000  persons,  for  that,  he  believed, 
comprised  the  whole  number  of  the  Pro- 
testants of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land. He  thought  that  one  Bishop  would 
be  amply  sufficient  to  do'  that  duty.  The 
Act  of  Union  did  not  contemplate  the  ne- 
cessity of  having  more  than  four  Bishops 
in  Ireland,  as  it  called  only  that  number 
to  Parliament ;  and  on  a  former  occasion, 
when  he  (Mr.  Hume)  was  more  liberal  to- 
wards the  Church,  he  had  proposed  that 
four  Bishops  should  be  retained  in  Ire- 
land. He  now,  however,  thought  that  one 
would  be  sufficient.  They  should  consider 
for  what  purposes  the  Protestant  Church 
was  established  in  Ireland.  It  was  not 
for  the  purpose  of  maiotaining  a  parcel  of 
idle  clergymen — it  was  not  for  the  purpose 
of  producing  eternal  bickerings  and  con- 
tests amongst  the  people — it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  religion  good-will, 
and  peace.  Did  it  do  so  ?  Had  it  not, 
on  the  contrary,  tended  to  promote  any- 
thing but  such  desirable  results?  He 
would  therefore  say,  that  the  Church  es- 
tablishment of  Ireland  had  been  the  bane 
of  that  unfortunate  country ;  that  all  the 
abominations  in  the  shape  of  countless 
abuses  connected  with  it  had  produced 
results  the  very  reverse  of  those  for  effect- 
ing which  a  Church  should  be  established ; 
and  he  now  called  upon  them  to  give  an 
honest  verdict, and  put  down  the  nuisance. 
The  bon.  and  learned  member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  had  told  them,  for- 
sooth, that  Church  property  was  not  pub- 
lic property.  Why,  that  doctrine  was  now 
so  completely  exploded  that  even  some  of 
the  Bishops  themselves  had  given  up  the 
point.  There  was  no  doubt  that  it  was 
public  property,  to  be  dealt  with  as  Par- 
liament might  think  fit.  ["  No,  no  /*']  He 
would  only  say  to  those  hon.  Members  about 
him  who  cried  '*  No,"  that  they  differed 
from  several  of  the  Bishops,  who  had  ac- 
knowledged that  principle.  He  would  re- 
peat, that  the  property  of  the  Church  was 
public  property,  for  all  purposes  to  which- 
{Parliament  might  wish  to  appropriate  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  member  for  the  Dublin 
University  talked  of  the  monster  that  was 
carrying  every  thing  before  it.  He  knew 
no  monster  existing  save  public  opinion. 
It  was  to  nothing  else  the  hon.  and  learned 


Member  had  alluded;  l^is  observations 
could  apply  to  nothing  else.  Would  any 
man  say,  that  in  England  the  Church  of 
Ireland  was  not  considered  as  a  sinecure 
church.  ["  NOf  no  /"]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
near  him  said  "  No  *'  to  that,  but  it  was  not 
to  them  that  he  appealed, — he  appealed  to 
the  people.  Let  them  take  ninety-nine  out  of 
every  100  of  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland,  and  they  would  find  that  they 
would  say  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  was  a 
sinecure  church,  and  that  it  produced  enor- 
mous evils,  which  ought  to  be  redressed. 
In  fact,  the  only  question  was,  how,  with- 
out shaking  the  institutions  of  the  coun* 
try,  the  nuisance,  as  it  existed,  could  be 
abated  ?  As  this  measure  would  neither 
satisfy  the  Catholics  nor  the  high  church 
party,  his  Majesty's  Ministers  should 
seek  to  satisfy  the  people.  There  was  too 
much  good  sense  in  the  country  to  run 
wrong  for  any  length  of  time*  Let  them 
see  the  day — they  never  would  see  it— 
when  public  opinion  would  change  to  the 
side  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  now  so 
loudly  cheered  him,  and  then  he  would 
admit,  but  not  till  then»  that  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  right.  Public  opinioa 
had  set  in  strongly  against  the  mainten* 
ance  of  abuses  in  church  establishments, 
and  let  the  conflict  be  only  continued  for 
some  time  longer,  and  they  would  bring 
the  English  Church  into  the  same  discredit 
and  disrepute  that  the  Irish  Church  at  pre- 
sent monopolized  to  itself.  The  fault  he 
had  to  find  with  this  measure  was,  that  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  did  not  go  far  enough 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  country,  lie 
would  not  object  to  it,  however.  He 
would  be  glad  to  take  it  now,  hoping  that 
it  would  lead  to  those  results  to  which  be 
looked  forward  hereafter.  He  must  say 
that  the  greatest  enemy  to  the  Established 
Churcli  in  the  country,  without  knowing  it, 
was  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  who  altogether  de- 
nied the  necessity  of  Reform  and  the  ex* 
istence  of  the  most  notorious  abuses.  They 
were  the  real  friends  of  the  Establishment 
who  endeavoured  in  some  measure  to  re* 
medy  its  monstrous  abuses.  In  no  parish 
in  Ireland  should  a  Protestant  clergyman 
be  left  who  had  no  duties  to  perform  and 
no  flock  to  attend  to.  He  trusted  that  ere 
long  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  should  lie 
retain  the  situation  he  now  occupied, 
would  see  the  necessity  of  extending  the 
Reform  in  die  Irish  tihurch.  The  doing 
so  would  be  the  best  mode  of  promoting 
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people.  In  Ireland  the  Church  was  exist- 
ing as  if  it  were  in  an  enemy's  country, 
and  in  the  face  of  a  rival  Church — a  rival 
which  not  only  opposed  it  as  a  Church, 
but  exposed  its  ministers  to  a  series  of 
persecution  and  oppression.  How,  he 
would  asky  was  this  consolidation  recon- 
cilable with  the  Act  of  Union  ?  But  the 
noble  Lord  on  a  former  night  had  very 
nearly  conceded  that  point  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for  Tarn  worth. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  though  it  might 
be  a  violation  of  the  letter,  it  was  not  a 
violation  of  the  spirit  of  the  Act  of  Union. 
He  hoped  his  Majesty's  Ministers  would 
bear  in  mind  that  the  great  motive  which 
induced  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  to 
concur  in  the  Act  of  Union,  was  the  per- 
manence and  security  of  their  Episcopal 
Church.  The  abolition  of  these  bishopncs 
would  be  considered  by  them  as  a  funda- 
mental violation  of  the  scriptural  constitu- 
tion  of  that  Church.  The  measure  was 
proposed  not  only  without  the  concurrence 
of  the  heads  of  the  Churchy  but  in  direct 
opposition  to  their  wishes.  As  a  proof  of 
which,  he  would  mention  that  he  bad 
had  the  honour  on  a  former  evening  of 
priesenting  a  petition  from  one  Archbishop 
and  twelve  Bishops,  specially  against  the 
Bill.  His  right  hon.  friend,  the  member 
for  Tam worth,  had  presented  a  similar 
petition  from  the  Archbishop  of  Cashel, 
and  also  one  from  the  Primate  and  the 
clergy  of  his  diocese.  Another  petition 
had  been  presented  that  evening  from  the 
Bishop  of  Cloyne ;  thus  it  appeared  that 
three  Archbishops  and  fourteen  Bishops 
making  seventeen  out  of  the  whole  number 
of  twenty-two,  had  petitioned  against  the 
Bill ;  of  the  remaining  five,  one  Archbishop 
and  two  Bishops  had  been  appointed  by 
his  Majesty's*  present  Government,  and  it 
was,  .therefore,  scarcely  to  be  expected 
that  they. would  have  petitioned  against 
the  measure;. but  had  they  petitioned  in 
favour  of  it,  or  had  they  even  given  it 
their  sanction?  Of  the  two  remaining 
Bishops,  one  of  them  was  in  such  a  deli- 
cate state  of  health,  that  he  could  not  be 
expected  to  take  an  active  part,  or  to 
express  an  opinion  upon  the  subject.  An 
unguarded  statement  had  been  made  on  a 
former  evening  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  the  reduction  of  the  number  of 
Bishops  was  made  on  the  suggestion  of 
the  Primate  ["  Noy  no^^  from  Mr.  Stanley.] 
He  took  down  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  time,  but  if  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  denied  having  intended  to 
use  them,  he  had  no  wish  to  pin  down  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  words  used  in  the 
heat  of  debate.  His  disclaimer,  however, 
fully  warranted  him  in  stating  that  the 
Primate  had  not  suggested  this  measure  ; 
and  indeed  the  petition  of  his  Grace  clearly 
showed  that  whatever  reluctant  assent  had 
been  given,  was  extorted  under  the  threat 
of  an  alternative  which  must  have  been 
more  ruinous  to  the  Church,  and  in  utter 
ignorance  that  any  other  funds  existed  for 
making  good  the  Vestry-cess,  which  his 
Majesty's  Government  were  determined  to 
abolish.  He,  however,  would  ask  his 
Majesty's  Government  whether  it  would 
dare  to  legislate  for  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, not  only  without,  but  against  the 
concurrence  of  the  Bishops?  He  only 
asked  the  House  to  legislate  for  treland  on 
the  same  principle,  unless  they  meant  to 
give  countenance  to  the  assertion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  member 
for  Dublin,  that  they  legislated  for  Ireland 
as  a  province.  There  had  been  already 
another  serious  objection  raised  to  this 
Bill,  but  he  did  not  mean  now  to  dwell 
upon  the  argument,  as  some  difference  of 
opinion  upon  the  subject  had  been  ex- 
pressed on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of 
the  House,  but  he  could  not  forego  the 
opportunity  of  stating,  that  in  his  mind  the 
Crown  could  not  assent  to  the  measure  for 
the  abolition  of  the  Bishops,  or  the  aliena* 
tion  of  Church  property,  without  a  viola- 
tion of  the  Coronation  Oath.  It  was  said 
that  because  former  consolidations  took 
place,  the  same  thing  might  be  done  now. 
But  in  all  former  instances  of  consolida- 
tion the  revenues  of  the  sees  were  pre- 
served,  but  in  the  present  instance  the 
revenues  were  to  be  severed  for  ever  from 
the  sees,  and  vested  in  Cpmmissioners,  not 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  see,  but  to  be 
appropriated  to  other  purposes.  In  many 
of  the  former  instances  where  sees  had 
been  consolidated,  they  were  afterwards 
separated.  Ardagh  and  Cloyne  were  both 
instances  of  this  sort — but  this  he  was  bold 
to  assert,  that  there  never  was  a  consolida- 
tion but  in  consequence  of  the  poverty  of 
one  of  the  sees,  and  its  incompetency  to 
maintain  a  Bishop.  He  had  looked 
through  Ware,  and  .he  found  no  instance 
recorded,  except  on  the  ground  of  poverty* 
Even  the  Roman  Catholic  Chur^ch  scrupu-* 
lously  kept  up  the  number  of  Bishops  and 
so  jealous  were  they  of  maintaining  that 
number,  that  they  named  Bishops  to  places 
20 
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in  distant  lands,  whete  not  even  &  Roman 
Catholic  was  to  be  found.  Whether  the 
House,  therefore,  viewed  this  question  as  a 
matter  of  expediency,  or  upon  the  grotind 
of  principle,  it  was  equally  objectionable. 
The  Bill  proposed  to  make  an  alteration  in 
the  fundamental  constitution  of  the  Church, 
without  even  the  alleged  ground  of  conve- 
nience to  recommend  it,  and  against  the 
strenuous  remonstrances  as  well  of  the 
Bishops  and  Clergy  as  of  the  lay  portion 
of  the  Protestant  community.  The  tend- 
ency  of  the  measure  must  be  to  create  an 
oligarchy  in  the  Church ;  and  would  the 
noble  Lord,  who  laboured  so  hard  to  put 
an  end  to  an  oligarchy  in  the  State,  con- 
sent to  the  establishment  of  an  oligarchy 
in  the  Church  ?  Did  he  believe  that  the 
general  patronage  of  the  Church  would  be 
better  distributed  for  the  end  for  which  it 
was  established — namely,  the  cause  of 
religion — by  being  confined  to  a  few  Bish- 
ops, appointed  by  Government?  But  if 
there  must  be  a  retrenchment  made  in  the 
provisions  for  the  Bishops  in  Ireland — if 
the  noble  Lord  was  determined  to  lay 
hands  upon  a  part  of  their  reVenues^-he 
trusted  the  noble  Lord  Would  at  least  give 
attention  to  the  suggestion,  whether  it 
might  not  be  more  prudent  to  reduce  the 
incomes  of  some  of  thein  than  reduce 
their  numbers.  With  respect  to  Arch- 
bishops he  was  free  to  confess,  that  he  did 
not  look  upon  the  existence  of  four  in  the 
light  of  a  fundamental  article  of  the 
Church.  If  thetioble  Lord  were  to  reduce 
three  Archbishops  to  the  state  of  Bishops 
— leaving  one  Archbishop  for  all  Ireland, 
and  reduce  the  emoluments  of  some  of  the 
large  sees,  a  fund  would  be  placed  at  his 
disposal  equivalent  to  that  he  proposes  to 
raise  by  the  abolition  of  ten  bishoprics. 
The  Archbishop  of  Dublin  could  discharge 
the  appellate  jurisdiction  belonging  to  the 
other  Archbishops,  and  by  thus  adopting  the 
mode  proposed,  the  noble  Lord  would  avoid 
all  occasion  of  offence  to  the  feelings  of  the 
Protestants;  he  would  get  rid  of  the  diffi- 
culties as  to  the  violation  of  the  Corona- 
tion Oath,  and  he  would  get  rid  of  the 
question  of  the  Union.  He  hoped  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  take  these  proposi- 
tions into  his  consideration — and  if  he 
must  lay  hands  upon  any  part  of  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Bishops,  that  he  would  do  it 
in  the  way  now  proposed.  The  next  sub- 
ject to  which  he  should  address  himself 
was  as  to  the  proposed  plan  for  granting 
the   ft^e    to   the  Bishops'  tenants.    This 


proposition  Involved  two  q^etftions,  ons 
as  to  a  matter  of  expediency,  in  reipect 
both  to  the  Bishops  and  their  tenants,  the 
other  as  to  the  appropriating  the  faod. 
With  respect  to  the  question  of  expedi- 
ency, he  considered  it  to  be  fraught  witk 
danger  to  the  Bishops.  The  proposal  wai, 
to  give  the  Bishop  a  rent  charge — to  mak^ 
him  a  pensioner  on  his  own  estate — but  to 
keep  up  his  income,  it  was  proposed  to 
give  him  a  corn  rent.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive a  more  pregnant  source  of  dissatlsrac* 
tion  in  such  a  country  as  Ireland,  than  the 
establishing  a  corn  rent  was  likelv  to  prove. 
If  the  tenant  wete  not  satisfiea  with  the 
amount  of  his  rent,  what  was  to  prereot 
him  from  resisting  the  payment  of  that 
rent,  as  effectually  as  he  now  resisted  the 
payment  of  tithe  composition  rent.  As  the 
matter  now  stood,  the  Biihop  was  sure  of 
his  incotne.  The  tenatit,  in  order  to  ob- 
tain a  renewal,  must  come  to  the  Bishop 
with  his  tent  as  well  as  his  fine ;  but  if  the 
Bishbp  wei«  a  mere  fent-ctiarger,  the  same 
objection  tnight  be  raised  to  paying  hb, 
that  Was  ndw  raised  to  the  payment  of 
tithe }  the  doctrine  of  patelte  iesistauoe 
Would  be  resoned  to*  and  the  Bishd{>s  of 
Ireland  would  be  thrown  into  a  similar 
situation  to  that  iik  which  the  parochial 
clergy  were  now  unhappily  placea*  M^ith 
respect  to  the  tenants  thev  were  not  de* 
sirouB  of  availing  themseivei  of  the  pri- 
vileges on  the  terms  proposed.  He  would 
venture  to  state,  that  the  propoaitioti  would 
i^ot  be  considered  as  a  boon  by  the  tenantry. 
But  let  the  House  look  to  those  who  de« 
rived  as  under  tenants,  and  who  held  by 
foftes  quoties  clauses  of  renewal.  Let  the 
House  consider  the  situation  those penons 
would  be  placed  in  who  had  derivatire 
leases,  and  who  had  expended  large  suroa 
on  improvement,  on  the  ftfith  that  no 
increase  in  their  rent  Or  fines  should 
take  place ;  and  yet  they  had  to  contribate 
to  the  purchase  money  to  be  paid  by 
their  landlords.  The  provision  in  the  Bill 
was,  that  tenants  fbr  life  were  to  raise  the 
money  for  the  purchase  of  the  fee^  and 
this  was  to  be  a  charge  on  the  ptopettj* 
Were  settletnents  thas  to  be  swept  away  ? 
This  wassuchan  infHngement  upon  prif ate 
property  that  he  for  one  could  never  concur 
in  it.  He  saw  no  remedy  for  all  the  com- 
plicated questions  which  must  arise  between 
these  different  interests  but  the  filing  of  a 
petition  in  Chancery — a  reference  to  a 
master,  with  power  to  except  and  brinf 
the  whole  before  the  court  to  adjust,  with" 
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out  an^  rule  or  standard  by  which  to  make 
the  adjufltmeBt.  The  remedy  would  be, 
in  fact,  worse  than  the  disease,  and  it 
would  be  better,  at  once  to  legislate  with 
the  strong  hand  of  power,  and  fit  a  rule, 
however  arbitrary,  than  throw  into  such  a 
mass  of  litigation  and  expense  all  private 
rights  and  interests  in  Church  property. 
Now,  as  to  the  principle  of  the  tneasure 
which  would  sanction  the  appropriation 
of  the  purchase  money  of  this  perpetuity 
to  other  than  Church  purposes. — the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  on  a  former 
night,  that  this  was  a  tiew  creation*-that 
the  Bishop' had  itdot*-«-the  tenaut  had  it 
not :  and  as  the  Legislature  created  it,  so 
the  Legislature  had  a  right  to  appropriate 
it.  He  (Mr*  Lefroy)  knew  of  nothing  to 
compare  to  that  doctrine,  except  what  he 
had  heard  called  in  Ireland,  '*  improving 
a  gentleman  out  of  his  estate."  A  man 
obtained  wrongfully  possession  of  another's 
property,  and  immediately  set  about  im- 
proving it,  and  then  the  improvements 
were  made  a  bar  to  4be  claim  of  the  right 
owner.  86  it  was  With  the  right  hon. 
GentlemaU'^he  would  improve  theChurch 
out  of  its  estate.  But  it  was  really  putting 
words  for  things,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  argued  thus.  The  reversion 
which  it  was  proposed  the  tenant  should 
get,  whether  in  fee  or  for  a  long  term,  was 
now  in  the  Church,  and  was  just  as  much 
the  property  of  the  Church  as  the  rent, 
whicn  is  payable  on  the  twenty-one  years' 
lease,  ana  which  is  annexed  to  this  very 
reversion.  Me  regretted  that  none  of  the 
law-officers  of  the  Crown  were  present 
when  he  was  pressing  this  part  of  the  case, 
as  he  would  challenge  them  or  any  lawyer 
to  assert,  that  this  reversion  was  not  as 
much  the  property  of  the  Church  as  the 
rent  which  was  incident  to  it.  It  was  the 
right  to  this  reversion  which  enabled  the 
Bishop  to  say  to  the  tenant — '*  If  you 
agree  to  pay  a  reasonable  fine  in  addition 
to  the  old  rent,  I  will  renew  with  you ; 
but  if  not,  I  will  refuse  to  renew,  and  run 
my  life  against  the  lease — and  I  or  my 
successor  will  enter  upon  the  land  on  the 
esplratioh  of  the  lease  under  our  title  to 
this  reversion,"  It  was  this  reversion 
which  enabled  the  Bishops  to  have 
a  new  valuation  of  Church  lands  during 
the  period  of  the  last  war,  and  greatly  to 
increase  the  amount  of  their  sees ;  and  if 
that  did  not  constitute  property  in  re- 
version ^  he  did  not  know  the  meaning  of 
the  term.     He  mtgitt,  perhaps,  be  told  by 


the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman,  that  this  was 
special  pleading.  He  would  rather  be 
taxed  with  being  a  technical  special 
pleader,  than  be  charged  with  being  an 
Ignorant  statesman.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's assumption  that  this  property 
was  not  in  the  Church,  was  without  the 
slightest  foundation;  he  challenged  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  produce  the 
opinion  of  a  single  lawyer  of  any  eminence 
to  contradict  his  assertion.  He  should 
like  to  ask,  where  was  the  reversion  when 
the  Church  was  first  endowed  with  the 
property  which  it  still  inherits?  An  Act 
of  Parliament  restrained  the  Bishops  from 
granting  leases  for  a  longer  period  than 
twenty-one  years ;  but  did  it  take  the  re- 
version of  the  rest  of  it  out  of  the  Church  ? 
He  would  ask,  if  the  restraining  statute 
were  now  simply  repealed,  where  would 
be  the  reversion  ?  He  would  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  where  —  namely,  in  the 
Church,  where  it  had  been  before,  and 
ever  since  it  was  first  endowed.  The 
lands  were  held  under  grants  and  charters 
from  the  Crown,  in  as  large  terms  of  do- 
minion and  ownership  as  those  which  con« 
ferred  land  upon  Lay  Corporations  or  in- 
dividuals ;  and,  unless  charters  were  to  go 
for  nothing,  he  maintained  that  the  Church 
had  a  right  to  as  much  dominion  over  its 

Eroperty  as  any  individual  or  corporation 
ad  who  held  lands  under  the  Crown.  A 
Bishop  was  described  by  all  law  writers  as 
being  seised  of  the  estate  in  right  of  his 
Church — the  enjoyment  and  usufruct  was 
in  the  Blshop-^the  property  was  in  the 
Church.  But  there  was  another  false 
principle  involved  in  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  when  the  State 
enabled  by  additional  powers  a  beneficial 
use  to  be  made  of  property,  it  was  entitled 
to  share  in  the  benefit  That  was  not  so. 
But  in  this  instance  what  was  it  but  the 
State  remofing  fetters  which  itself  had 
imposed ;  and  what  sort  of  logic  or  justice 
was  it  that  went  to  show,  that  when  the 
State  imposed  fetters  for  the  protection  of 
property,  the  removal  of  those  fetters  was 
to  invest  it  with  the  property  itself?  In 
other  instances  where  the  Legislature  had 
given  balanced  leasing  powers  to  those 
having  limited  interests,  it  never  had 
claimed  to  share  in  the  benefits.  As  in  the 
statutes  enabling  husbands  seized  in  right  of 
their  wives,  or  tenants  in  tail,  to  make  long 
leases,  so  ecclesiastical  persons  were  au- 
thorised to  make  long  leases  of  mines — 
202 
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so  were  tenants  for  life  —  but  did  the  |  pleasure.  With  these  there  were  to  be  two 


"Legislature  or  State  ever  think  of  sharing 
in  the  emolument  derivable  under  such  a 

{)ower?     He  was  at  a  loss  to  understand 
low   the  endowment  of  the   Church   of 
Ireland  could  be  looked  upon  in  any  less 
favourable  light  than  the  endowment  for 
^iiy   other    forms   of    religious    worship. 
There  might  be  an  endowment  for  any 
form  of  dissenting  worship,  and  a  Court 
of  Equity  could  protect  it  as  a  trust,  and 
would    prevent    the     trustees     granting 
leases  in  perpetuity.  Could  the  Legislature 
interfere,  and  allow  the  trustees  of  that 
sort  of  property  to  grant  perpetual  leases 
at  corn  rents,  and  then  step  in  and  take 
to  itself  the  benefits  resulting  from  such  a 
permission?     If  not,  why  should  the  Le- 
gislature   treat  an   endowment    for  the 
established    national    religion   differently 
from  an  endowment  for  any  form  of  dis- 
senting worship  ?     He  trusted,  that  while 
an  established  national  religion  subsisted, 
that  the  endowment  for  its  maintenance, 
whether  in  England   or   Ireland,  would 
not  have  a  less  measure  of  protection  than 
that  appropriated   to  any  other  form  of 
religious  faith — that  it  was  not  to  be  judged 
of  merely  by  a  scrutiny  of  the  numbers 
who  were  entitled  to  claim  the  benefit  of 
the  trust,  or  to  forfeit  its  right  because 
there  was  a  large  body  who  did  not  choose 
to  entitle  themselves.  The  only  remaining 
topic  which  he  meant  to  press  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House  was  that  with  re- 
spect to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  which 
established  the  Board,  and  which  regulated 
the  system  under  which  the  affairs  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  were  to  be  conducted 
in  future.     He  could  not  but  feel  with 
respect  to  this  portion  of^the  measure,  that 
nothing   more  injurious   to   the   Church 
cou^d  be  contemplated.     It  .would  have 
the  effect  of  laying  the  Church  at  the 
feet   of    the    Government  by  placing  it 
under  the  control  of  its  paid  Commission- 
ers.    The  system  was  one  that  was  full 
of  oppression  and  injury  to  the  clergy — 
hurtful  to  the  feelings  of  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland,  and  every  way  calculated  to 
discourage  and  retard   the    progress  of 
Protestantism  in  that  country.    The  Bill 
proposed  to  establish  a  Commission,  com- 
posed partly  of  lay  and  partly  of  ecclesi- 
astical persons.     It  was  true  the  Primate 
and  three  other  Bishops  were  to  have  seats 
at  this  Board,  but  there  were  to  be  three 
lay  Commissioners,  at  salaries  appointed 
by  the  Lord-lieutenant,  and  removable  a( 


other  lay  Commissioners,the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor of  Ireland  and  the  Chief  Justice  of  the 
King's  Bench,  thus  making  a  majority  of 
lay  Commissioners.  These  CommissioDerg 
would  be  at  liberty  to  make  bye-laws  with 
the  consent  of  the  Lord-lieutenant,  oo 
every  subject  embraced  by  this  Bill.  These 
bye -laws  might  be  made,  and  every  act 
(even  the  most  solemn  acts,  requiring  the 
seal  of  the  corporation)  might  be  com- 
.pleted  without  the  concurrence  of,  or  even 
the  presence  o^  a  single  Bishop.    Tbey 
would  have  the  power  of  .appointiDg  to 
several    subordinate    offices, '  Treasurer, 
Secretary,  and    other  officers,  and  the 
salaries  would  all  have  to  be  provided  for 
out  of  the  fimds  of  the  Church.     To  this 
Board  every  clergyman  would  have  to 
make  a  return  of  the  value  of  his  living 
and  to  pay  his  tax,  and  it  would  be  com- 
petent for  it  to  revert  to  the  original  valu- 
ation, and  to  revalue  the  livings  whenever 
it  thought  fit ;  and  although    the  return 
of  the    clergyman    should    prove   quite 
correcti  he  .would  be  liable  nevertheless 
to    pay    the  .costs  of  the    inquiry.    If 
the  tax  were  not  paid  regularly  every 
half-year,  the  Board  would  have  the  power 
of  proceeding  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  or 
Exchequer,  to  obtain  a  sequestration*  He 
thought  it  a  great  hardship  that  the  tax 
should  be  laid  on  half-yearly,  when  it  was 
known  that  the  incomes  of  the  clergy 
were  only  received  annually  4  but  the  Bill 
enabled  the  Board,  if  the  tax  should  not 
be  paid  punctually  every  half-year,  to 
sequester  the  living,  and  to   make  the 
clergyman  pay  not  only  costs  bat  interest 
— interest  on  the  miserable  sum  of  5/.,  a 
half-yearly    instalment    of   the     poorer 
clergy's  tax.     He  could  not  bat  read  ia 
this  Bill  a  spirit  of  hostility  to  the  Church, 
when  he  contrasted  it  with  the  measure 
passed  in  the  last  Session.  The  Bill  would 
in  fact  subject  the  clergy  to  the  grossest 
oppression.     When  a  bill  was  brought  is 
to  enable  the  clergyman  to  recover  his 
tithe,  a  clause  was  introduced  in  favour  of 
those  who  wrongfully  withheld  it«  throw- 
ing the  costs  on  the  clergyman*8  fund, 
even  when  the  agitator  was  proved  to  he 
wrong  in  resisting  the  demand*    H^  was 
to  be  sued  in  the  Civil  Bill  Court,  bat  the 
clergyman  was  to  be  saed  in  Chancery  or 
the  Exchequer  for  51.    See  the  ejects  of 
this  Bill  as  to  another  of  its  provisioo^ 
Every  clergyman  who  wanted  a  k»ao  ^ 
build  a  glebe-house  must  come  to  this 
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Board.    This  would  have  the  effect  of 
putting  the  whole  of  the  parochial  clergy 
of  Ireland  under  the  control  of  the  Board, 
and   the  parochial  clergy  constituted  a 
very  influential  portion  of  the  constituencies 
of  the  counties  in  Ireland.   He  knew  from 
experience  to  what  e)[tent  Government 
iunuence  was  used  in  Ireland  to  resist  a 
candidate  who  was  opposed  to  Govern- 
ment and  to  support  a  friendly  candidate. 
He  would  therefore,  say,  that  through  the 
medium  of  this  Board  the  body  of  the 
clergy  would  be  placed  under  the  political 
influence  of  Government.     Whether  this 
would  be  a  Reform  of  the  Church,  or 
lessen  its  abuses,  the  House  would  judge. 
With  respect  to  the  building  of  churches, 
according  to  the  Bill,  no  church  could  be 
built  unless  a  certain  sum  should  be  sub- 
scribed by  the  parish — that  was,  the  poor 
Protestants  were  to  be  precluded   from 
having  a  church  in  which  to  attend  divine 
service.     It  had  been  given  as  a  mark  of 
divine  truth  that  "  to  the  poor  the  gospel 
was  to  be  preached" — but  the  present 
Bill  said  to  the  poor  the  gospel  is  not  to 
be  preached — for  the  poor  there  were  to 
be  no  churches.  The  Board  of  First  Fruits, 
where  the  income  of  the  clergyman  did 
not  exceed  100^  a-year,  gave  him  350/. 
as  a  gift  towards  building  a  glebe-house. 
The  present  Bill  precluded   the   Board 
from  making  any  gift  exceeding  50/.,  and 
that  only  to  the  clergyman  whose  living 
did  not  exceed  50/.  per  annum.  He  could 
not  but    consider  this    as    an    absolute 
mockery.  But  what  was  the  great  apology 
for  erecting  this  new  Board  and  abolishing 
the  Board  of  First  Fruits  ?     The  House 
had  been  told  the  Bishops  would  not  have 
leisure  to  discharge  these    duties.     He 
would  inform  the  House  what  duties  had 
been  discharged  by   the  Board  of  First 
Fruits  since  the  Union.    He  held  in  his 
hand  a  return  of  the  sums  administered 
by  them  during  that  period.     They  ex- 
pended no  less  a  sum  than  1,195,500/., 
This  sum  was  expended  in  building  746 
churches,  in  building  552  glebe-houses, 
and  in  purchasing  203  glebe-lands.     The 
rest  was  expended  in  purchasing  impro- 
priate tithes,  for  the  purpose  of  adding  to 
small -livings.     And  to  what  expense  to 
the  Church  was  this  effected  ?     At  not 
more  than  960/.  annually.     He  would  beg 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex  to  the  economy  with  which 
this  Board  had  done  its  work.    There 
WM  to  be,  accordiog  to  this  BiU|iD$tead  of 


that  Board,  three  paid '  Commissioners, 
with  a  Treasurer,  Secretary,  and  other 
salaried  officers.  They  were  to  have  this 
costly  establishment  at  an  expense  pro- 
bably of  above  10,000/.  instead  of  a  Board 
which  cost  only  960/.  Let  the  noble 
'  Lord  continue  the  Board  of  First  Fruits, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  with  an  ad- 
ditional secretary,  the  Bishops  would 
perform  all  the  duties  which  it  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  to  transfer  to  the  new 
Board.  The  adoption  of  this  plan  to  be 
sure  would  cause  a  diminution  of  patron- 
age to  the  Government— but  patronage 
was  not  an  object  with  the  present  Go- 
vernment, and  would  effect  a  considerable 
saving  in  the  property  of  the  Church- 
There  were  other  strong  objections  to  this 
Bill,  but  having  detained  the  House  so 
long,  he  should  postpone  them  for  the 
Committee.  One  observation  he  must, 
however,  make  before  sitting  down.  A 
Commission  had  been  issued  last  Session 
for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the 
state  of  the  Church  in  Ireland.  That 
Commission  had  diligently  pursued  its 
inquiries,  and  a  great  deal  of  information 
had  been  obtained.  He  regretted,  that 
the  present  measure  was  not  postponed 
until  that  information  had  been  laid  before 
the  House.  He  knew  not  why  Ministers 
should  have  brought  it  forward  so  pre- 
cipitately, unless  as  a  set-off  against  the 
measure  of  coercion.  It  would  look  as  if 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  committed  an 
oversight  in  the  progress  of  their  great 
Reform  measure ;  they  seemed  to  have 
forgotten  that  the  monster  they  were  cre- 
ating would  require  to  be  fed ;  and, 
accordingly,  when  great  clamour  was 
raised  l>y  the  new  constituency  for  some 
fruit  of  reform,  a  limb  of  the  Irish  Church 
appeared  the  next  thing  at  hand,  and  it 
was  offered  to  appease  their  clamorous 
appetite  for  a  while.  But  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  greatly  mistaken  if  they 
supposed  the  appetite  for  spoliation  once 
being  indulged,  that  they  could  satisfy  it 
with  the  Church  in  Ireland,  or  even  with 
the  Church  in  England.  They  ought 
not  to  forget,  that  the  first  concession 
which  was  made* at  the  French  Revolution, 
was  the  Church.  They  all  knew  how 
soon  the  aristocracy,  the  monarchy,  and 
the  spoliation  of  all  property  followed. 
He  trusted  that  this  country  was  not  come 
to  that  point ;  but  if  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters continued  to  give  way  to  clamour — if 
they  went  on  to  legislate  upon  principles 
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the  House  of  Commons,  in  the  year  1815, 
where  the  first  of  these  ili-oraened  mea«« 
sures  was  proposed,  he  remembered  what 
fell  from  his  noble  friend  who  now  held 
the  office  of  the  Keeper  of  his  Majesty's 
Privy  Seal — he  remembered  it  well  indeed, 
without  the  means  he  had  taken  to  refresh 
his  memory ;  bat  us  he  had  taken  those 
roeansy  he  would  call  the  attention  of  ihe 
House  to  an  extract  from  his  noble  friend's 
speech  on  that  occasion.     '  In  looking  to 
the  principles  which  should  guide  their 
decision,  the  House  ought  to  recollect, 
that  they  were  not  now  in  the  situation 
of  arguing,  for  the  first  time,  whether 
they  should  act  on  the  principle  of  re- 
striction or  not.    For  not  only  on  the 
subject  of  corn,  but  on  all  great  branches 
of  trade  in  this  country,  they  had,  from 
time  immemorial,  proceeded  on  a  system 
of  restriction.    And  therefore  he  con- 
tended, they  were  not  now  placed  in  a 
situation  of  discussing  first  principles. 
They  were  not  now,  for  the  first  time,  to 
inquire  whether  they  were  to  act  on  this 
principle  or  not.    The  system  had  been 
acted  on  for  a  long  period,  and  we  could 
not  depart  from  it  without  encountering 
a  frightful  revulsion,  which  it  would  be 
dreadful  to  combat.    It  was  not,  there- 
fore, a  question  between  restriction  and 
non-restriction,  but  how  they  were  to 
apply  principles    that  had   been    long 
called  into  action,  to  the  existing  cir* 
cumstances  of  the  country.    This  was 
the  only  ground  on  which  he  would  now 
recommend  the  measure  he  was  about  to 
submit  to  their  consideration.'*     The 
principle  of  that  law,  as  it  appeared  from 
that  statement,  was  restriction;  but  he 
did  not  quote  these  authorities  to  support 
that  view  which  he  supposed  no  noble  Lord 
would  deny,  but  to  request  their  Lordships 
to  compare  it  with  the  system  which  had 
been  since  introduced.    He  asked  their 
Lordships  to  compare  it,  in  order  to  see 
how  it  formed  a  part  and  parcel  of  the 
pvesent  system*    Before  he  bad  done  with 
authoritieSy  he  would  take  the  liberty  of 
quoting  one  more,  of  a  more  recent  date^ 
and  equally  distinguished.    Their  Lord- 
ships would  probably  recollect,  that  the 
present  Act  was  passed  in  1828,  and  that 
it  was  a  substitute  for  that  Bill  which  was 
rejected  in  1 827,  which  it  nearly  resembled. 
Their  Lordships  would  lecollecti  that  the 
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Bill  of  1 827  was  proposed  by  Mr.  Can- 
ning, and  that  in  1828  the  propositions 
were  submitted  to  Parliament  by  his  right 
bon.  friend  (Mr.  Grant)  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Control ;  and  it  was  super- 
fluous in  him  to  say,  that  whatever  fell 
from  that  right  bon.  Gentleman  was  wor- 
thy of  attention.  In  1 82B,  that  right  boo. 
Gentleman  said :  **  In  moving  these  Reso* 
Itttions,"  and  their  Lordships  would  ob- 
serve, that  the  Resolutions  spoken  of 
were  the  basts  of  that  Act,  *'he  had  spoken 
of  these  Resolutions  as  an  introduction  to 
something  better ;  but  in  one  point  of  view 
they  were  permanent.  They  were  perma- 
nent until  the  minds  of  men  could  be  led 
to  entertain  juster  notions  on  the  subject, 
and  would  be  changed  only  as  the  notions 
which  at  present  prevailed  were  altered 
for  the  better/'*  He  had,  therefore,  the 
high  authority  of  his  right  hon.  friend,  and 
there  could  be  none  higher,  that  the  Reso- 
lutions, which  were  the  base  of  the  present 
system,  were  not  the  best  which  could  be 
devised.  Permanency,  indeed,  could 
hardly  be  required ;  and  his  right  hon. 
friend  contemplated  the  law  as  permanent 
in  relation  to  the  Legislature,  only  till 
men's  minds  were  brought  to  entertain 
juster  notions.  Their  Lordships  might 
be  assured,  that  he  should  not  now  agitate 
the  question,  if  he  had  not  a  well-founded 
conviction,  as  well  as  the  conviction  deriv- 
ed from  the  opinions  of  men  of  high 
authority— men,  indeed,  for  whom  he  en- 
tertained the  highest  reverence— that  this 
question  was  not  settled.  It  was  that  con- 
viction which  induced  him  to  call  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  subject.  He 
said,  it  was  a  question  which  must  be 
opened.  The  question  could  not  even 
now  be  settled,  and  there  must  be  befbfe 
the  final  adjustment  of  it,  repeated  discus- 
sions. If  he  were  to  state  what  period 
should  be  chosen  for  the  discussion  of  this 
question,  he  would  say,  that  it  would  be 
wise  and  prudent  to  enter  into  a  calm 
consideration  of  the  question  when  there 
was  no  agitation.  He  knew  that  (he 
question  of  these  laws  and  regulations  were 
a  subject  of  extreme  delicacy;  he  knew 
that,  and  he  asked  his  noble  friend  who 
cheered  him  whether  it  were  not  better  to  dts* 
cuss  the  question  when  there  was  no  flgita* 
tion  and  no  anxiety  on  the  subject?  "nieir 
Lordships  might  I>e  disposed  to  say,  why 
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in  fact.  lo  pfovipf  tbi3  ai$ertion  il  WQMld 
be  nei^es^i^y  for  him  briefly  to  aUiide  lo 
the  biitory  of  tl(ii  tenure*  ongjonlly 
cre^te4  by  the  IQth  »qd  i  lib  of  Cbftrlee 
}ftU  1^  which  Act  BUbops  were  empowered 
to  grant  lefnef  for  twenty-one  yei^rt  on  re- 
serving a«  rent  half  the  aptual  value  of  the 
day.  It  became  the  ca^tOfQi  on  receiving 
a  f  nni  gf  money-^H^nginaUy  amounting  to 
one'twelfth,  but  latterly*  dufing  the  con.- 
tinenlal  war,  when  aU  renta  were  raised 
to  the  utnio«t»  varying  from  an  eighth  to  a 
fifths  never  ^mounting  to  n)pre  than  a 
fifthi  for  that  was  the  calculated  value  of 
the  reversionary  interest,  to  accept  sur- 
renders and  g^ept  new  leases.  This  cus- 
tom, which  he  acknowledged  to  have  been 
a  departiire  from  the  spirit  of  the  Act,  was 
boweyer  rendered  legal  by  ^he  35t\i  of 
George  3rd,  which  Act,  after  declaring 
valid  all  existing  contracts,  eapressly  em- 
powwed  the  Bishop  to  accept  surrender^ 
and  grant  oew  leases ;  thus  the  income  of 
the  3isbops  at  present  by  law  consisted 
pot  only  of  the  rents  of  the  Church  lands, 
which  were  nominal,  but  of  the  renewal 
linea,  which  were  considerable ;  and  the 
tenant  was  by  law  eni^bled,  by  the>tegular 
payment  of  hi9  renewsl  ^pe,  which  wonld 
not  amonnt  to  move  than  a  fifth  of  his 
interest,  to  meintain  his  original  term  of 
twenty ?one  jears  undimioisbed.  He  felt 
he  was  justified  in  terming  this  tenure  a 
perpetuity,  whieh  had  been  sanctioned  by 
the  usage  of  200  years — a  tenure  both 
landlord  end  t^ant  were  bound  by  the 
most  poarerfttl  of  all  human  motives,  per- 
sonal interest,  to  aiainteio ;  and  so  power- 
fully bad  that  interest  acted  on  both,  that 
in  the  spae^  of  two  centuries,  but  one  or 
two  instances  eould  be  given  of  those 
leases  bailing  been  suffered  to  expire; 
and,  on  evaminatioa,  it  would  be  found  to 
have  arisen  either  from  the  mental  imbe- 
cility or  great  irregularity  of  the  tenant, 
in  permiittng  several  years  of  hie  tenure  to 
pan  over  without  renewal .  He  challenged 
them  to  produce  one  solitary  instance  of 
a  Bishop  running  bis  life  against  the 
tenant,  having  4'6t  lefused  one-Qfth  of  the 
beneficisil  interest  as  renewal  fine.  That 
that  cirenmatance  rendered  it  almost  im- 
perative OQ  the  Bishop  to  renew,  could 
not  be  disputed.  Three-fourths  of  his 
income  depended  upon  it.  His  rent,  which 
was  bnt  the  original  sum  reserved  in  die 
daya  of  Oharles  1st.  barely  aaionnted  to  a 
ibiirth-'-the  remaining  three-fourths  of  his 
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Paron  Foster,  in  bis  eyidenoe  in  1826, 
estimated  the  incomes  of  the  Irish  Prelates 
at  120,000/.  a-year;  a  more  accurate  in- 
quiry showed  it  to  be  130,000/.,  100,000/. 
of  which  consisted  of  renewal  fines.  Would 
the  nation,  for  the  purpose  of  evicting  the 
tenants  of  the  Church  lands,  take  on  itself 
the  payment  of  100,000/.  annually  for 
the  next  twenty-one  years,  or  would  the 
Irish  Episcopal  Bench  consent  to  sur- 
render so  much  of  their  income,  unless  one 
or  the  other  was  done^  This  tenure,  then, 
must,  he  contended,  be  deemed  perpetual. 
That  it  was  the  interest  of  the  tenant  to 
maintain  it,  he  was  ready  to  admit.  Their 
having  done  so  for  200  years  was  a 
sufficient  proofs  men  would  not  act  for 
SP  long  a  period  in  opposition  to  their  in- 
terests. Even  now  they  were  willing  to 
put  the  renewal  fine,  which  at  present  was 
voluntary,  from  the  payment  of  which  they 
were  exempt  for  '  the  next  twenty-one 
years,  as  an  immediate  and  permanent 
charge  on  the  land,  for  the  non-payment 
of  which  they  woqld  be  liable  to  the  evic- 
tion of  their  interests,  as  the  price  of  the 
name  of  perpetuity ;  but  they  were  not 
willing  to  purchase  it  as  demanded — first, 
by  a  payment  of  a  fifth  of  their  beneficial 
interest  for  twenty-one  years,  amounting 
to  about  four  millions ;  secondly,  by  sur- 
rendering the  option  of  commanding  five 
years'  purchase  of  their  beneficial  interest 
from  the  Bishop,  at  the  eve  of  the  expira- 
tion of  thcsir  leases  (between  two  and  three 
millions),  which  had  not  even  been  al- 
luded to  by  the  noble  Lord,  though  he 
must  have  been  fully  aware  of  it,  as  it  was 
distinctly  mentioned  in  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Foster;  thirdly,  by  contributing  to 
this  proposed  perpetuity  fund,  this  tenure 
had  always  been  considered  in  Ireland  as 
perpetual.  Mansion-houses  bad  been 
Duilt — whole  streets  had  been  erected — 
family  settlements  had  been  entered  into  on 
the  faith  of  it — and  eyen  in  the  Tithe  Report 
the  Committee  were  compelled  to  acknow- 
ledge that  the  tenant  had,  in  part,  §  per- 
manent interest  in  the  land.  On  what 
data  the  noble  i^ord  had  assumed  the  pre- 
sent value  of  those  houses  to  he  but 
twelve  and  a-half  years'  purchase,  or  by 
what  process  of  reasoning  he  had  brought 
the  coovictbn  to  his  mind,  that  twenty 
years  would  be  a  fair  estimate  of  their 
future  value,  he  was  unable  to  discover. 
In  the  evidence  in  the  Report,  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  those  leases  had  been»  by  some, 
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ever,  which  brought  sixteen  or  seventeen 
years'  purchase ;  and  in  the  various  commu- 
nications he  had  received  from  different  in- 
dividuals in  Ireland,  they  universally 
as^reed  in  the  present  interest  being  worth 
fourteen  years'  purchase.  He  supposed 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Mahony  must  be  de- 
pended on  to  press  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord : — that  Gentleman  stated  he 
had  known  leases  of  this  description  dis- 
posed of,  and  bring  but  twelve  years' 
purchase  ;  but  this  ought  not  to  be  taken 
as  the  criterion  of  their  value,  for  a  little 
further  on  the  same  Gentleman  stated  he 
had,  since  1815,  frequently  purchased 
fee  simple  under  seventeen  years'  purchase. 
Land  in  Ireland  was  brought  into  the 
market  on  account  of  the  distress  of  its 
owner — it  was  brought  there  to  be  sold, 
and  sold  it  must  be,  bring  what  price  it 
would—  that  price  depended  therefore  not 
on  its  intrinsic  value,  but  on  the  number 
and  the  wealth  of  the  competitors  that 
might  be  seeking  for  it ;  nor  should  it  be 
forgotten,  that  since  the  evidence  was 
given,  the  value  of  these  leases  had  been 
considerably  enhanced  by  that  provision  in 
the  Reform  Bill,  which  enabled  leaseholders 
to  register.  Hitherto  the  great  objection* 
to  this  kind  of  property  had  been,  that  it 
could  not  be  made  available  for  political 
purposes — that  objection  no  longer  existed, 
and  he  was  confident,  that  fourteen  years 
was  far  from  being  an  exaggerated  value. 
His  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Mayo, 
had  informed  him  a  few  days  since,  of  a 
lease  of  this  description  being  disposed  of 
in  his  county,  and  bringing  seventeen 
years'  purchase;  twenty  years  was  generally 
considered  to  be — and  was  in  the  tithe 
report,  expressly  stated  to  be — and  from 
Returns  in  the  Master's  Office,  distinctly 
shown  to  be — the  value  of  fee-simple  in 
Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  must  long  since 
have  discovered  his  error,  in  stamping  the 
same  value  on  his  proposed  tenure  as  on  a 
lease  for  ever,  subject  to  a  heavy  chiefry, 
to  all  the  casualties  of  ejectment,  and  the 
irregularities  of  the  tenant.  Could  that, 
with  justice,  be  put  on  a  level  with  an 
estate  in  fee?  He  himself  had  known 
several  estates,  subject  to  small  chiefry, 
fall  by  ejectment,  into  the  possession  of 
the  owner  in  fee.  The  noble  Lord  would 
not  venture  to  affirm  that  these  estates 
were  equal  in  value  to  those  in  fee,  or  that 
the  latter  would  not  command  a  higher 
rate  of  purchase  in  the  market,  by  at  least 
•three  years.    In  the  reports  to  which  he 


had  alluded,  the  extreme  value  of  these 
fee-grants  was  stated  to  be  seven  teen-years 
and  a  half's  purchase;  but  it  was  proposed 
to  dispose  of  four-fifths,  one-fifth  being 
laid  on  the  land  as  annuity ;  if  that  were 
deducted,  but  fourteen  years  remained — the 
exact  value  of  the  tenant's  present  interest. 
What,  then,  would  remain  to  be  pur- 
chased ;  or  under  what  pretence  were  the 
tenants  of  the  Church  lands  to  be  called 
on  to  contribute  to  this  perpetuity  fund  ? 
The  first  demand  for  the  payment  of  re- 
newal fine  was  sufficient,  and  ought  to  be 
considered  as  a  purchase  of  the  peq>etutty  ; 
and  if  that  renewal  fine  amounted  actually 
to  one-fifth  of  the  tenant's  beneficial  in* 
terest,  it  was  more  than  should  be  de- 
manded; the  tenure  was  worth  fourteen 
years'  purchase ;  one-fifth  of  the  beneficial 
interest  for  twenty-one  years  was  four 
years'  purchase  of  the  entire,  and  six  were 
demanded  towards  the  perpetuity  fund; 
making  altogether,  twenty-four  years' 
purchase,  independent  of  their  proposed 
leases  to  the  tenants,  of  one  year  and  a 
half,  for  property  which,  if  brought  into 
the  market  one  hour  after  the  purchase 
was  concluded,  would  not  fetch  more  than 
seventeen  years  and  a-half.  Could  an 
arrangement,  such  as  this,  be  termed  (bene- 
ficial ?  Out  of  the  numerous  documents 
in  his  possession,  be  would  trouble  the 
House  with  but  two ; — the  opinion  of  an 
eminent  notary-public,  Mr.  Page,  con- 
cluding the  statement  he  had  made  on  an 
extract  from  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Leslie 
Foster  in  1825.  The  questions  put  to 
Mr.  Page  were — first,  "  What  is  the  value 
of  the  reversion  at  the  expiration  of  a  lease 
of  twenty-one  years,  at  present  producing 
an  annual  income  of  500/.,  such  reversion 
to  be  conveyed  by  a  fee  grant  subject  to  a 
perpetual  rent  of  100/.  per  annum? 
Answer,  1200/.  Second.  What isthe present 
value  of  1 00/.  annually,  payable  by  annual 
instalments  for  twenty-one  years  ?  Answer 
1250/.  proving,  that  when  the  renewal  fine 
was  an  actual  fifth,  it  would  aniount  to  one 
year  and  a  half  purchase  more  than  should 
be  demanded.  Mr.  Foster's  evidence  was 
this  ''The  maximum' a  Bishop  will  obtain 
'  is  one-fifth  of  beneficial  value;  it  is  ooro- 

*  puted  that,  practically,  the  present  value 
'  of  one  year,  to  be  added  at  the  expiration 
'  of  twenty  years,  is  one-fifth  of  what  that 

*  twenty  years  is  expected  to  produce ; 
'  some  Bishops  are  contented  with  a 
'  seventh — some  with  a  sixth;  but  a-fiftb  is 

*  the  maximuoi  which  can  be  obuined ; 
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*•  and   the  tenant  who  would  .give  more 

*  than  that,  would  make  a  losing  bargain ; 

*  if  he  wa3  tenant  to  a  Bishop,  he  would 

*  rather  let  his  lease  expire  than  give  hip 

*  so  much ;    ten   year's  purchase  is  de- 

*  manded  for  four-fifths  of  a  fee-farm 
'  grant,  when  the  absolute  reversion  of  the 
'  entire  fee  simple  is  worth  but  seven." 
The  more  he  considered,  the  more  difficult 
he  found  it,  to  reconcile'  himself  to  this 
new,  this  monstrous  principle,  now  for  the 
first  time  attempted  to  be  introduced  into 
legislation.  This  claim,  on  the  part  of 
the  State,  for  real,  or,  as  in  the  present 
instance,  imaginary  benefit  conferred  by 
Acts  of  Parliament — this  fearful  precedent 
for  England,  which  could  be  made  avail- 
able on  every  question,  and  for  every 
purpose— if  once  admitted,  would  shake 
the  security  of  every  description  of  property 
whether  public  or  private,  lay  or  ecclesi- 
astical. Even  now,  as  before  the  House, 
it  was  a  measure  of  no  trifling  import ;  it 
would  affect  between  a  tenth  and  eleventh 
of  the  whole  landed  property  of  Ireland — 
a  species  of  property,  which,  not  having 
been  included  in  the  great  forfeitures, 
hitherto  holding  out  no  inducements  to 
the  capitalists  to  purchase,  was  at  present 
almost  exclusively  vested  in  the  small 
resident  proprietors.  This  class — on  whom 
the  maintenance  of  the  connexion  between 
the  countries  must  ultimately  depend — by 
whom  the  whole  local  business  of  the 
country  was  transacted — in  whom  were 
centred  all  hopes  of  the  future  improvement 
of  Ireland, — all  these  would,  by  one  stroke, 
be  deprived  of  a  fourth  of  their  property, 
and  must  eventually,  by  the  Bill,  be  utterly 
exterminated.  Vainly  would  they  en- 
deavour to  struggle  against  a  diminution 
of  their  income  of  forty  per  cent.  It  was 
most  desirable  for  all  parties  that  the 
question  should  be  settled,  that  on  fair 
and  equitable  terms  the  perpetuity  should 
be  obtained.  It  was  desirable  for  the 
Bishop, — it  would  render  certain  his  in- 
come, now  liable  to  great  variation, — it 
was  desirable  for  the  tenant  as  it  would 
protect  him  (and  that  was  all  it  would  do 
for  him)  in  his  future  outlay  of  capital ; — 
but  it  would  be  as  beneficial  to  the  State, 
as  advantageous  to  the  tenant  and  the 
Church,  Whole  districts,  at  present  un- 
profitable, would  be  brought  into  cultiva- 
tion; employment  would  be  afforded  to 
the  people;  tranquillity  throughout  the 
country  would  be  maintained.      Was   it 

wt  the  interest  of  tbe  AstioRi  and  ovght 


it  not  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Government, 
to  promote,  in  place  of  retarding,  so  desir- 
able an  end  ?  These  lands  were,  by  the 
concurrent  testimony  of  every  individual 
who  was  examined,  declared  remarkable 
for  their  unimproved  and  neglected  state. 
Want  of  employment  had  long  been  the 
bane  of  Ireland,  the  fertile  source  of  dis- 
turbances and  discontent  of  her  peasantry. 
The  settlement  of  this  question  was  an 
opportunity  long  wished  for,  which 
promised  to  call  into  action  employment 
for  thousands  of  her  agricultural  popula- 
tion ;  but,  as  usual,  the  cup  when  within 
reach  was  to  be  dashed  from  their  lips. 
Was  it  not  mockery  on  the  part  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  to  declare  that  they 
would,  by  giving  a  permanent  interest, 
create  in  the  heart  of  the  landlord  the 
desire  of  improvement ;  while,  at  the  same 
time,  they  were  depriving  him  of  the  means 
of  carrying  it  into  effect?  They  confessed, 
they  acknowledged,  the  neglected  state  of 
these  lands,  but  their  fiat  was  about  to  go 
forth  that,  as  they  hitherto  had  been,  so 
they  should  remain,  neither  affording  em- 
ployment to  the  people  nor  wealth  to  the 
nation.  The  noble  Lord,  on  originally 
introducing  this  measure,  made  use  of  the 
expression,  ''want  of  capital  in  Ireland  is 
an  evil  Government  cannot  remedy."  It 
was  an  evil,  however,  they  ought  not,  as 
they  were  at  present*  about  to  do,  to  in- 
crease. He  had  heard  this  expression 
fall  from  the  noble  Lord  with  feelings  of 
deep  dissatisfaction.  It  would  be  unfair, 
it  would  be  uncandid,  to  charge  him  and 
his  Colleagues  with  the  actual  want  of 
capital  in  Ireland  ;  but  he  would  maintain, 
to  remove  that  want,  to  remedy  that  great 
evil,  the  source  of  so  much  misery  and 
crime,  should  be  among  the  first  thoughts, 
as  it  was  certainly  one  of  the  first  duties, 
of  the  noble  Lord,  both  as  a  Minister  and 
as  a  Legislator.  The  increase  of  capital 
in  Ireland  would  be  the  best  criterion,  as 
it  would  be  the  first  result  of  a  wise  system 
of  measures ;  the  want  of  it  was  presump- 
tive evidence  of  mistaken  and  unsuccessful 
legislation  ;  and  when  the  noble  Lord 
declared  want  of  capital  in  Ireland 
an  evil  he  could  not  remedy,  he  said,  in 
fact,  that  he  despaired  of  Ireland.  He 
despaired  of  himself.  He  would  once 
more  object  to  the  proposed  alteration  of 
this,  as  he  trusted  it  would  prove,  visionary 
fund.  Had  it  been  destined  to  increase 
the  salaries  of  the  hard-working,  but  ill- 
requited  class,  theuufortuDatei-thene^ 
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l«cted  curates,  ihough  he  would  object  to 
its  amount,  still  he  would  subscribe  to  its 
principle,  Had  it  even  been  proposed  to 
remove  a  b)ot  from  the  Protestant  Church 
by  cocnpansating  and  doing  away  with  the 
hqlding  of  pluralities,  it  would  have  found 
some  favour  in  his  eyes,  but  as  it  was,  he 
protested  against  it,  and  conjured  th^ 
Ministers  not  to  persevere  in  making  it 
part  and  parcel  of  their  Bill;  and  he 
particularly  called  on  the  right  hon.  SecrCf 
tary  for  the  Colonies,  whose  talents  no 
person  could  hold  in  higher  estimation  than 
be  did,  nor  wa^  there  an  individual  in  (he 
House  more  inclined  to  give  hiip  credit 
for  those  kind  feelings  towards  Ireland 
which,  ia  his  eloquent  address  to  the 
Hou«e  at  the  commencement  of  the  Session 
he  assured  them  he  had  ^\vf9iys  felt, — he 
called  upon  him,  as  a  practical  proof  of 
bis  friendship,  to  abandon  this  obnosioiis 
and  oppressive  proviiion.  If  Government 
would  not  adhere  to  the  principle  of  their 
Bill,  which  professed  to  be  for  the  advant- 
age of  the  tenant,  let  them,  at  least,  be 
just;  should  the  measure,  however,  be 
proceeded  in  he  did  not  fear  the  result. 
His  confidence  in  that  House  must  forbid 
his  imagining  that  they  would,  in  open 
disregard  of  the  rights  of  property,  in 
direct  violation  of  justice,  in  a  total 
abandonment  of  good  feeling,  sanction  it, 
or  call  on  Ireland,— 7wasted,  impoverished 
Ireland,- — to  furnish  a  subsidy  of 
3,000,000/.  to  the  State.  He  would  no 
longer  detain  the  House  ;  he  had  already 
trespassed  on  lUk  patience  too  long ;  and 
he  would  but  assure  it,  that  he  deeply  felt 
and  gratefully  acknowledged  the  attention 
with  which  he  had  been  honoured. 

An  Hon,  Member  was  understood  to 
say,  that  the  measure  had  his  general  sup- 
port, but  that  be  objected  to  part  of  it, 
because  that  part  of  it  was  inconsistent 
with  the  main  principles  of  the  Bill.  The 
part  he  objected  to  was  that  which  sanc- 
tioned an  alienation  of  Church  property ; 
for,  notwithstanding  the  denial  of  the 
rightbon.  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  there 
was  in  the  measure  a  sanction  given  to 
the  alienation  of  Church  property.  Whilst 
he  admitted  the  power  of  that  House  with 
respect  to  Church  property,  he  thought 
that  it  should  be  especially  applied  to 
Charch  purposes.  One  of  the  purposes 
to  which  it  ought  to  be  applied,  and  for 
which  it  was  originally  destined,  was  edu- 
cation ;  and  few  countries  more  than  Ire^ 

laud  foquirod  that  edugatioo  ^bguld  be 


encouraged.  It  was  tbo  igooraqoe  of  the 
people  of  that  conQtry  that  gave  so  murk 
bold  to  agitation ;  and  nq  one  ooMid  read 
the  Hoport  of  the  Irish  Coniipistioiiefs 
withput  being  convinced,  that  the  incr^se 
of  crime  in  Ireland  was  owing  to  the 
ignpranoe  of  the  people,  £veo  the  boo,. 
member  for  Dublin  would  aljow,  that  |be 
crimes  of  a  population  were  generally  pio- 
portionate  to  their  ignorance. 

Mr,  0*C!qnneU  said,  that  be  was  not 
quite  so  sure  of  the  ignorance  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  Whether  ignonuic^ 
did  or  did  not  preyail  there,  it  was  certaia 
that  it  did  to  a  v^ry  large  extent  ebe- 
where,  and  he  seldom  saw  so  many  prooft 
of  it  as  he  did  when  he  heard  bop.  Mem- 
bers talk  about  Ireland*  He  deni^  that 
the  crimes  of  a  country  were  in  proportion 
to  the  ignorance  of  its  population,  and  he 
was  supported  in  his  opinion  by  the  an* 
thority  of  a  late  number  of  *<  The  Edin- 
burgh Review/'  He  had  seen  it  stated 
in  a  statistioal  calculation  pnblishod  in 
that  journal,  that  there  were  mora  poor 
children  enjoying  the  blessing  of  education 
in  Ireland,  than  in  that  country  so  vaunt- 
ed, and  so  favoured  as  to  education — 
Scotland.  Besides,  if  th^  statistical  ac- 
counts of  crimes  in  the  French  d^pnrt- 
ments,  drawn  up  by  the  desire  of  the  Go>- 
vernment  of  that  country,  were  conaulled, 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  last  spoken 
would  find  that  the  progresa  of  eriqae  did 
not  tally  with  the  ignorance  of  the  depart- 
ments ;  for  that  the  proportion  of  crime 
to  the  inhabitants  was  greater  in  those 
departments  which  were  coniiidered  the 
most  enlightened.  With  respect  to  the 
present  measure,  as  he  had  said  on  a 
former  occasion,  it  had  his  approbation; 
and  he  would  now  state  why  he  approved 
of  it  no  longer,  lest  he  should  be  aceuaed 
of  inconsistency  apd  of  changing  his 
sentiments  without  a  sufficient  reason. 
The  fact  was,  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
bad  practised  a  delusion  on  him  wben  he 
said  that  the  Vestry-cess  was  to  be  entirely 
abolished.  The  noble  lA)rd  might  have 
done  so  unwittingly,  but  the  nMe  Lord 
must  still  be  aware  that  he  (Mr.  O'Con* 
nell)  spoke  sincerely  whan  be  mentioned 
that  he  laboured  under  a  delusion  upon 
this  point.  The  amount  of  the  cesa  was 
stated  to  be  betweeu  dOfiOOL  or  80,000/. ; 
in  the  newspaper  reports  he  aaw  it  to  be 
69,000/.  This  was  to  be  done  awiq^  with ; 
and  when  the  noble  Lord  stated  the  yearly 
value  9f  Bi9h9p»'  property  to  ^  700|000(»| 
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be  (Mr.  O'Conneil)  eeked  the  noble  Lord 
whether  it  w%s  too  much  to  expect  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  should  be  relieved  of 
their  bofthens  at  the  rate  of  about  ten 
per  ceot  upon  that  property  ?  But  it  had 
been  proved  since  the  noble  Lord  spoke, 
that  the  relief,  instead  of  amonntlog  to 
70,000/,,  would  not  amount  to  pnore  than 
10,000/.  This  was  the  reasoq  why  he 
cbapged  his  opinion  with  respect  to  the 
measure.  Hq  held  in  his  hand  some  re- 
turns of  the  amount  of  assessment  on 
several  parishes  in  Dublin,  some  with  ex- 
clusively Protestant  vestries,  and  others 
to  which  he  would  refer  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  what  charges  would  be  abolished 
by  the  operation  of  this  measure.  The 
statute  or  7  Geo.  4,  Cr  72,  authorized 
three  beads  of  expenditure.  First,  ex- 
penses relating  to  the  building,  rebuilding, 
repairing,  or  enlaii^ng  churches  or  chapels ; 
8ecoiidly»  the  providing  things  necessary 
for  the  celebration  of  divine  service  therein, 
AS  authorised  bv  letters  canonical,  or  canon 
law ;  and  tbirdlyt  the  providing  a  salary 
for  the  maintenance  of  any  pari&  clerk  or 
sexton*  These  were  the  needs  of  expen- 
diture authorized  by  the  Act.  Now,  the 
assessment  dated  the  Itth  of  June,  1830, 
made  on  the  parish  of  St.  Ann's,  Dublin, 
the  Vestry  being  exclusively  Protest- 
ant, eontained  the  following  items : 

£.   9.  d. 

Tq  Bread  and  wine  for  Communion  15    0    0 
Parish  cleik  •        •        .  58    0    0 

Sexton  .  «  .  .  .  39  18  4 
Ditto  riqging  for  Morning  Ser- 
vice .  .  .950 
Organist  .  •  .  .  53  0  0 
Organ-blower  .  .950 
Organ-tuner  .  •  .950 
Ground-rent  of  chnrch  .  15  0  0 
losiimnee  on  church        •        .  15    0    0 

Then  there  was  a  charee  for  the  salary 
of  a  curate,  for  perform mg  morning  ser- 
vice, 1507.    And  then  came 

£.  I.  d. 
BeverendOecrrge  Blacker  (another)  150  0  0 
Vestry  cleik,  one  year's  salary  .  23  0  0 
Assistance  to  sexton    •  .    23    o    o 

Beadle 24    0    0 

Gate-keeper  •  .  .  ,  92  0  0 
Vestry  maid  .  .  .  .19  0  0 
Engine  keeper's  salary  •  .  19  0  0 
Paying  engines  attending  fires  in 
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the  parish 
providing  for  deserted  children 
Donations  to  the  poor 
Taking  care  of  cfai^rcbyard  . 


ir  0  0 

17  0  0 

21  0  0 

6  0  0 

45  0  0 


Now  S|.  Peter's  WM  w>\  exolusiirely 


Protestant,  and  let  the  House  see  the 
items  of  expenditure  in  ^i.  Peter's.  There 
were, 

£.  «.  4. 

Taking  care  of  church    •        .       .£50 

Organist 65    0    0 

Organ  bellows-hiower  •  .  .6160 
Organ-tuner  .        .        .        .    6  16    0 

Beadle 42    0    0 

Vestry  clerk  .        .        .        .  80    0    0 

Now  all  the  ej^pensive  items  he  had 
mentioned  would  still  remuin,  though  it 
had  been  said  that  the  cess  was  virtually 
abolished.  The  cess,  so  far  <|s  it  regarded 
the  repairs  of  churclies,  was  done  away 
with,  but  it  would  still  be  levied  for  all 
other  purposes-  The  present  measure 
would,  by  allowing  assessments  at  any 
time  of  the  year,  only  double  that  vej^a- 
tioqs  tax.  When  he  bad  expressed  his 
approval  of  the  Bill,  he  had  aone  so  be- 
cause he  believed  it  would  repaove  this 
paost  vexatious  imposition ;  bi)tt  on  exam- 
ipipg  the  measure,  he  bed  fopndy  that  it 
neither  repealed  the  act  of  Geo.  2,  nor 
the  7  th  Geo.  4,  nor  any  of  those  4cts  by 
which  this  cess  was  levied ;  and,  therefore, 
he  retracted  his  opinion,  {ie  must  state, 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  cared  little  for 
the  removal  of  ten  of  the  Bishops,  but 
only  sought  to  escape  th^  annoying  pay*- 
ments  which  were  thus  levied  upon  them* 
The  only  feature  of  the  Bill  that  he  was 
able  to  approve  of  was,  that  it  instituted  ^ 
control  by  Parliament  over  Church  pro^ 
perty,  and  that,  once  admitted,  it  might 
lead  to  ulterior  and  highly  iniportant  con- 
sequences*  He  complained  that  the  law 
as  it  stood  was  most  unjust,  for  if  an  ap« 
peal  were  made  by  a  Catholic  to  the  Court 
of  King's  Bench  against  the  Vestry-cess, 
and  the  appeal  were  unsuccessful  in  form 
or  substance,  he  was  fined  in  triple  costs, 
and  if  he  were  successful,  h^  had  to  pay 
the  costs  of  both  sides*  The  Bill  did  not 
abolisli  tithes,  nor  lessen  the  burthens  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  With  reference  to 
the  livings  to  which  the  present  Fellows  of 
Trinity  College  would  be  entitled  to  sue*- 
ceed,  he  hoped  the  Bill  would  not  preju- 
dice the  interests  of  those  Gentlemen 
therein,  as  having  actually  toiled  in  ex** 
pectatton  of  the  vacancies,  they  might  be 
said  to  have  a  vested  right  in  them. 

Lord  AUharp  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin  had  contended* 
th^^t  the  Vestry-cess  in  Ireland  woqld  not 
be  abolished  by  the  Bill  introduced  by 

the  Goveroinent.    He  (Lord  A*)  ^uI4 
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only  say,  that  the  intention  was  to  abolish 
it,  and  that  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber could  point  out  an  instance  in  which 
that  was  not  'done,  he  could  assure  him 
the  Government  would  make  such  altera- 
tion in  the  clause  as  would  have  the  effect 
of  abolishing  it.  Since  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  spoken,  however, 
he  (Lord  Althorp)  had  been  assured  bv  an 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  near  fiim, 
that  the  clause,  as  it  at  present  stood, 
would  have  the  effect  of  abolishing  all 
those  charges.  The  intention  was,  to  benefit 
the  people  of  Ireland  by  relieving  them  of 
the  Vestry-cess;  and  if  the  clause  which 
was  to  confer  that  benefit  were  still  found 
to  be  defective,  they  were  willing  to  make 
the  required  Amendment.  The  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Dublin  then  com- 
plained  that  the  Bill  did  not  go  so  far  as 
he  wished.  He  (Lord  A.)  had  no  doubt 
that  it  did  not  go  so  far  as  the  inclination 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
wish ;  and  he  would  say  more,  it  was 
never  intended  .  that  it  should  go  so  far. 
The  learned  Gentleman  said  further,  thatit 
contained  many  clauses  which  were  of  no 
consequence  to  a  large  majority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  It  was  true,  as  argued 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  indifference  to  the  Catho- 
lics of  Ireland  how  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  were  distributed  among  the  clergy ; 
but  the  learned  Gentleman  should  recollect 
that  this  was  a  Bill  intended  for  the  Re- 
form of  the  Protestant  Church,  and  that 
it  was  therefore  their  business  to  remove 
the  abuses  of  the  Protestant  Church,  but 
they  were  not  obliged  to  go  to  the  Catho- 
lics for  their  advice  how  that  Church 
would  be  best  arranged.  He  would  now 
beg  to  say  a  few  words  in  answer  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Roscom- 
mon (Mr.  French).  When  that  hon. 
Gentleman  asserted  that  this  Bill  would 
do  an  injury  to  the  tenants  of  the  Church, 
he  could  assure  the  hon.  Member,  that  it 
was  not  intended  to  do  them  an  injury ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  that  it  was  intended 
to  do  them  a  benefit.  The  hon.  Member 
had  said,  that  the  leases  held  by  those 
tenants  were  equal  to  a  perpetuity.  Now 
he  (Lord  AUhorp)  could  assure  the  House, 
that  at  present  there  were  forty-five  Bish- 
ops' leases,  of  which  only  ten  years  re- 
mained, and  he  would  ask  if  those  leases 
could  be  considered  equal  to  a  perpetuity  ? 
As  far  as  be  (Lord  Althorp)  could  under- 
vUod  the  tenor  of  the  boa.  Membefa  «r« 


guraent,  he  appeared  to  contend  that  the 
continued  renewal  of  a  lease  was  more 
valuable  than  a  perpetuity  by  half  a  year's 
purchase.     He  would  now  say  a  few  words 
with  regard  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  the  Universitr  of 
Dublin.     That  hon.  and  learned  Member 
proposed,  that  instead  of  the  present  plan 
of  getting  rid  of  Vestry-cess,  and  placing 
the   expense   of    maintaining    the    Irish 
Church  on  Irish  Protestants,  a  tax  of  a 
penny  an  acre  should  be  imposed ;  but 
this  proposal  was  objectionable  on  the 
same  ground  as  the  Vestry-cess,  because 
it  threw  the  expenses  of  the  Church  on 
other  than  churchmen^  who  ought  to  bear 
them.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
assumed,  that  the  palaces  vacated  by  Pro- 
testant Bishops  would    be  occupied  by 
members  of  the  Catholic  hierarchy,  a  cir- 
cumstance upon  which  he  dwelt  with  ex- 
pressions of  great  horror  and  regret ;  but 
he  saw  no  reason  for  supposing  the  matter 
to  be  at  all  likely,  and  therefore  thought 
the  learned  Gentleman  might  spare  his 
lamentations.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman said,  that  the  revenues  of  the  sup- 
pressed bishoprics  should  be  left  with  the 
Bishops  who  were  retained.     If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  thought  the  revenues 
of   the  bishoprics  which  remaiiled    too 
small,  he  (Lord  Althorp)  could  understand 
why  the  revenues  of  two  Bishops  should 
be  given  to  one;    but  as  that  was  not 
alleged,  he  could  not  see  the  advantage  of 
that    arrangement;    and   he   thought    it 
would  be  much  better  to  apply  those  re- 
venues to  the   general  purposes  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  objected  also  to  the  abolition  of 
the  Board  of  First  Fruits,  and  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  first  fruits  were  to  be  ad- 
ministered ;  and  that  it  was  degrading  to 
the  Church  that  the  Board  of  Commb- 
sioners  who  were  to  have  the  administra- 
tion of  them  should  be  composed  partly  of 
ecclesiastics  and  partly  of  laymen.     Now, 
he  thought  it  of  great  importance  that 
those  employed  in  that  arduous  and  im- 
portant duty  should  be  persons  of  activity 
and  industry;    and    that   such   a    duty 
should  not  be  intrusted  to  those  persons 
alone  who  could  not  be  called  upon  to 
attend,  but  might  do  so  or  not,  as  they 
thought  proper.     When  they  came  to  that 
clause,  he  would  be  ready  to  prove  that 
there  was  nothing  in  it  deserving-  of  the 
censure  which  had  been  lavished  upon  it 
by  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman,    He 
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had  no  intention  of  taking  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion that  evening;  and  his  only  reason 
for  rising  was,  because  he  had  considered 
the  observations  made  as  necessary  to  be 
answered. 

Mr.  Ooulburn  was  not  opposed  to  the 
adoption  of  useful  and  necessary  reforms 
in  the  Church  Establishment;  on  the  con- 
trary, as  one  who  venerated  that  Establish- 
menty  he  desired  to  see  it  rendered  as 
complete  as  possible;  but  he  must  resist 
the  present  Bill,  which  was  calculated  to 
retard  Uie  growth  of  the  Protestant  faith 
in  Ireland,  but  did  nothing  towards  the 
actual  reform  of  abuses,  or  the  promotion 
of  the  efficiency  of  the  Church  as  an  in- 
strument for  the  extension  of  true  religion. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  to  enforce 
the  residence  of  the  clergy — no  provision 
for  the  separation  of  large  unions  of 
parishes— >in  short,  the  measure  did  not 
tend  to  render  the  Church  more  efficient. 
Its  grand  feature  was,  that  it  abolished  ten 
bishoprics,  of  which  he  would  speak  pre- 
sently. He  did  not  object  to  the  removal 
of  the  Vestry-cess  from  the  population  at 
large,  but  he  thought  that,  in  professing 
to  remove  a  grievance,  the  noble  Lord  left 
behind  abundant  grounds  for  dissatisfac- 
tion and  agitation.  There  were  two  cesses 
raised  in  every  parish  in  Ireland — the  one 
by  an  exclusively  Protestant  vestry,  the 
other  by  a  mixed  vestry  of  Protestants  and 
'Catholics.  The  objects  of  the  first-named 
cess  were  limited  by  Act  of  Parliament  to 
repairs  of  the  Church  and  the  performance 
of  worship  therein,  but  the  general  vestry 
had  to  deal  with  subjects  no  less  inflam- 
matory* Curates*  salaries  had  been  pro- 
vided for  in  general  Testries,  but  it  was 
otherwise  enacted  by  the  present  Bill. 
However,  abundant  subjects  of  dispute 
and  irritation  remained.  The  expenses  of 
organists,  singing,  and  all  matters  con- 
nected with  the  churchyard,  were  pro- 
vided for  in  general  vestries^  Here  was 
matter  for  agitation  which  the  Bill  had  not 
removed.  The  Bill  imposed  an  oppressive 
and  iniquitous  tax  on  one  class  of  the 
community  without  attaioing  its  avowed 
object.  He  did  not  wish  the  noble  Lord 
to  impose  another  tax  on  the  clergy  for 
the  accomplishment  of  the  objects  at  which 
he  had  glanced,  but  he  said  that  when 
the  noble  Lord  was  getting  rid  of  the  Ves- 
try-cessy  he  w»uld  have  done  better  to 
have  got  rid  of  it  altogether  ;  and  unless 
that  were  done,  they  would  render  the  life 
of  the  Protestant  clergy  hardly  safe.    But 


the  great  objection  which  he  had  to  the 
Bill  was  the  manner  in  which  it  affected 
the  interests  of  the  Protestant  Bishops, 
while  it  restricted  the  extension  of  the 
Protestant  religion  throughout  Ireland. 
If  this  Bill  should  be  carried,  it  would 
prove  the  greatest  calamity  which  could 
be  inflicted  on  the  country.  The  noble 
Lord  intended  by  this  measure  to  abol- 
ish no  less  than  ten  out  of  the  twenty- 
two  Bishops  in  Ireland;  and  he  would 
leave  a  number  which  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  perform  the  duties  of  the  Church, 
He  would  not  question  the  right  of  the 
Crown  to  consolidate  the  bishoprics,  but 
he  would  say  that,  if  such  a  reduction  as 
that  proposed  were  carried  into  effect,  the 
number  of  bishoprics  would  be  restricted 
to  a  number  which  would  fail  to  render 
them  able  to  discharge  those  numerous 
duties  which  would  devolve  upon  them. 
With  respect  to  the  number  of  Bishops,  he 
could  not  suppose  that  all  of  them  could 
always  be  ready  to  fulfil  their  functions, 
when  he  called  to  mind  the  common  acci- 
dents of  nature,  the  infirmities  of  age,  or 
those  many  causes  which  must  always 
tend  to  reduce  the  actual  number  of  the 
persons  appointed  to  these  situations.  In 
every,  establishment  there  would  be  men 
promoted  to  high  stations  who,  from  a 
variety  of  circumstances,  might  not  be 
calculated  to  advance  the  dignity  of  the 
Establishment.  They  could  not  therefore 
calculate  always  upon  having  the  aid  of 
twelve  Bishops  to  conduct  the  ecclesiasti- 
cal affairs  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  ;  and 
by  the  Bill,  it  followed,  that  of  that  number 
four  would  be  required  to  perform  their 
parliamentary  duties,  while  four  would  be 
expected  to  remain  in  Dublin  for  the  su- 
perintendence of  spiritual  affairs.  There- 
fore, for  five  or  six  months  of  the  year,  no 
more  than  four  Bishops  could  be  expected 
to  be  engaged  in  the  discharge  of  the  epis- 
copal duties.  But  supposing  that  all  these 
Bishops  were  in  the  full  vigour  of  youth, 
their  number  would  be  inadequate  to  the 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  their  situations. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of 
the  English  bishoprics,  and  had  particu- 
larly referred  to  the  bishopric  of  Chester, 
as  containing  a  great  number  of  benefices ; 
but  he  thought  that,  if  a  Reform  were  to 
be  made  in  the  English  Church  Establish- 
ment, that  Reform  should  be  to  increase 
the  number  of  bishoprics*  He  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  dwell  at  any  length 
upon  the  great  advantage  which  Ireland 
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derived  from  the  residence  of  the  Bishops, 
who  were  resident  gentry  of  the  best  de- 
scription, Und  gave  employment  to  the 
people.  He  had  himself  been  in  Ireland 
in  the  yesr  1B22,  when  the  country  was 
visited  by  the  double  calamity  of  famine 
and  of  a  frightful  pestilence  which  raged 
through  Ireland.  He  knew  well  what  had 
been  the  exertions  of  those  Bishops  on 
that  occasion,  whose  situation^  it  was  in- 
tended to  abolish,  and  he  witnessed  more 
particularly  the  conduct  of  a  Bishop  in 
Galway.  He  had  beheld  with  delight  the 
efforts  which  had  been  made  by  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Tuam,  not  only  in  the  capacity 
of  a  Protestant  Bishop,  but  also  in  his  cha- 
racter as  a  Protestant  Gentleman.  Only 
last  year  he  had  seen  a  Bishop,  who,  while 
Gentlemen  on  every  side  fled  from  their 
abodes  in  alarm,  had  given  up  his  inten- 
tion of  sailing  fbr  England,  and  had  re- 
turned to  his  residence  for  the  purpose  of 
administering  comfort  to  the  poor  people 
in  his  diocese.  It  was  the  fashion  to  say 
that  all  preferment  was  given  to  the  i^la« 
tioni  of  the  ndHillty,  but  ihii  be  denied 
in  respect  to  the  bishoprics.  The  Bishops 
rose  to  their  distinctions  from  their  supe'> 
nor  talent  and  accotnplishmenti  to  their 
contemporaries.  He  thought  that  in 
every  point  of  view,  whether  in  respect  to 
the  tiecessary  ecclesiastical  superintend- 
ence of  the  Bishops,  or  the  benefit  arising 
to  the  country  from  the  residence  of  the 
Bishops  in  their  dioceses  (in  which  latter 
case  he  had  only  quoted  one  instance, 
though  he  knew  manysimilarcase8),the  pro- 
posed reduction  wss  carried  beyond  what 
could  be  beneficial  to  the  country.  The  fact 
wasi  that  this  Bill  appointed  a  commission 
to  take  care  that  religious  duties  should 
not  be  performed  in  Ireland ;  if  service 
had  tiot  been  perfi^rmed  for  a  certain  time 
in  a  parish,  the  commissioners  had  power 
to  prevent  it  ever  being  performed  again. 
NoW|  in  his  opinioni  they  ought  to  do 
dirpctly  the  contrary  of  that,  and  of  a 
parish  so  long  deserted,  peculiar  care 
should  be  taken  of  the  religious  culture. 
The  diminishing  the  power  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  to  efiect  the  spread  of  Protes- 
tantism in  that  country,  which  would 
follow  from  this  measure,  would  not  be 
compensated  fbr,  he  feared,  by  the  exer- 
tions of  the  voluntarily  paid  ministers  of 
Dissenting  congregations,  judging  from 
the  manner  in  which  such  exertions  were  | 
treated  by  his  Majesty's  Government.  It 
was  but  very  recently  that  two  Dissenting 


ministers  in  Ireland,  who  tedeavoiirsd  to 
address  the  people  thete,  with  a  view  to 
disseminate  amongst  them  the  truths  of 
the  Protestant  religion,  drew  down  upon 
their  heads  the  reprobation  of  the  Go- 
vernment fo^  their  coodttot.     InstoMl  of 
suspending  the  appointment  of  a  minister 
in  parishes  where,  through  the  negligeoce 
of  former  ministers,  duty  had  not  been 
performed  for  some  years,  they  shoukl  ap- 
propriate the  revenues  which  thtfy  would 
derive  from  the  Bishops'  lands  to  the  fill- 
ing up  of  all  vacant  livings,  and  thus  en- 
deavour to  promote  the  spread  df  Protes- 
tantism in  that  country.    He  was  firmly 
convinced  that  the  happiness  and  pros- 
perity of  Ireland  mainly  depended  upon 
the  spread  of  the  true  reformed  Protestant 
fhith  in  that  country,  and  he  was  convineed 
that  if  its  blessings  wefe  mors  widely  dis- 
seminated there,  instead  of  crimes  and 
outrages,  peace,  virtue,  and   good-will, 
the  neveNfailing  effects,  as  expeneoce  had 
shown,  of  the  efforts  of  Protestant  mi» 
nisters  to  establish  the  tme  faith,  Wduld 
universally  prevail.    For  his  part,  he  did 
not  see  what  advantages  the  peo|de  of 
Ireland  would  obtain  by  the  paasine  of 
this  Bill.     He  did  not  believe  that,  m  a 
pecuniary  point*  of  view^  the  lower  orders 
of  the  Irish  people  would  derive  any  be« 
nefit  from  it,  because  an  increase  in  the 
rents  would  no  doubt  take  place,  so  as 
more  than  to  make  up  for  the  burden,  if 
any,  from  which  this  measure  went  to  re- 
lieve them.    In  fhct,  instead  of  seeing  in 
this  measure  anv  tendency  to  diminish  the 
evils  of  Ireland,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
several  of  the  daoses  of  It  would  go 
greatly  to  aggravate  them.    This  measure 
went  to  lessen  the  Bishops  in  Ireland,  and 
to  diminish  the  number  of  the  clei^  there, 
while  it  went  to  transfer  their  pmperty  to 
the  hands  of  lay  commissioners,  who  would 
have  no  fellow-feeling  with  the  people. 
If  they  passed  this  measuie  they  would 
condemn  many  parts  of  Ireland  to  the 
misfortune  of  never  seeing  a  Protestant 
Bishop,  and  of  never  being  solaced  and 
instructed  in  the  true  religion  by  a  Pro- 
testant pastor. 

Mr.  HumM  said,  that  he  should  have 
been  extremely  glad  to  have  heard  the 
speech  just  made  by  die  r^t  hon.  Gen« 
tleman  delivered  by  him  when  he  lat  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Houses  and  he  should 
have  been  equally  glad  to  have  heard  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suggest  thoee  Re- 
forms which  he  now  suggested,  and  ad-* 
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mitted  to  be  tiecessaty,  at  a  time  that  lie 
had  tbe  power  of  carrying  them  into  effect. 
But  far  other  was  the  game  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  when  he  sat  on  the  Trea- 
sury benches.     He  recollected   the  day 
When  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  the 
power  of  carrying  these   Reforms  into 
effect,  and  when  he  would  not  do  so ;   he 
recollected  the  day  when  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  called — but 
was  called  in  vain — to  the  non-residence 
of  clergymen,  and  to  the  other  crying 
abuses  that  existed  in  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment of  Ireland.     All  those  abuses 
seemed  then  to  be  forgotten  by  the  right 
hon.  Getitleman,  and  he  had  only  re- 
covered his  sight  so  as  to  perceive  the 
misgovernment  and  mismanagement    of 
the  Irish  Church,  at  the  same  time  that 
he  had  been  removed  from  his  seat  upon 
the  opposite  benches*    He  would  do  the' 
right  hon.  Gebtleroan  the  justice  to  say 
that  he  had  always  exptessed  an  anjiious 
desire  that  clergymen  should  be  resident, 
but  what  wad  the  tise  bf  expressing  such 
an  opinion  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  BSe  the  meahs  tot  carrying  it  into 
effect?    [Mr.  Goulbum :   I  did  use  them; 
I  brought  in  a  Bill  for  the  purpose].    He 
was  told  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
that  he  brought  in  a  Bill  for  the  purpose> 
but  why  had  not  that  Bill  produced  the 
desired  efiect,  after  having  been  so  many 
years  in  operation  ?   The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman told  them  that  he  considered  the 
support  and  maintetiance  of  the  Protes- 
tant Estsiblished  Church  in  Ireland  as  the 
only  means  of  securing  the  peace  of  thai 
country,  and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  hitherto  done  nothing  for  the  spread 
of  Protestantism  in  Ireland  but  by  voting 
money  for  other  purposes.    What  was  the 
remedy  which  he  now  proposed  t   After 
Protestantism  had  had  a  trial  of  a  century 
and  upwards  in  Ireland,  s^nd  had  failed 
in  making  progress  there,  the  right  hon. 
Oetitleman  proposed  that  churches  should 
be  built,  and  that  the  number  of  Protes- 
tant clergymen  should  be  increased,  evi- 
dently fbr  the  purpose  of  forcing  Protes- 
tantism down  the  throats  of  the  people  of 
that  country.    He  (Mn  Hume)  was  anxi- 
ous to  state  to  the  House  what  he  be- 
lieved to  be  the  real  truth — namely,  that 
they  never  should  have  ^peace  in  Ireland 
until  the  Protestant  Establishment  there 
wa^  put  down     [No,  no].      The  hon. 
memoer  for  Berkshire  did   not  seem  to 
agree  in  that  opinioti  i  he  begged  the  hon. 
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Member*s  pardon,  the  hon.  member  fbf 
Yorkshire  (Mr.  Duncombe)  did  not  ap- 
pear, judging  from  his  vociferous  *'  No,** 
to  coincide  in  that  sentiment.    The  hon. 
Member  did  not  seem  to  agree  with  him 
as  to  the  expediency  of  putting  an  end  to 
the  Protestant  Establishinent  in  Ireland. 
Now,  he  would  assert,  and  re-assert,  that 
that  was  the  only  and  the  true  way  of  paci- 
fyinglreland  [No,  no].  The  hon.  Members 
about  him  mia;ht  cry  "  No,  no*'  to  that 
statement,  but  just  let  them  try  the  matter 
by  the  test  of  experien(*e.    What  did  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  the  city  of 
Dublin  tell  them  a  short  time  ago  ?  That 
they  had  been  for  a  century  and  a  half 
trying  by  every  means  in  their  power  to 
spread  Protestantism  in  Iielatid ;  but  that» 
instead    of   succeeding,    the    Protestant 
Church  there  had  fallen  off  day  br  day^ 
and  instead  of  increasing  the  numoer  of 
Protestants,  had  been  gradually  on  the 
decrease,    so    much   so,  that    in   many 
parishes  in  Ireland  there  was  nilt  a  single 
Protestant  to  be  found.     Would  not  a 
trial  of  a  century  and  upwat'ds  satisfy 
them  of  the  fruitlessness  of  the  eflbrt,  and 
were  they  to  commence  a  Quixotic  cr(i« 
sade  of  another  century  in  seeking  such 
an  unattainable  end  ?   He  trusted  that  the 
House  would  have  the  good  sense  to  soout 
such  ridiculous  schemes.  What  he  wished, 
on   this  occasion,   to   impress  upon  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon4  Secretary 
opposite  was,  that  it  would  be  better  for 
them  to  take  a  more  decided  course  on 
this  subiect.    Fiom  what  had  happened 
that  night,  they  must  see  that  this  mea-> 
sure  would  not  give  satisfaction  either  to 
the  Catholics  or  to  the  high  Protestants  : 
and  he  would  tell  them,  further,  that  this 
measure  would  give  satisfaction  to  nobody^ 
He  did  not  blame  this  measure  on  the 
same  account  that  those  gentlemen  around 
him  who  now  cried  "  Hear,  hear/*  did.    tie 
did  not  blame  it  because  it  cut  down  ten 
Bishops  t   no,  but  he  blamed  it  because  it 
did  not  cut  down  twenty-two  Bishops  iti 
Ireland.      He  thought  that  one  Bishop 
ought  to    answer  all  the  purposes    for 
which  Bishops  were  really  wanted  in  Ire- 
land.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site had    stated    to  them    instances    of 
Bishops  presiding  over  from  thirty  "five  to 
sixty  beneficee,  and  be  bad  referred  to  the 
excellent  example  of  the  Bishop  of  Chester, 
who  had  in  his  diooess  no  less  than  1,200 
benefices.   Now,  there  were  only  1 ,286  liv- 
inga  in  Ireland  altogether^  and  therefore  it 
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would  be  only  with  the  slight  additioii  of 
some  sixty  or  eighty  benefices,  to  make 
one  Bishop,  as  tlie  Bishop  of  Chester  did 
in  this  country,  preside  over  them,  and 
attend  to  the  afi'airs  of  a  church  of  600,000 
or  700,000  persons,  for  that,  he  believed, 
comprised  the  whole  number  of  the  Pro- 
testants of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land. He  thought  that  one  Bishop  would 
be  amply  su6Scient  to  do'  that  duty.  The 
Act  of  Union  did  not  contemplate  the  ne- 
cessity of  having  more  than  four  Bishops 
in  Ireland,  as  it  called  only  that  number 
to  Parliament ;  and  on  a  former  occasion, 
when  he  (Mr.  Hume)  was  more  liberal  to- 
wards the  Church,  he  had  proposed  that 
four  Bishops  should  be  retained  in  Ire- 
land. He  now,  however,  thought  that  one 
would  be  sufficient.  They  should  consider 
for  what  purposes  the  Protestant  Church 
was  established  in  Ireland.  It  was  not 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  a  parcel  of 
idle  clergymen — it  was  not  for  the  purpose 
of  producing  eternal  bickerings  and  con- 
tests amongst  the  people — it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  religion  good-will, 
and  peace.  Did  it  do  so  ?  Had  it  not, 
on  the  contrary,  tended  to  promote  any- 
thing but  such  desirable  results?  He 
would  therefore  say,  that  the  Church  es- 
tablishment of  Ireland  had  been  the  bane 
of  that  unfortunate  country ;  that  all  the 
abominations  in  the  shape  of  countless 
abuses  connected  with  it  had  produced 
results  the  very  reverse  of  those  for  effect- 
ing which  a  Church  should  be  established ; 
and  he  now  called  upon  them  to  give  an 
honest  verdict, and  put  down  the  nuisance. 
The  hon.  and  learned  member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  had  told  them,  for- 
sooth, that  Church  property  was  not  pub- 
lic property.  Why,  that  doctrine  was  now 
so  completely  exploded  that  even  some  of 
the  Bishops  themselves  had  given  up  the 
point.  There  was  no  doubt  that  it  was 
public  property,  to  be  dealt  with  as  Par- 
liament might  tbink  fit.  [*'  No,  no  /'*]  He 
would  only  say  to  those  hon.  Membersabout 
him  who  cried  *'  No,**  that  they  differed 
from  several  of  the  Bishops,  who  had  ac- 
knowledged that  principle.  He  would  re- 
peat, that  the  property  of  the  Church  was 
public  property,  for  all  purposes  to  which 
rarliament  might  wish  to  appropriate  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  member  for  the  Dublin 
University  talked  of  the  monster  that  was 
carrying  every  thing  before  it.  He  knew 
no  moniker  existing  save  public  opinion, 
k  wtt  to  nothing  cl^  the  hon,  and  learned 


Member  had  alluded;  fajs  observations 
could  apply  to  nothing  else.  Would  any 
man  say,  that  in  England  the  Church  of 
Ireland  was  not  considered  as  a  sinecure 
church.  ["  No,  no  /"]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
near  him  said  '*  No  "  to  that,  but  it  was  not 
to  them  that  he  appealed, — he  appealed  to 
the  people.  Let  them  take  ninety  .nine  outof 
every  100  of  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland,  and  they  would  find  that  they 
would  say  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  was  a 
sinecure  church, and  that  it  produced  enor- 
mous evils,  which  ought  to  be  redressed. 
In  fact,  the  only  question  was,  bow,  with- 
out shaking  the  institutions  of  the  coun- 
try, the  nuisance,  as  it  existed,  could  be 
abated  ?  As  this  measure  would  neither 
satisfy  the  Catholics  nor  the  high  church 
party,  his  Majesty's  Ministers  sbould 
seek  to  satisfy  the  people.  There  was  too 
much  good  sense  in  the  country  to  ran 
wrong  for  any  length  of  time.  Let  them 
see  the  day — they  never  would  see  it — 
when  public  opinion  would  change  to  the 
side  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  now  so 
loudly  cheered  him,  and  then  he  would 
admit,  but  not  till  then,  that  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  right.  Public  opinion 
had  set  in  strongly  against  the  mainten- 
ance of  abuses  in  church  establishments, 
and  let  the  conflict  be  only  continued  for 
some  time  longer,  and  they  would  bring 
the  English  Church  into  the  same  discredit 
and  disrepute  that  the  Irish  Church  at  pre* 
sent  monopolized  to  itself.  The  fault  he 
had  to  find  with  this  measure  was,  that  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  did  not  go  far  enough 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  country.  He 
would  not  object  to  it,  however.  He 
would  be  glad  to  take  it  now,  hoping  that 
it  would  lead  to  those  results  to  which  he 
looked  forward  hereafler.  He  must  say 
that  the  greatest  enemy  to  the  Established 
Church  in  the  country,  without  knowing  it, 
was  the  hou.  and  learned  member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  who  altogether  de- 
nied the  necessity  of  Reform  and  the  ex* 
istence  of  the  mostnotorious  abuses.  They 
were  the  real  friends  of  the  Establishment 
who  endeavoured  in  some  measure  to  re- 
medy its  monstrous  abuses*  In  no  parish 
in  Ireland  should  a  Protestant  clei^man 
be  left  who  bad  no  duties  to  perform  and 
no  flock  to  attend  to.  He  trusted  that  ere 
long  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  should  lie 
retain  the  situation  be  now  occupied, 
would  see  the  necessity  of  extending  the 
Reform  in  the  Irish  Church.  The  doing 
so  wouki  be  the  best  mode  of  promoting 
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the  real  interests  of  that  establishment. 
It  was  plain  that,  unless  the  Catholics  were 
relieved  from  every  contribution  for  the 
support  of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire* 
land,  there  never  would  be  peace  in  that 
country.  He  believed  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  noble  Lord  to  relieve  them  by  this 
measure ;  and  if  such  was  his  intention , 
nothing  would  more  tend  to  produce  peace 
and  satisfaction  in  Ireland.  He  would 
have  the  Church  lands  in  Ireland  sold  out 
and  out.  That  was  the  way  to  promote 
the  prosperity  of  Ireland.  Let  the  funds 
arising  from  their  sale  be  applied  as  Par- 
liament should  think  fit.  They  might  de- 
pend upon  it  that  the  establishment  of  a 
set  of  Commissioners^  with  this  and  that 
power,  would  never  attain  the  result  that 
the  sale  of  the  Church  lands,  as  he  recom- 
mended, would  produce  towards  establish- 
ing the  prosperity  of  Ireland.  He  should 
support  this  Reform ;  he  would  go  as  far 
as  the  noble  Lord,  and  he  wished  he  had 
gone  further,  and  if  the  noble  Lord  would 
not  go  further,  he  hoped  somebody  else 
would*  ' 

Mr.  Oranmlle  Harcourt  Vernon  said, 
no  man  was  less  disposed  than  he  was  to 
decry  public  opinion.  The  laugh  was  di- 
rected rather  against  the  monstrous  opinion 
of  the  member  for  Middlesex  than  against 
public  opinion.  He  supported  this  Bill 
under  many  painful  impressions  arising 
from  his  connexion  with  an  individual 
dignitary  of  the  Church,  from  his  official 
situation,  and  from  other  considerations. 
He  supported  this  Bill,  because  he  was 
satisfied  that  it  would  render  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland  more  stable,  more 
effective,  and  more  respected.  As  the 
state  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  did  not  seem 
to  suit  with  public  opinion  in  that  country, 
the  natural  conclusion  was,  that  there  must 
be  something  in  it  which  required  revision 
and  correction.  The  member  for  Middle- 
sex seemed  to  him  to  aim  at  nothing  less 
than  the  total  destmction  of  that  Church. 
This  sentiment  was  natural  enough  in  a 
North  Britain  ;  but  he  confessed,  that  he 
entertained  strong  predilections  in  favour 
of  that  Church  and  its  hierarchy.  He 
considered  the  institution  of  Church  dig- 
nitaries as  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  so- 
ciety ;  and  on  general  principles  he  con- 
tended that  the  current  of  morality  must 
descend  from  the  higher  classes  to  the 
lower.  The  advantage  of  prelacy  was  this, 
that  by  such  an  institution  they  had  a 
class  of  men  who  by  their  education  and 

VOL,  XVII.  {SSI} 


station  in  society  might  mix  with  the 
upper  classes,  communicate  religious  in- 
struction to  them,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
they  mixed  with  them  in  equal  and  ami- 
cable intercourse,  being  separated  from 
them  only  by  the  absence  of  the  follies 
and  vices  incident  to  wealth.  He  did  not 
think,  however,  that  the  efficiency  of  the 
Church  depended  on  the  number  of  its 
dignitaries.  The  number,  if  greater  than 
necessity  required,  seemed  rather  a  source 
of  injury  by  exciting  complaint  than  of 
increased  benefit.  The  member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  spoke  of  the  num- 
ber of  acres  each  Prelate  in  Ireland  had 
to  attend  to  besides  his  other  duties.  The 
proper  businessof  a  Bishop  was  not  to  mea- 
sure acres,  but  to  devote  himself  to  the 
spiritual  concerns  of  the  people.  So  far 
as  he  comprehended  the  Bill  under  consi- 
deration, he  did  not  think  the  proposed 
union  of  bishoprics  in  Ireland  would  throw 
upon  the  Prelates  any  additional  duties 
which  they  would  not  be  adequate  to  dis- 
charge. He  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
accompanying  his  relative  (the  Archbishop 
of  York)  for  many  years  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duties  through  a  very  extensive 
diocese,  and  he  believed  there  was  no 
ground  for  saying  that  these  duties  were 
not  adequately  d ischarged.  In  the  diocese 
of  Chester  there  were  1,200  parishes,  and 
in  that  of  York  1 ,000,  with  a  population 
of  3,000,000.  He  heard  of  no  com- 
plaints made  that  the  duties  of  the  bishop 
were  inadequately  performed  in  either 
diocese.  These  duties  were  some  of  them 
very  heavy,  such  as  the  consecration  of 
churches  and  confirmations.  In  large 
towns  it  was  not  uncommon  to  see  as 
many  as  5,000  children  confirmed  at  one 
time.  There  were,  however,  various  other 
duties,  the  weight  of  which  depended  on 
the  number  of  parishes,  the  number  of 
communications  to  be  attended  to,  and 
the  amount  of  the  population.  It  would 
not  appear  that,  in  any  point  of  view,  the 
proposed  unions  in  Ireland  would  impose 
more  labour  than  a  single  Prelate  might 
be  capable  of  performing.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  proper  to  apply  the  funds 
to  any  other  but  ecclesiastical  purposes, 
nor  was  it  proposed  by  this  Bill  to  do  so. 
The  only  thin^  contemplated  was  a  differ- 
ent  mode  of  application,  and  the  great 
object  to  be  effected  was  the  extension  of 
morality  and  religion.  He  should  be  con- 
tent with  the  Bill  if  the  words  "  ecclesi- 
astical purposes*'  were  introduced,  and 
2P 
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he  would  give  his  support  to  any  Amend* 
ment  which  went  to  confine  the  application 
of  the  revenues  of  the  Church  to  those 
purposes. 

Mr.  Wynn  contended,  that  the  adoption 
of  the  measure  would  be  tantamount  to  a 
declaration  that  it  was  no  longer  the  wish 
of  Parliament  to  encourage  and  maintain 
the  Protestant  religion  in  Ireland.     He 
must,  in  the  first  place,  say,  that  he  most 
positively  objected  to  the  principle  of  in- 
terfering with  existing  interests,  and  lay* 
ing  a  tax  upon  individuals  now  possessed 
of  benefices,  for  the  relief  of  the  land- 
lords in  Ireland,    At  present  every  pro* 
prietor  in  Ireland  was  subject  to  certain 
charges ;  but  by  transferring  those  charges 
to  the  Protestant  clergy,  every  landlord 
would  be  enabled  to  raise  his  rents.     At 
what  a  time,  too,  was  this  done  ?    It  was 
only  last  year  that  his  Majesty*s  Ministers 
gave  a  deplorable,  but  correct,  account  of 
the  extreme  distress  of  the  Protestant 
clergy  in  Ireland,  and  induced  the  House 
to  grant  them  relief.     He  did  not  under* 
stand  that  tithes  were  better  paid  now, 
than  they  were  then,  and  yet  there  was  now 
no  proposal  for  relief,  but  a  proposal  to  tax 
their  future  incomes,  although  for  the  last 
two  years  and  a  half  hardly  any  thing  had 
been  paid  to  them.    It  had  been  stated, 
that  this  Bill  was  to  be  accompanied  by 
an   enactment  to  ensure  the  better  pay* 
ment  of  tithes ;  but  that  ought  already  to 
have  been  brought  forward.     Let  him  ask, 
whether  they  did  not  interfere  with  exist- 
ing interests  in  an  unfair  way  ?    Did  they 
not  act  with  the  greatest  injustice  to  all 
who  held  the  advowsons  of   livings  as 
private  property  ?    Perhaps  for  the  sake 
of  the  Church  they  might  be  allowed  to 
deal  with  ecclesiastical  livings;  but  on 
what  pretence  could  the  Legislature  inter* 
fere  with  the  property  in  advowsons— -a 
property  much  older  than  the  Reformation, 
and  allowed  bv  the  law  of  England  to  be 
bought  and  sold  from  the  earliest  periods? 
Was  it  fair  to  individuals  who,  under  the 
sanction  of  the  law,  bad  paid  large  sums 
either  for  the  next  presentation  to,  or  the 
perpetual  advowsons  of  livings  that  the 
House  should  impose  a  tax  of  15L  per 
cent  upon  their  property  1    The  injustice 
was  equally  great  in  the  case  of  individu* 
als  who  inherited  advowsons ;  but  where 
the  advowsons  had  been  purchased,  it  was 
more  severely  felt.     He  hoped  that  when 
the  details  of  the  Bill  were  discussed,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  alter  the  clause 


which  placed  the  tax  upon  incomes  of 
200/.  a*year.  That  sum  was  not  sufficient 
for  a  clergyman :  it  was  not  double  the 
sum  given  by  gentlemen  to  their  servants* 
These  were  details ;  but  look  to  the  in* 
justice  of  the  principle.    The  whole  of 
this  property  was  in  the  Church,  with  un- 
limited power  over  it;  but   the  Legisla* 
ture  passed  a  restrictive  Bill  limiting  its 
power  for  the  benefit  of  the  Church.  Now 
It  was  proposed  to  take  advantage  of  that 
restriction,  and  seize  the  gain  which  would 
arise  from  removing  it.    That  appeared  to 
him  complete  spoliation,  which  tended  to 
the  destruction  of  all  property.    With 
respect  to  the  union  of  dinerent  bishop* 
rics,  he  would  not  determine  whether  the 
power  of  Parliament,  or  even  of  the  Crown 
alone  extended  so  far  or  not;  but  the 
impression  which  the  union  of  these  bish- 
oprics would  create  in  Ireland  was,  that 
the  Protestants  were  deaerted-^an  im- 
pression which  would  prove  most  hoetiie 
to  the  Protestant  religion.    Again,  would 
not  the  towns  where  these  Bishops  con- 
stantly reside  greatly  suffer  by  the  chanfe  ? 
Without  imputin|f  anv  pecnliar  aserits  to 
the  Bishops,  it  might  be  said,  that  the  in- 
comes  they  possessed  were  spent  more  to 
the  advantage  of  the  neighbourhood  in 
which  they  resided,  than  they  would  be  if 
they  were  in  the  hands  of  any  other  per* 
son.     It  was  for  the  interest  of  religion 
that  the  number  of  Bishops  should  be  in- 
creased in  England,  instead  of  being  di* 
minished  in  Ireland.    The  hoo.  member, 
who  had  just  sat  down  said,  that  he  never 
heard  of  a  complaint  of  the  administra- 
tion of  the  diocese  of  York ;  but  seven! 
years  ago,  the  prelate  who  held  that  see, 
had  lamented  to  him  the  impossibility  of 
discharging  the  duty  attached  to  it  satis- 
factorily, on  account  of  its  extent,  and  the 
great  number  of  clergy   resident  in  it. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  also  stated,  that  the 
weight  of  a  Bishop's  dut]r  might  be  calcn* 
lated  by  the  number  of  inhabitants  in  hia 
diocese,  but  the  distance  a  Bishop  had  to 
travel  was  a  verv  important  element  in  the 
calculation  of  the  amount  of  his  labour. 
At  any  rate  no  changes  of  this  kind  ooght 
to  be  made  without  having  full  statistical 
particulars  respecting  the  different  bishop- 
rics laid  upon  the  Table.    The  only  part 
of  the  Bill  of  which  he  approved  was  that 
which  related  to  enforcing  residence.    At 
the  same  time  he  doubted  whether  it  went 
further  than  the  Bill  brought  in  by  his 
right  hon.  friend(Mr.Gouibttro)  of  whose 
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labours  (he  hon.  member  for  Middlesex 
seemed  profoundly  ignorant.  His  right 
hon,  friend  did  not  confine  himself^  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex, 
to  declaring  a  simple  opinion  ;  but,  when 
Secretary  to  the  LordJientenant  of  Ire- 
land, introduced  measures  to  enforce  that 
opinion.  Whatever  additional  provisions 
conld  be  introduced  should  have  his  sup- 
port. Returning  to  the  present  Bill  his 
chief  objections  to  it  were  two ;  the  first 
was,  the  extent  of  the  reduction  of  bishop* 
rics.  He  should  not  have  objected  to  a 
smaller  reduction,  by  adding  a  small 
bishopric  to  another;  but  when  there 
were  dioceses  of  ninety  or  100  parishes, 
it  was  too  great  an  addition  of  duty  to  the 
other  Bishops.  The  other  objection  was 
against  applying  the  property  of  the 
Church  to  objects  not  ecclesiastical. 

Sir  Rohwt  Baie$on  was  not  opposed  to 
a  rsfil  practical  Reform  of  the  Church- 
leas  so,  perhaps,  than  those  who  proposed 
a  delusion  under  the  name  of  Reform. 
He  was  quite  ready  to  support  anv  propo- 
sition which  should  have  for  its  object  the 
prevention  of  pluralities,  the  equalisation 
—not  the  destruction  of  bishoprics— and 
the  putting  an  end  to  the  practice  of 
transiaUon.  The  present  proposition  must 
lead  to  the  destruction  or  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland.  He  objected  to  the 
lay  Commissioners  in  the  Board,  and 
thought  the  Boafd  ought  to  be  wholly 
episcopal.  As  to  doing  away  the  Church 
cess,  he  should  be  happy  to  concur  in  any 
measure  by  which  the  objections  to  the 
existing  system  might  be  removed.  He 
objected  to  laying  a  tax  on  so  low  a 
rate  of  clerical  incomes  as  200/.  a-year. 
In  his  opinion,  the  plan  proposed,  so  far 
from  tending  to  the  advancement  of  the 
religion  which  he  professed,  would  lead  to 
its  utter  overthrow.  The  tax,  too,  ought 
to  be  imposed  on  the  lay  impropriators 
equally  with  clergymen ;  nay,  they  ought 
to  bear  a  greater  share,  for  they  rendered 
no  service  in  return.  The  plan  proposed 
by  Ministers  had,  in  bis  opinion,  alien- 
ated from  them  the  confidence  of  the  Pro«* 
testants  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  Andrew  Jokntton  said,  that  though 
a  Churah  Reformer,  and  anxious  for  the 
removal  of  abuses,  he  could  not  assent  to 
this  Bill.  He  regretted  much  the  doc- 
trines which  were  daily  advanced  in  fa- 
vour of  the  separation  of  Church  and 
State ;  but  as  far  as  the  people  of  Scot* 
land  were  concerned,  he  denied  that  any 


such  sentiment  was  generally  entertained 
by  them.  The  abolition  of  Vestry  cess 
appeared  to  him  highly  ol:9ectionable ;  the 
Vestry  cess  he  looked  upon  as  a  burthen 
on  the  land ;  and  if  the  Vestry  cess  were 
to  cease^  it  would  only  add  so  much  to 
the  estates  of  the  landed  proprietors.  He 
was  a  Presbyterian ;  and  it  might,  there- 
fore, be  thought  strange  that  he  should,  as 
he  did,  object  to  the  reduction  of  the 
number  of  Bishops  in  Ireland.  In  his 
opinion  they  ought  to  be  increased.  He 
considered  tnat  Ireland  was  a  fair  field  for 
Episcopal  Bishops  to  labour  in ;  and  he 
thought  their  number  might  be  increased 
and  their  salaries  diminished  without  in- 
juring the  principles  of  the  Bill.  He  ob- 
jected to  various  details  of  the  Bill,  parti- 
cularly to  the  constitution  of  the  Board  of 
Commissioners,  which  would  be  completely 
under  the  control  of  the  Government,  and, 
on  the  whole,  he  regarded  it  as  a  dark  and 
ominous  measure. 

Mr.  Sham  wished  to  explain  a  misap* 
prehension  of  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  on  the  last  night  this  subject 
was  discussed.  He  was  represented  by 
that  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  as  having 
stated,  Uiat  if  this  Bill  had  been  brought 
forwaid  by  his  friends  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  he  would  have  supported  it ;  but 
having  been  brought  forward  by  the  other 
side,  he  should  oppose  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  wholly  mistaken.  With 
regard  to  another  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  Primate  of  Ire- 
land had  suggested  the  reduction  of  the 
number  of  Bishoprics,  he  begged,  on  the 
part  of  the  Prelate,  to  deny,  that  such  was 
the  case,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  pru- 
dent of  the  right  hon.  Secretary  to  be  a 
little  more  cautious,  for  these  assertions 
frequently  found  their  way  to  places 
where  the  subsequent  contradiction  never 
reached. 

Mr.  Secretary Aofi/ey  explained :  He  had 
so  understood  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man ;  but  it  was  the  farthest  from  his  wish 
to  misrepresent  what  had  been  said  by  him. 
With  regard  to  the  Primate,  he  had  since 
ascertained  that  what  he  (Mr.  Stanley)  had 
said  was  a  misstatement,  though  not  to 
any  very  great  extent,  as  he  had  stated 
he  had  frequent  discussions  with  the  Pri- 
mate on  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  the 
impression  on  his  mind  was,  that  the  Pri- 
mate had  suggested  that  the  least  objec- 
tionable means  of  obtaining  Reform  was 
to  reduce  the  number  of  Bishops.    The 
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Primate  had,  however,  informed  him,  and, 
of  course,  he  believed  it,  that  the  sugges- 
tion came  from  himself,  and  not  from  the 
Primate.  Such  was  the  case.  The  Primate 
had  certainly  admitted  with  great  candour, 
that  if  this  fund  were  to  be  raised,  the 
least  objectionable  mode  would  be  by 
reducing  the  number  of  Bishops.  He  was, 
however,  exceedingly  sorry  that  he  should 
in  the  slightest  degree  have  misrepresented 
a  Prelate  for  whom  he  had  such  high 
respect.  He  had  intended  to  set  himself 
right  with  the  House  on  the  first  occasion, 
and  he  thanked  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  opportunity  thus  afforded 
him. 

Mr.  Petre  supported  the  Bill,  though 
he  objected  to  some  of  its  details.  He 
particularly  wished  the  fund  to  be  applied 
to  ecclesiastical  purposes.  It  was  with  no 
small  astonishment,  however,  that  he  had 
noticed  the  course  pursued  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Dublin — he,  too, 
who  was  so  critical  upon  the  conduct 
of  others.  He  formerly  supported  the 
measure,  and  yet,  on  the  present  occasion, 
he  had  departed  from  his  formerly  declared 
opinions,  and  joined  the  opposition  to  the 
Bill.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
better  have  let  that  alone.  He  considered 
the  Bill  would  be  the  meansof  allaying  many 
of  those  religious  animosities  which  pre- 
vailed in  Ireland,  and  for  that  reason 
he  gave  it  his  support. 

Lord  Castlereagh  said,  he  should  not 
have  trespassed  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House  at  all,  had  he  not  felt  himself 
called  upon  to  state  to  the  House  what 
the  feeling  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland 
would  be,  if  the  measure  then  before  the 
House  should  pass  into  a  law.  On  the 
last  night  he  attempted  to  address  the 
House,  he  was  scouted  because  he  alluded 
to  the  question  of  repeal,  but  he  would 
now  repeat,  that  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment, if  persisted  in,  would  drive  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  into  the  advocacy 
of  that  measure.  When  the  Government, 
whose  manifest  duty  it  was  to  cement, 
promote,  and  consummate  that  union, 
were  dissevering  the  only  tie  by  which 
it  could  exist — namely  the  Established 
Church — was  it  to  be  wondered  at  that 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland  felt  disgusted 
with  Uieir  conduct?  But  he  would  tell 
his  Majesty *s  Ministry,  that  in  the  plan 
they  proposed,  the  principle  of  interfering 
with  private  property  was  so  manifest,  that 
they  might  rest  assured  the  moment  the 


arch  which  supported  the  establishment  ia 
Ireland  was  touched  by  their  hands,  that 
moment  the  proud  towers  of  Wobura 
would  be  rocked  to  their  foundations.  He 
would  ask  his  Majesty's  Government,  since 
their  acceptance  of  office  to  point  to  a 
single  act  of  .theirs  which  entitled  them 
either  to  the  confidence  of  the  country  or 
that  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  ?  What 
question  had  they  touched  which  they 
had  not  left  in  a  much  worse  condition 
than  they  found  it?  They  called  upon 
the  House  to  grant  them  their  confidence 
at  a  time  when  from  the  ranks  of  tiieir 
adherents  they  were  unable  to  select  a 
person  to  fill  the  office  of  Secretary  for 
Ireland ;  and  were  these  the  men,  he  would 
ask,  who  could  be  trusted  with  legislating 
for  Ireland  on  such  an  important  question 
as  that  then  before  the  House?  The 
Government  might  depend  upon  it  that  if 
appeals  were  made  out  of  doors  to  the 
people,  to  excite  them  upon  the  subject 
then  under  discussion,  appeals  of  a  con- 
trary nature  would  be  made  which  would 
be  responded  to  by  the  true  and  loyal 
Protestants  of  Ireland,  many  of  whom,  be 
was  proud  to  say,  he  represented  in  that 
House.  He  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
should  have  deserted  Ireland  at  her  most 
critical  moment.  If  he  could  vote  against 
the  Bill  in  its  present  stage,  he  should 
have  felt  most  happy  to  do  so,  but,  as  that 
was  not  possible,  he  could  not  sit  down 
without  entering  his  protest  against  the 
measure.  His  opinion  was,  that  no  measure 
of  the  kind  affecting  Ireland  could  be 
carried,  without  affecting  the  Church  in 
England — the  moment  one  was  touched, 
the  other  must  fall. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  pro 
formd;  the  House  resumed;  the  Chairman 
reported  progress,  and  obtained  lea?e  to 
sit  again. 

LiMiTATioir  or  Actioks  Bili..]  The 
Solicitor  General  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  going  into  a  Committee 
upon  the  Limitation  of  Actions  Bill. 

Mr.  Strickland  said,  he  had  eoosider* 
able  objections  to  this  Bill.  It  was  un- 
wise and  unjust,  and  he  would  never  con* 
sent  that  it  should  become  the  law  of 
England.  If  this  BiU  passed  into  a  law,  a 
poor  man  never  could  obtain  his  right. 
The  law  ought  to  be  open  to  all ;  it  was 
the  right  of  the  subject;  but  if  this  Bili 
were  passed  into  a  law,  it  would  com* 
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pletely  destroy  the  rights  of  the  people,  j 
Against  such  a  project^  against  snch  a 
Bill  as  the  present,  he  must  again  protest. 
Much  more  he  could  say.  His  duty  and 
his  feeling  commanded  him  to  declare 
what  he  had  stated,  and  he  would  say, 
that  in  m^Jcing  these  few  observations  be 
had  only  done  his  duty  [hear.']  He  was 
perfectly  aware  that  his  opinions  were  not 
in  accordance  with  those  of  the  hon.  and 
leafned Solicitor  General,  but,  nevertheless, 
it  was  his  duty  to  state  them,  however 
feebly,  and  he  had  done  so.  He  could 
easily  understand  these  cheers.  He  was 
aware  that  he  had  trespassed  upon  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  but,  anxious  as 
he  was  to  render  justice  to  the  people,  he 
did  not  regret  one  observation  which  he 
had  made.  The  learned  Solicitor  General 
seemed  enamoured  of  this  Bill  and  his 
other  law  reform  Bills ;  but  he  could  tell 
the  learned  Gentleman,  that  he  was,  to  say 
the  least,  mistaken  in  his  object. 

The  House  went  into  Committee. 

The  Bill,  with  verbal  amendments,  to  be 
reported. 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Tuesday,  May  14,  1833. 

NiNCTSs.]  Petitions  pretented.  By  the  Ardibishop  of 
York,  the  Bishops  of  London,  BRf8T0i*«  and  Chichk»- 
TSR,  and  by  the  Earl  of  Radnor,  ftom  several  Plaoas,-— 
fat  the  Better  Observanoe  of  the  Sabbath.— By  the  Bishop 
of  Olovckstrr,  ftom  the  Deanery  of  Stow,  for  the 
Repeal  or  Amendment  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act— By  Earl 
Fmfriu.iAM,  from  Galston.  for  Amending  the  Com 
Laws. — By  the  Dukes  of  SuasKx  and  RicRifOND,  the 
Archbishop  of  York,  the  Marquesses  of  Ailsa  and  Lans- 
DOfwn,  Earls  Powib,  Winchilbsa,  FminLLiAK,  and 
Raonob,  Lords  Dacrk,  Barhak,  Gooolphin,  Dundas, 
Lynsoocb,  and  Poltikorr,  and  by  the  Bishops  of 
Bristol,  andCBX8TBR,-^hnn  a  great  Number  of  Places, 
Jtgaiflrt  Slavery. 

Cork  Laws.]  Earl  Filzwilliamy  in 
pursuance  of  his  notice,  and  in  compliance 
with  what  he  understood  to  be  their  Lord- 
ships' wishes,  rose  to  call  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships  to  a  subject  of  the  greatest 
importance,  and  one  which  he  was  sure 
their  Lordships  would  consider  to  be  worthy 
of  their  most  serious  attention.  Their 
Lordships  would  no  doubt  think,  that  many 
apologies  were  due  from  one  who  had  been 
the  most  recently  introduced  into  their 
Lordships'  ranks,  for  presuming,  so  shortly 
after  taking  his  seat  in  that  assembly,  to 
call  on  their  Lordships  to  listen  to  his 
voice.  Their  Lordships  might  be  assured 
.thM  be  should  nothave  presunoied  so  to  do,  if 


there  did  not  press  upon  his  mind  a  convic- 
tion the  most  intimate  and  the  most  solemn 
that  this  question  was  one  which  was  not 
yet  settled,  and  one  which,  if  not  settled, 
called  upon  both  Houses  of  Parliament  to 
enter  into  a  consideration  of  its  merits, 
with  a  view  to  such  a  final  adjustment  of 
it  as  would  make,  ultimately,  all  classes 
of  his  Majesty's  subjects  consent  to  that 
adjustment.  He  remembered  well  the  last 
time  when  tliis  question  was  discussed  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament ;  he  remem- 
bered that,  upon  that  occasion,  it  was  in- 
troduced to  the  notice  of  the  House  by  an 
hon.  Gentleman  who  was  now  the  Repre- 
sentative of  the  county  of  Middlesex ;  but 
what  he  particularly  remembered,  and 
what  he  was  particularly  desirous  to' draw 
their  Lordships'  attention  to,  was  not  so 
much  the  arguments  of  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  the  course  which  was  adopted  in 
resisting  the  proposition  which  that  hon. 
Gentleman  made.  At  that  time  the  office 
which  called  upon  htm  who  filled  it  to 
address  the  House  on  all  questions  of  trade 
was  filled  by  a  Gentleman,  whose  subse- 
quent accession  to  an  Irish  peerage  re- 
moved him  from  the  House  of  Commons, 
without  raising  him  to  a  seat  in  their  Lord- 
ships' Assembly.  That  Genfleman  was  a 
man  of  great  ability  and  consummate 
talent,  and  he  remembered  well,  that  in 
the  whole  course  of  his  speech  he  never' 
ventured  to  defend  the  law  as  it  at  present 
stands,  though  at  that  time  only  one  year 
had  elapsed  from  the  period  when  it  was 
passed.  What  inference  could  be  drawn 
from  such  an  omission  on  the  part  of  Lord 
Fitzgerald,  but  that  when  he  found  it 
necessary  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House,  not  to  the  merits  of  the  law,  but  to 
the  imperfections  in  the  statements  of  his 
opponents,  he  drew  attention  to  those  im- 
perfections with  the  hope  he  might  deduce 
an  argument  from  them  in  favour  of  thsrt 
system,  which,  on  its  own  merits,  he  could 
not  successfully  maintain.  He  should  not, 
however,  content  himself  with  quoting  the 
statements,  or  rather  the  non*statements 
of  Lord  Fitzgerald  on  that  occasion,  but 
would  have  recourse  to  other  authority ; 
and  he  hoped  his  noble  friend,  of  whom 
he  was  going  to  speak,  would  not  think, 
that  he  did  it  with  any  unkindness,  or 
that  he  intended  to  draw  a  contrast  be- 
tween opinions  then  and  opinions  now ; 
indeed  he  did  notknow  whether  it  would  turn 
out  that  there  was  any  change  of  opinion 
in  the  noble  iadiyidual  be  alluded  to.    In 
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the  House  of  Commons,  in  the  year  1815, 
where  the  first  of  these  ill-omened  mea- 
sures was  proposed,  he  remembered  what 
fell  from  his  noble  friend  who  now  held 
the  office  of  the  Keeper  of  his  Majesty's 
Privy  Seal — be  remembered  it  well  indeed, 
without  the  means  he  had  taken  to  refresh 
his  memory ;  but  as  he  had  taken  those 
means,  he  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  an  extract  from  his  noble  friend's 
speech  on  that  occasion,     '  In  looking  to 
the  principles  which  should  guide  their 
decision,  the  House  ought  to  recollect, 
that  they  were  not  now  in  the  situation 
of  arguing,  for  the  first  time,  whether 
they  should  act  on  the  principle  of  re* 
striction  or  not.    For  not  only  on  the 
subject  of  corn,  but  on  all  great  branches 
of  trade  in  this  country,  they  had,  from 
time  immemorisJ,  proceeded  on  a  system 
of  restriction.    And  therefore  he  con- 
tended, they  were  not  now  placed  in  a 
situation  of  discussing  first  principles. 
They  were  not  now,  for  the  first  time,  to 
inquire  whether  they  were  to  act  on  this 
principle  or  not.    The  system  had  been 
acted  on  for  a  long  period,  and  we  could 
not  depart  from  it  without  encountering 
a  frightful  revulsion,  which  it  would  hk 
dreadful  to  combat.    It  was  not,  there- 
fore, a  question  between  restriction  and 
non-restriction,  but  how  they  were  to 
apply  principles    that   had   been    long 
called  into  action,  to  the  existing  cir* 
cumstances  of  the  country.    This  was 
the  only  ground  on  which  he  would  now 
recommend  the  measure  he  was  about  to 
submit  to  their  consideration.'*     The 
principle  of  that  law,  as  it  appeared  from 
that  statement,  was  restriction;  but  he 
did  not  quote  these  authorities  to  support 
that  view  which  he  supposed  no  noble  Lord 
would  deny,  but  to  request  their  Lordships 
to  compare  it  with  the  system  which  had 
been  since  introduced.    He  asked  their 
Lordships  to  compare  it,  in  order  to  see 
how  it  formed  a  part  and  parcel  of  the 
present  system.    Before  he  bad  done  with 
authorities,  he  would  take  the  liberty  of 
quoting  one  more,  of  a  more  recent  date, 
and  equally  disttngnished.    Their  Lord- 
ships would  probably  recollect,  that  the 
present  Act  was  passed  in  1828,  and  that 
it  was  a  substitute  for  that  Bill  which  was 
rejected  tn  )  827,  which  it  nearly  resembled. 
Their  Lordships  would  recollect,  that  the 
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Bill  of  1827  was  proposed  by  Mr.  Can- 
ning, and  that  in  1828  the  propositions 
were  submitted  to  Parliament  by  his  right 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Grant)  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Control ;  and  it  was  super- 
fluous in  him  to  say,  that  whatever  fell 
from  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  wor- 
thy of  attention.  In  1 828,  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said :  ''  In  moving  these  Reso- 
lutions," and  their  Lordships  would  ob- 
serve, that  the  Resolutions  spoken  of 
were  the  basis  of  that  Act,  '*he  had  spoken 
of  these  Resolutions  as  an  introduction  to 
something  better ;  but  in  one  point  of  ^\ew 
they  were  permanent.  They  were  perma- 
nent until  the  minds  of  men  could  be  led 
to  entertain  juster  notions  on  the  subject, 
and  would  be  changed  only  as  the  notions 
which  at  present  prevailed  were  altered 
for  the  better/'*  He  had,  therefore,  the 
high  authority  of  his  right  hon.  friend,  and 
there  could  be  none  higher,  that  the  Reso- 
lutions, which  were  the  base  of  the  present 
system,  were  not  the  best  which  could  be 
devised.  Permanency,  indeed,  could 
hardly  be  required ;  and  his  right  hon. 
friend  contemplated  the  law  as  permanent 
in  relation  to  the  Legislature,  only  till 
men's  minds  were  brought  to  entertain 
juster  notions.  Their  Lordships  might 
be  assured,  that  he  should  not  now  agitate 
the  question,  if  he  had  not  a  well«founded 
conviction,  as  well  as  the  conviction  deriv- 
ed from  the  opinions  of  men  of  high 
authority—- men,  indeed,  for  whom  he  en- 
tertained the  highest  reverence— that  this 
question  was  not  settled.  It  was  that  con- 
viction which  induced  him  to  call  their 
Lordships*  attention  to  the  subject.  He 
said,  it  was  a  question  which  must  be 
opened.  The  question  could  not  even 
now  be  settled,  and  there  must  be  befbre 
the  final  adjustment  of  it,  repeated  discus- 
sions. If  he  were  to  state  what  period 
should  be  chosen  for  the  discussion  of  this 
question,  he  would  say,  that  it  would  be 
wise  and  prudent  to  enter  into  a  calm 
conmderation  of  the  question  when  there 
was  no  agitation.  He  knew  that  the 
question  of  these  laws  and  regulations  were 
a  subject  of  extreme  delicacy;  he  knew 
that,  and  he  asked  his  noble  friend  who 
cheered  him  whether  it  were  not  better  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  when  there  was  no  agita- 
tion and  no  anxiety  on  the  subject?  ^nietr 
Lordships  might  be  disposed  to  say,  why 
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agitate  the  queBtimi  now,  wYmd  it  excited 
no  interest?    That  was  the  very  period 
for  discussing^  it,  for  there  would  be  much 
danger  in  discussing  the  question — and 
none  of  their  Lordships  could  say,  that 
time  might  not  arrive — when  corn  was  at 
90#.  or  100s.  per  quarter.  Their  Lordships 
might  depend  on  it,  if  the  question  were 
discussed,  under  national  excitement,  they 
would  not  come  to  a  wise  and  prudent 
determination,  or  settle  the  question  as  it 
ought  to  be.    He  was  afraid  he  must  oflTer 
some  excuse  to  their  Lordships  for  some 
of  the  terms  he  might  use,  and  he  would 
not  use  them    if  he  could   express  his 
ideas  by  other  words.    Let  him  then  ask 
their  Lordships  what  was  the  object  of  the 
Corn^laws?      [A  Noble  Lord:  To  pro- 
mote the  cultivation  of  the  land,  and  feed 
the  people.]     He  understood  his  noble 
friend.     His  noble  friend  said,  to  procure 
the  cultivation  of  the  country,  and  that 
the  people  might  be  fed.   He  wished  also 
to  see  the  people  fed;    but  had    their 
Lordships  exammed  the  Bill  under  this 
aspect?    Had  their  Lordships  examined 
the  various  papers  laid  on  the  Table  of 
that  and  the  other  House  of  Parliament  ? 
The  object  of  the  Corn-laws  was  to  secure 
for  the  country  an  independent  supply  of 
food.    Had  their  Lordships  looked  at  the 
quantity  of  corn  imported  last  year,  and 
at  the  quantity  imported  every  year  since 
the   Bill  was  passed?     The  noble  Earl 
(Earl    Malmesbury)  had    moved   for   a 
series  of  papers,  not  to  show  that  we 
were  independent  of   foreign  countries, 
but  to  show  the  immense  quantity  im- 
ported from  abroad,  and  that  the  farmers 
and  landlords  were  ruined  by  the  import* 
ation ;  in  fact  the  country  was  not  inde* 
pendent  of    foreign  supply.      It   mi|ht 
have  been  independent  at  the  beginnmg 
or  middle  of  the  last  century  ;  but  with  a 
metropolis  containing  1,300,000  persons, 
and  with  a  country  covered  with   vast 
cities,  it  was  impossible,  that  this  country 
should  ever  again  be  independent  of  a 
ibreign  supply  of  com.    Tliat  being  the 
fact,  the  only  object  of  consideration  was, 
on  what  conditions  and  terms  corn  should 
be  imported.    Let  it  be  remembered,  that 
it  could  be  excluded  only  by  checking  the 
increase  of  the  population.    If  they  pro- 
hibited   the    importation   of  corn    they 
must  check  the  growth  of  population. 
In  order,  then,  to  promote  the  cultivation 
of  the  country,  uid  make  it  worth  while 
fer  tlw  ocettpieia  to  till  the  soil|  4bey  must 


take  measures  to  check  the  growth  of  the 
population.      He  looked  upon  these  as 
identical  propositions.    But  how  was  the 
stimulus  to  cultivation  to  be  produced? 
It  was  undeniable,  that  it  was  by  enhan- 
cing the  price  of  corn.  To  ensure  a  certain 
price,  they  laid  restrictions  on  importation, 
and  the  consequence  of  that  was — and  he 
begged  their  Lordships'  pardon,  for  the 
term  he  was  about  to  use — ^was  to  cause 
a  modified  scarcity  of  corn.     He  said,  a 
modified  scarcity  of  com ;  for  if  that  were 
not  caused,  the  price  would  not  rise.     If 
that  were  not  the  operation  of  the  Act, 
why  did  they  not  throw  open  the  ports  ? 
It  was  impossible  not  to  see,  that  the  means 
by  which  the  ulterior  object  of  cultivating 
the  country  was  obtained,  was  of  raising 
the  price  of  corn,  and  causing  a  modified 
scarcity.      Those  who    entertained  that 
opinion  took  an  erroneous  view  of  the 
causes   of  increased  cultitivation.      The 
next  point  he  came  to  was,  how  had  the 
Corn-laws  operated  ?    There  was  not  one 
of  their  Lordships  who  did  not  know,  that 
the  period  between  1815  and  1833  was 
not  one  of  prosperity  to  the  various  inter- 
ests   connectea    with   agriculture.      His 
noble   friend  near  him  (Lord   Western) 
assented  to  the  remark  that  this  period  had 
been  one  of  suffering.     During  that  period 
they  had  had  the  exclusive  Corn-law  of 
18 15.    The  object  of  that  law  was,  to  im- 
pose restrictions  on  the  importation,  and 
raise  the  price  higher  than  in  other  parts  of 
Europe.    In  that  law  two  classes  were 
interested  —  the  agricultural  or  farming 
interest,  and  the  consumers.     How  had 
the  law  operated  for  the  farmers  ?    With 
respect  to  the  law  of  1815,  it  was  one  of 
the  most  signal  instances  of  failure  to  be 
found  in  the  history  of  legislation.  That  law 
was  passed  by  a  great  majority  of  the  other 
House,  and  in  their  Lordships'  House  it 
had  passed  without  any  opposition.    It 
was  therefore  the   joint  effort  of   both 
Houses  of  Parliament.    Their  Lordships 
would,  however,  recollect,  that  in  1821 
and  1822,  they  were  alternately  assailed 
by  the  agriculturists  and  manufacturers 
complaining,  the  one  of  privations,  and  the 
other  that  corn  was  too  cheap.    Their 
Lordships  would  recollect,  that    in  the 
winter  of  1821-22,  wheat  fell  below  40;. 
the  quarter,  though  the  law  said,  ^hat 
there  should  be  no  importation  till  the 
price  rose  to  80s.  By  that  law  the  farmers 
were  deluded  to  believe,  that  805.,  as  waa 
pfomised  by  legal  enactmeotSi  would  b9 
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secured  to  them.  On  that  delusion  they 
ofiTercd  and  promised  to  pay  rent  in  pro- 
portion, expecting  to  realise  the  full  price 
of  80s.  In  1821,  the  price  dropped,  from 
an  abundant  harvest,  from  previous  im- 
portations; and  the  farmers,  who  had 
made  their  contracts,  and  promised  rent, 
expecting  80s.  the  quarter  for  wheat,  ob- 
tained only  40s.  What  was  the  inference  ? 
Why,  that  this  system  could  not  be  main- 
tained. It  was  adverse  to  the  nature  of 
things.  Providence  would  not  permit  such 
a  scheme  to  succeed,  and  those  who  pro- 
moted it  saw  their  plans  most  signally 
defeated.  No  person  acquainted  with  the 
state  of  the  agricultural  interest  in  1821 
and  1822,  but  would  admit,  that  the  law 
of  1815  was  a  roost  compleie  and  signal 
failure.  Many  of  their  Lordships,  he  be- 
lieved, had  let  their  land  to  their  tenants, 
and  their  tenants  had  promised  to  pay 
rents. upon  the  supposition,  thatcorn  would 
be  80s.  per  quarter.  Their  Lordships  had 
made  a  mistake — he  did  not  say,  that  it 
had  been  done  from  rapacity ;  but  their 
tenants  had  entered  into  engagements 
which  they  could  not  possibly  fultil.  He 
would  boldly  assert,  that  there  never  was 
a  period  of  modern  times,  in  which  the 
agricultural  interest  suffered  so  much  as 
in  1821  and  1822,  when  they  had  all  the 
advantage  which  the  law  of  1815  could 
confer  on  them.  That  law,  then,  was  good 
neither  for  the  landlord,  the  farmer,  nor 
the  consumer.  At  length  Parliament 
grew  more  enlightened ;  the  Corn-law  of 
1822  was  passed  but  never  acted  on,  and 
therefore,  in  fact,  from  1815  to  1828  the 
corn  trade  was  regulated  by  the  law  of 
1815.  In  1828  Parliament  had  grown 
much  wiser,  it  passed  the  present  law, 
which  he  considered  infinitely  better  than 
the  law  of  1815.  He  did  not  hold  that 
opinion  out  of  any  respect  to  the  sliding 
scale  of  that  Bill,  but  because  it  lowered 
the  importation  price.  The  first  price  of 
that  scale  was,  he  believed,  63s.,  which 
bore  the  same  relation  to  the.  Act  of  1828 
as  the  price  of  84s.  bore  to  the  law  of  1815. 
Had  the  law  of  1828  worked  well  to  the 
agricultural  class  ?  To  that  class  the  great 
object  was  steadiness  of  price.  In  his 
opinion  it  was  neither  high  nor  low  price 
which  the  agriculturists  wanted  so  much 
as  steadiness  of  price.  The  noble  Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Wellington)  would 
probably  argue  that  the  Act  of  1818  con- 
tributed to  effect  a  steadiness  of  price, 
but  be  would  show,  that  was  not  the  case. 


Steadiness  of  price,  it  should  be  remem- 
bered, was  in  this  instance  required  for 
the  agriculturists,  and  he  would  examine 
that  question  not  by  the  general  average 
of  prices  in  the  general  market,  but  by  the 
prices  of  corn  in  what  he  mig^t  call 
markets  of  production.-  [A  noble  Lord 
asked,  what  did  the  noble  Earl  mean?] 
He  would  illustrate  his  meaning.  Markets 
he  thought  were  fairly  divisible  into  two 
kinds— markets  of  production,  and  markets 
of  consumption.  Devizes  vras  a  market 
of  production.  Wakefield  and  Manches- 
ter were  markets  of  consumption.  To 
show  what  he  meant,  he  would  take  the 
average  price  of  corn  in  some  market  of 
production,  and  not  refer  to  the  general 
averages.  It  was  in  such  a  market  thai 
prices  ought  to  be  steady,  if  this  Act 
had  worked  well  for  the  farmer.  Their 
Lordships  all  knew  the  town  of  Stam- 
ford, on  the  great  North  Road,  which 
though  not  the  greatest,  was  a  very 
considerable  market  of  production.  On 
October  30th,  1 827 — that  was  before  the 
Bill  passed,  but  it  would  serve  to  show  the 
working  of  the  law— ^and  on  January  15th, 
1828,  the  price  was  5s.  lO^d.  per  busheh 
On  October  28th,  1828,  after  a  bad  har* 
vest,  the  average  price  was  9s.  lOJd. ; 
thus  there  was  in  a  few  short  months  a 
differenceof  between  6s.  1  O^d.  and  9s  IQ^d. 
On  November  24th,  1829,  the  price  fell 
to  6s.  10J(f. :  in  January,  1830,  it  was 
6s.  Sid.  and  on  February  15th,  1831, 
it  was  9s.  il^d.;  again  in  the  June  fol- 
lowing it  was  8s.  2d. ;  and  in  December 
Gs.  lO^d.  Nothing,  then,  could  be 
more  erroneous  than  to  say,  that  this  sys- 
tem kept  prices  steady  in  the  markets  of 
production .  The  next  statement  of  prices, 
to  which  he  would  refer  was  a  very  consi- 
derable marked  one  of  the  most  consider- 
able markets,  indeed,  of  the  north  of  Eng- 
land. In  Malton,  the  average  price  in 
November,  1827,  was  44s.  lid.  per  quar- 
ter; in  March,  1829,  it  was  82s.  Sd. ;  in 
March,  1830,  the  average  was  61s.  Id. ; 
in  September,  1830,  it  was  73s.  11(2«  From 
that  it  had  fallen  down  to  66s.  and  5As» 
That  showed  that  steadiness  of  price  had 
not  been  obtained  by  the  Act  of  1828,  and 
he  knew  that  it  never  could  be  obtained 
by  legislative  enactment.  He  was  aware 
of  the  hifluence  of  the  seasons  as  well  as 
other  noble  Lords,  and  he  therefore  con- 
demned those  who  wished  to  obtain  that 
by  legislative  enactments  which  eoald  not 
be  obtained*    la  fact  the  law  had  left  tbe^ 
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farmer  exposed  to  all  the  fluctuations  of 
the  seasons,  while  it  had  cheated  him 
by  making  him  believe,  that  he  would  in< 
variably  receive  at  least  80^*  per  quarter. 
He  must  next  touch  upon  another  br^inch 
of  the  subject,  that  which  referred  to  the 
effect  which  the  existing  law  had  upon  the 
consumers  at  large.  He  might,  perhaps, 
here  state,  that  he  had  not  had  much  inter- 
course with  their  Lordships,  except  with  a 
few  who  were  his  private  and  personal 
friends;  but  he  could  not  help  stating, 
that  from  what  he  had  seen,  beard,  and 
read,  their  Lordships'  House  was  not  the 
place  in  which  the  importance  of  the  ma- 
nufacturing and  commercial  prosperity  was 
estimated  at  the  highest  rate.  The  pros- 
perity of  those  interests  was  not  pursued 
here  in  the  manner  in  which,  according  to 
his  humble  judgment,  it  ought  to  be ;  and 
if  he  was  asked  his  reasons  for  this  state- 
ment, he  should  say,  that  the  present  Corn- 
law  was  a  proof  of  the  allegation.  He 
would  tell  those  who  disbelieved  this  state* 
ment  to  consider  what  had  been  the  effect 
of  this  measure  upon  the  price  of  commo- 
dities, and  the  further  effect  of  creating  a 
high  rate  of  wages,  so  injurious  to  the 
manufactures  of  the  country,  as  connected 
with  foreign  competition,  even  if  it  did  not 
tend  to  the  abolition  of  the  commerce  of 
the  country.  There  were  certain  persons 
in  this  country,  who  said,  that  machinery 
was  so  improved  that  it  mattered  not  what 
was  the  price  of  manual  labour.  These 
gentlemen  could  not  have  visited  the  work- 
shops, manufactories,  or  the  counting- 
houses  of  the  merchant,  or  they  would  find 
that  even  now,  with  all  the  assistance  of 
machinery,  wages  formed  a  great  item  in 
the  price  of  every  manufactured  article, 
and  enhanced  the  difficulty  of  competition 
with  foreign  manufacturers  in  the  markets 
of  the  world;  and  he  would  take  leave 
to  say,  that  it  would  require  great  inge- 
nuity to  show,  that  it  signified  nothing  to 
the  prosperity  of  British  commerce  whether 
wages  were  hieh  or  low.  He  did  not  wish 
to  insist  that  uie  price  of  com  exclusively 
regulated  the  price  of  labour;  but  in  the 
long  run  it  must  have  an  effect,  unless 
another  circumstance,  which  no  individual 
would  wish  to  see,  took  place — ^namely, 
a  deterioration  in  the  situation  and  condi- 
tion of  the  labourer.  There  were  but  two 
alternatives  in  the  event  of  a  rise  in  the 
price  of  corn — either  to  raise  the  price  of 
wages,  in  order  to  continue  the  labourer  in 

die  rane  cpoditioPi  or  bis  condition  must 


be  deteriorated,  in  order  to  enable  the 
British  manufacturer  and  merchant  to 
compete  with  foreign  manufacturers.  That 
was  a  proposition  which  he  believed  it  was 
impossible  to  overthrow.  The  whole  of 
the  manufacturing  interests  then  were 
implicated,  for  if  on  a  rise  in  the  price  of 
corn  an  increased  rate  of  wages  must 
follow,  the  manufacturer  must  either  sacri- 
fice his  profits  or  be  driven  out  of  the 
foreign  markets.  No  man  would  desire  to 
see  any  such  results.  If  this  were  a  coun- 
try which  had  no  commercial  intercourse 
with  foreign  nations,  it  would  not  matter 
what  the  price  of  corn  might  be ;  but  as 
a  great  commercial  and  manufacturing 
nation,  they  should  be  careful  not  to  pass 
laws  which  enhanced  the  difiicuUy  of 
competition  and  lowered  the  profits  of  the 
manufacturers.  There  was  no  other  alter- 
native. Either  the  condition  of  our 
labourer  must  be  deteriorated,  we  must 
be  driven  from  the  foreign  market,  or 
the  profits  of  stock  must  be  lowered. 
He  remembered  that  he  bad  a  few  weeks 
before  seen  an  answer  given  by  a  noble 
Earl,  not  -now  in  his  place,  to  a  propo- 
sition made  to  him  for  the  formation  of  a 
political  club  in  the  county  of  Worcester. 
That  noble  Earl  was  stated  to  have 
answered,  that  he  saw  no  reason  for  a  Con- 
servative club,  because  his  rents  had  been 
well  paid,  and  the  three  per  cents  were 
extraordinarily  high.  It  had  not  occurred 
to  the  noble  Earl,  that  in  stating  the  high 
price  of  stock  he  was  stating  one  of  the 
great  grievances  under  which  the  country 
laboured:  the  high  price  of  stock — for 
instance,  the  three  per  cents  at  90/. — was 
neither  more  nor  less  than  a  low  state  of 
profits.  This  was  the  great  cause  of  the 
grievances  about  which  both  Houses  were 
assailed,  and  he  believed  that  if  the  small 
tradesmen  with  a  capital  of  2,000/.  to 
3,000/.  could  realize  a  profit  of  ten  per 
cent,  nothing  would  have  been  heard  of  a 
repeal  of  the  House  and  Window-tax,  or 
of  agricultural  distress.  To  a  man  of 
100,000/.  capital  a  diminution  of  profit 
would  not  be  ruin,  though  his  profits  were 
reduced  from  8,000/.  to  300/.  or  400/. ; 
but  to  a  man  with  1,000/.  capital,  by 
turning  which  he  might  realize  an  income 
of  100/.  per  annum,  a  diminution  to  30/. 
or  40/.  would  be  absolute  ruin.  Their 
Lordships  were  no  doubt  aware  that  a 
great  difference  of  opinion  existed  as  to 
the  cause  of  capital  bearing  a  low  rate  of 
interest,  and  that  the  opinion  of  Adam 
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Stoith  was,  that  the  lownest  of  profit  arose 
from  abundaDce  of  capital.  Others  had 
argued  differently,  and  with  much  plausi- 
bility had  asserted,  that  high  taxation  was 
the  most  efficient  cause  of  lowness  of 
profit.    If  that  were  true  and  it  appeared 

I)robable,  because  profits  were  low  in  Eng- 
and,  and  taxation  very  high,  let  their 
Lordships  look  at  the  efiscts  of  the  Corn- 
laws.  It  must  be  admitted,  that  the  Corn- 
laws  were  as  much  a  tax  upon  the  commU'* 
nity  as  was  the  Ma  It-duty,  or  any  other 
impost,  and  there  could  be  but  little  doubt 
that  their  operation  tended  to  increase  the 
price  of  wheat  somewhat  about  8s.  or  10s. 
per  quarter.  Now,  if  the  fact  were  so,  and 
the  consumption  of  wheat  were  1 6,000,000 
quarters  per  annum,  that  was  at  once 
a  tax  of  8,000,000/.  lefied  on  the 
country*  He  had  not  the  shadow  of  a 
doubt  that  the  sum  was  at  least  that. 
But  let  not  their  Lordships  suppose,  that 
the  whole  of  the  sum  was  saved  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  A  large  portion  of 
it  went  for  the  increase  of  the  expense  of 
cultivation,  and,  he  believed,  that  thecom- 
munitv  was  injured  to  that  extent.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  landed  interest 
inflicted  an  injury  on  the  other  classes 
for  a  profit  which  was  not  worth  con* 
tentiou.  He  had  no  doubt  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Corn-laws  effected  a  taxation 
of  8,000,000/.  annually,  which  was  no 
small  capital,  and  if  it  had  been  in  the 
power  of  the  Government  to  come  down 
at  the  commencement  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion and  offer  a  reduction  of  4,000,000/. 
he  believed  there  would  not  have  been  an 
individual  who  would  not  have  felt  deeply 
indebted;  and  how  much  more  so,  if, 
instead  of  4,000,000/.,  the  reduction  had 
been,  in  the  way  he  had  thrown  out, 
8^000,000/.— the  obligation  would  have 
been  enhanced.  This  would  have  been 
effected  by  the  alteration  of  the  existing 
Corn-laws,  which  were  as  much  a  tax  as 
any  paid  into  his  Majesty's  Exchequer. 
The  Corn*laws  were  not  only  a  vexatious 
direct  tax,  but  they  were  a  vexatious  in- 
direct tax;  they  operated,,  for  instance,  in 
making  his  noble  friend  there  pay  more 
for  his  white  waistcoat,  and  made  him  pay 
more  for  his  dinner  and  for  everything 
else ;  for  the  high  price  of  corn,  of  course, 
raised  the  price  of  labour,  and  thus  every 
thing  became  dearer.  It  was  a  matter  of  no 
Qonsequence  to  the  man  who  paid  it, 
whether  the  additional  price  went  to  the 
King,  in  the  diape  of  r^veoue,  or  to  the 


landowner  in  the  shape  of  rent.  Noble 
Lords  said,  indeed,  that  they  most  keep  qp 
rent.  But  why?  It  seemed  rather  an 
extraordinary  proposition.  One  did  not, 
at  first  sight,  perceive  why  they  should  so 
particularly  make  that  one  class  of  pes«oas 
an  exclusive  object  of  regard.  Bat  there 
was  a  reason — and  what  was  it?  That 
landlords  were  oppressed  with  a  great 
variety  of  burthens --- with  tithes — with 
Poor-rates  —  with  county-rates  —  with 
mortgages— and  other  private  debts;  and 
that,  therefore,  it  was  necessary  to  keep 
up  rents  in  order  that  they  might  he 
enabled  to  bear  all  those  charges.  If  that 
were  the  ol]gect,  then  the  rent  of  land  was 
to  be  kept  up  by  raising  the  price  of  com ; 
and  the  real  object  of  the  Com  Bill  was, 
to  raise  the  rent  of  land.  He  defied  say 
man  to  deny  that  proposition.  But  why 
should  this  peculiar  regard  be  shown  to 
the  landowners?  He  entertained  a  great 
respect  for  the  landed  gentry  of  Eoglaed. 
He  thought  them  as  respectable  as  any 
other  class  of  the  oommunity,  but  he  woald 
not  pay  them  the  compliment  of  saying 
that  they  were  better.  Vice  and  virtoe 
were,  according  to  the  dispensation  of 
Providence,  equally  distributed  amongst 
all  classes  of  society,  and  he  believed  that 
the  landowners  of  England  were  as  good 
as  the  weavers  or  chimney-sweepeis«  or 
any  other  class  of  the  general  commnoity 
of  this  country,  but  not  a  whit  better.  He 
saw  no  reason  that  could  be  called  a  reason, 
in  the  proper  sense  of  the  word,  why  a  law 
should  be  passed  giving  to  the  landed 
proprietors  of  England,  at  the  expense  of 
the  rest  of  the  community,  a  lai^er  capital 
than  they  would  otherwise  possess.  It 
might  be  said,  that  they  had  passed  laws 
to  protect  trade  and  manufactures,  bat 
they  had  repealed  those  laws.  His  noble 
friend  near  him  said  *'  No'*  to  that  asser- 
tion, but  he  would  repeat  it,  and  was 
ready  to  prove  it.  [Earl  Qrey  was  under- 
stood  to  say,  that  the  prohibitory  dvliea 
on  manufkctured  articles  had  been  only 
reduced  to  thirty  per  cent].  Well,  his 
noble  friend  admitted  that  there  had  been 
a  reduction  to  thirty  per  cent»  Was  thirty 
per  cent  the  amount  to  which  they  taxed 
themselves,  in  regard  to  the  importation  of 
foreign  oom  ?  No  such  thing*  His  noble 
friend  was  well  aware  that  it  was  not  thirty 
per  cent,  but  sixty  or  seventy  per  cent. 
He  would  maintain  that  it  was*  If  it  was 
not,  the  whole  of  the  ai^ament  on  the 
other  aide  of  the  questioo  WM  al  s»  «Mlt 
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Whiit  was  the  price  of  corn  at  Dantzic  ? 
The  medium  price  was  about  30*.  per 
quarter.  [The  Duke  of  W$llingt(m — 
'*  351.'']  Well,  he  would  take  it  at  359. 
What  was  the  amount  of  duty  on  foreign 
wheat  at  the  present  moment  in  England  ? 
About  30s.  If  their  Lordships  would 
refer  to  the  Corn-law  at  present  in  eitist- 
ence>  they  would  find  that  63«.  per  quarter 
for  wheat  in  England  was  the  medium 
price  which  it  selected,  and  at  that  priee 
the  dttty  on  foreign  com  was  23s.  Bd.  per 
quarter,  according  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Act.  He  was  well  aware  that  that  was 
not  the  duty  levied ;  but  that  fact  consti- 
tuted in  itself  another  argument  against 
the  provisions  of  that  Bill.  Butwhen  stating 
the  duty,  he  was  entitled  to  take  it  at  23s. 
8cf.,  and  that  amount  of  duty  upon  wheat 
bought  at  35s.  per  quarter  was  equivalent 
to  a  duty  of  Arom  sixty  to  seventy  per  cent. 
Was  there  any  sense  of  Justice  in  such  a 
proceeding?  Was  it  fair — ^was  it  honest 
towards  the  people  of  England — that  they 
should  be  told  that  they  should  not  eat 
foreign  com  until  it  was  taxed  double  the 
amount  of  any  other  commodity  imported 
into  this  country  ?  He  for  one  doubted 
the  wisdom  of  imposing  a  duty  of  thirty 
per  cent  upon  foreign  manufactured  arti* 
cles ;  but  he  would  not  go  into  that  sub- 
ject now.  He  would  sav,  that  it  was 
neither  just  nor  wise  that  they  should  tax 
the  principal  necessaries  of  lifis  at  a  far 
higher  rate  than  silk  and  cotton,  and  other 
such  commodities.  They  had  reduced  the 
duty  on  silk  to  thirty  per  cent,  and  what 
bad  been  the  effect  of  tnat  measure  ?  Why, 
that  we  actually  became  exporters  of  ma- 
nufactured silk,  not  only  to  the  Continent 
generally,  but  even  into  France  itself.  But 
it  would  be  said,  that  the  land  owners  were 
oppressed.  Why,  the  whole  country,  all 
the  classes — all  the  interests  in  it — were 
oppressed.  But  then  it  was  asked,  **  Will 
you  throw  the  labourers  out  of  employ- 
ment V*  He  would  do  no  such  thing.  He 
would  ask  in  reply,  **  Did  the  present 
Corn-laws  keep  them  in  employment?" 
Wotdd  any  man  say  they  did  ?  Let  their 
Lordships  look  for  a  moment  to  the  report 
of  the  Poor»law  Commissioners,  and  they 
would  there  see  how  far  it  could  be  said 
that  the  labouring  classes  were  empiojred 
at  present.  Let  them  look  id  the  reports 
from  Cambridge,  Buckinghamshire,  and 
Sussex;  and  they  would  see,  that  the  pre^ 
sent  Corn-laws  Imd  no  such  effect.  Would 
dwy  ooniiaue  diem  witb  the  hope  that 


they  would  produce  an  effect  which,  long 
as  they  had  been  in  operation,  they  had 
not  brought  about  ?  For  his  own  part  he 
doubted  whether  the  landed  interest  as  a 
particular  class  was  more  oppressed  than 
any  other  class  of  the  community.  He 
would  next  draw  their  Lordships'  attention 
to  the  effect  which  the  rise  in  the  price 
of  corn  had  upon  the  Poor-rates.  They 
could  see,  that  in  different  parts  of  England 
it  had  the  effect  of  directly  increasing  their 
amount.  There  were  one  or  two  fhcts  of 
such  a  remarkable  nature  connected  with 
this  part  of  the  subject,  that  he  could  not 
avoid  stating  them  to  their  Lordships.  In 
the  year  1816  we  had  one  of  the  worst 
harvests  ever  experienced.  In  the  summer 
of  1817  the  price  of  com  rose  to  I17s.  the 
quarter.  It  fell,  in  the  subsequent  part  of 
the  year,  but  the  average  price  of  com  in 
that  year  was  94s.  9^.  a-quarter.  He 
would  just  state  the  average  price  of  com 
for  three  consecutive  years,  and  then  the 
amount  of  the  Poor-rates  during  the  same 
period  in  one  of  the  agricultural  counties, 
the  county  of  Sussex.  The  average  price 
of  com  waih-^In  1816^  75s.  I0d.\  in 
1817,  95s.  9d. ;  in  1818,  84s.  IM.  The 
Poor-rates  in  the  county  of  Sussex  were — 
In  1816,  280,000^.;  in  1817,  330,000/.; 
in  1 818, 314,000/.  It  would  be  thus  per* 
ceived,  that  in  the  county  of  Sussex  the 
amount  of  the  Poor-rates  varied  exactly  in 
the  same  ratb  as  the  rise  and  fall  in  the 
price  of  com.  The  same  observation 
would  apply  to  the  manufacturing  districts. 
The  noble  Earl  read  a  tabular  statement, 
to  show  that  a  similar  variation  in  the 
Poor-rate,  depending  upon  the  price  of 
com,  had  taken  place  in  three  diflfbrent 
districts  in  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 
the  population  of  which  was  as  great  as 
that  of  the  average  of  the  agricultural 
counties;  therefbre  it  was,  he  said,  plain, 
that  the  rise  in  the  price  of  com  did  not 
increase  the  employment  of  the  labourers. 
The  amount  of  the  labourers  employed 
depended  upon  the  rise  in  the  profits  of 
stock  in  the  country,  and  the  principal 
and  most  effectual  way  to  accomplish  that 
object,  was  to  get  rid  of  the  Com-laws. 
The  Report  of  the  Poor-law  Commissioners 
proved  demonstratively,  that  the  Corn-laws 
had  afforded  no  assistance  towards  pro- 
ducing employment  for  the  agricultural 
labourers.  ^hy>  then,  anticipate  from 
them  a  better  effect  in  future?  Of  this  he 
was  certain,  that,  in  this  country,  there 
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employment  of  the  people  but  in  the  ex- 
tension of  manufacturinp^  industry ;  their 
Lordships  should  not  underrate  the  value 
of  manufacturing  and  commercial  enter- 
prise. He  might  be  mistaken — he  hoped 
that  he  was — in  supposing  that  that  House 
did  not  place  as  high  a  value  upon  the 
application  of  such  branches  of  industry , 
as  those  which  were  more  immediately  con- 
nected with  their  Lordships.  That  the 
fact  was  so  he  had  not  the  smallest  doubt. 
Now,  one  of  his  objects  in  bringing  forward 
this  Motion  was,  to  impress  upon  their 
Lordships,  the  expediency  of  their  not 
doing  anything  in  legislating  that  should 
be  injurious  to  manufacturing  industry, 
and  that  the  Corn-laws  were  so  he  hoped 
to  be  able  to  show  to  thdr  Lordships. 
One  other  argument  against  the  free  im- 
portation of  foreign  corn  was,  that  it  would 
destroy  the  independence  of  this  country 
in  maintaining  within  itself  a  sufficient 
supply  of  corn.  He  well  recollected  the 
effect  of  a  speech  upot)  that  subject  de- 
livered in  the  other  House  by  a  right  hon, 
friend  of  his  noble  friend  near  him -^ he 
referred  to  the  speech  of  Mr.  Elliot,  which, 
at  the  time  it  was  made,  produced  great 
alarm.  The  result  had  shown  how  un- 
founded were  the  fears  which  that  speech 
was  calculated  to  excite  with  regard  to 
the  importation  of  foreign  com.  How 
visionary  were  the  apprehensions  that  the 
importation  of  foreign  corn  would  destroy 
the  independence  of  this  country,  so  as  to 
place  us  in  the  power  of  other  countries, 
more  especially  of  France !  If  it  were 
possible  to  conceive  the  manufacture  of 
an  instrument  to  measure  the  intensity  of 
hostility  between  this  country  and  France, 
he  was  sure  it  would  show,  that  it  was  in 
1810  that  hostilities  had  risen  to  their 
highest  point.  Now,  in  that  very  year 
ISlOy  there  was  'a  large  importation  of 
foreign  corn  into  this  country.  At  that 
very  period,  when  Buonaparte  was  in  full 
power  on  the  throne  of  France,  and  when 
the  noble  Duke  opposite  was  fighting  his 
generals  in  the  Peninsula — atthat  period, 
when  the  war  bad  assumed  its  worst  and 
most  destructive  aspect,  as  would  be  seen 
from  the  admirable  description  of  it  in 
some  of  the  chapters  of  that  book  which 
was  far  above  his  praise — he  meant  Colonel 
Napier's  History  of  the  Peninsular  War^ 
— at  that  very  period,  when  England  was 
the  special  object  of  the  hostility  of  France, 
and  when  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees 
were  in  existencei^— «t  that  very  perknl 


th^re  was  an  importation  into  this  country 
of  1,500,000  quarters  of  foreign  wheat, 
the  great  proportion  of  which  came  from 
France  itself.  That  fact  showed,  that  it 
was  most  idle  and  absurd  to  entertain  any 
apprehensions  with  regard  to  the  independ- 
ence of  this  country  in  supplying  itself 
with  corn.  Such  a  large  importation  at 
such  a  period  proved  such  fears  to  be  quite 
groundless.  [The  Duke  of  Wellington 
across  the  Table :  It  was  without  duty.] 
True,  there  was  no  duty  then,  but  the  fact 
showed  the  absurdity  of  a  duty.  The 
average  price  of  corn  at  the  time  was  100^ • 
the  quarter,  so  that,  if  the  present  duty 
had  even  been  in  existence  then,  it  would 
have  had  no  operation  whatever.  The 
fact,  he  repeated,  proved  that  the  fears 
about  the  independence  of  the  country  as 
to  the  supplyof  corn  were  entirely  visionary. 
It  was  morally  and  physically  impossible 
that  this  country,  with  its  great  metropolis 
and  studded  as  it  was  with  other  great 
towns,  could  do  without  the  importation 
of  corn.  Thabk  God  the  time  was  gone 
by  when  that  importation  could  be  abso- 
lutely prohibited.  It  was  our  prosperity 
that  prevented  us  from  being  independent 
of  that  supply,  and  those  who  would  make 
us  independent,  must  first  destroy  half  the 
cities  and  towns  that  ornamented  and  en* 
lightened  this  great  country.  If  the  law, 
then,  did  not  secure  the  farmer  against 
those  fluctuations  to  which  nature  rendered 
corn  liable,  while  it  tended  to  raise  the 
price  of  corn  in  this  country  much  higher 
than  it  was  in  the  other  countries  of  Europe, 
was  not  that  sufficient  to  pronounce  a 
condemnation  of  the  Corn-laws?  This 
country,  under  the  present  system,  coold 
not  compete  with  Holland  and  Belgium, 
because  the  price  of  com  was  much  higher 
here  than  it  was  in  those  countries.  He 
might  be  asked  if  he  would  propose  that 
the  price  of  com  should  be  kept  as  low  as 
it  was  at  Dantzic  and  Odessa.  He  would 
propose  no  such  thing,  for  this,  amongst 
other  reasons,  that  it  would  be  absolutely 
impossible.  The  state  of  our  wealthy 
population  rendered  it  physically  impossi- 
ble. He  did  not  want  to  have  corn  as 
cheap  as  it  was  in  countries  where  there 
were  no  manufacturers;  but  he  wanted  to 
have  it  cheap  as  compared  with  countries, 
which  were,  like  ourselves,  manufacturers, 
importers,  and  consumers.  Why  should 
we  continue  a  system  that  raised  the  price 
of  corn,  the  food  of  man,  ten  or  twelve  per 
cent«  higher  than  it  wm  io  the  countries 
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on  the  bankit  of  the  Rhine  and  the  Elbe  ? 
For  his  part,  he  must  confess  his  inability 
to  discover  the  wisdom  of  such  a  course  of 
proceeding.  He  could  not  see  the  useful- 
ness of  making  people  of  this  country  eat 
their  bread  at  a  dearer  rate  than  those, 
who,  like  ourselves,  were  obliged  to  have 
recourse  to  other  countries  for  a  supply  of 
a  portion  of  their  food.  Till  that  was 
made  out — till  the  wisdom  and  justice  of 
such  a  proceeding  were  established,  the 
Com  Bill  of  1828,  as  well  as  the  Corn 
Bill  of  1815,  like  whfchy  though  not  so 
bad,  contained  within  it  the  same  evils, 
stood  self-condemned.  Was  it  possible 
that  any  man,  taking  a  fair  view  of  the 
prosperity  of  the  country,  would  say,  that 
It  derived  any  advantage  from  the  factitious 
rise  in  the  price  of  corn.  The  argument 
in  its  favour  was^  that  it  was  necessarv  to 
keep  up  the  price  to  its  present  level  in 
order  to  keep  in  cultivation  some  l^nd 
which  would  not  pay  the  expense  of  culti* 
vation,  if  the  present  Corn-laws  were 
abolished.  He  admitted  that  there  might 
be  some  few  spots  of  land  which  would 
not  pay  the  expense  of  cultivation  if  those 
laws  were  abolished;  but  he  could  not 
admit,  that  they  ought  to  tax  the  whole 
of  the  people  of  England,  in  order  to  keep 
in  cultivation  a  few  sterile  furlongs.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  spots  had  been  brought 
into  cultivation  during  the  late  war,  in 
consequence  of  the  high  prices;  but  he 
thought  that  no  man  in  his  senses  would 
wish  to  keep  up  the  war  price  of  corn,  in 
order  that  those  spots  might  continue  to 
be  cultivated.  If  he  had  continued  a 
Member  of  the  other  House,  he  would 
have  adopted  a  different  conrse  in  bringing 
the  Corn-laws  under  consideration;  and 
he  should  have  looked  forward  with  some- 
thing bordering  upon  hope  to  the  adoption 
of  a  change  in  the  system ;  .but  considering 
that,  in  this  House,  the  subject  had  not 
been  discussed  for  years,  he  would  adopt 
the  course  which  he  considered  would  be 
most  conducive  to  the  interests  of  the 
country,  and  the  convenience  of  their 
Lordships,  and  merely  move  that  their 
Lordships  should  enter  into  the  considera* 
tion  of  the  Resolutions  which  he  had  had 
the  honour  of  introducing  on  a  former 
evening.  He  was  desirous  of  breaking 
ground,  and  bringing  those  laws  under  dis- 
cussion, for  the  purpose  of  having  them 
finally  set  at  rest.  He  did  not  mean  by 
setting  them  at  rest  that  they  should  be 
settled  in  such  a  manner  as  to  benefit  any 


particular  class  of  the  community  exclu- 
sively— he  meant  that  they  should  be 
settled  so  as  to  benefit  all  classes.  And, 
certainly,  no  class  was  more  interested  in 
the  final  settlement  (and  no  settlement 
could  be  final  but  one  based  on  the  princi- 
ples of  free  trade)  than  the  occupiers  of 
land.  As  long  as  the  Statute-book  con- 
tained a  law  which  held  out  to  the  owners 
and  tenants  an  idea  that  prices  should  be 
maintained  at  a  greater  height  than  was 
natural,  or  than  could  be  maintained  at  all 
times  (as  in  the  instance  of  an  exuberant 
harvest),  so  long  would  the  occupiers  of 
land  be  in  difficulties.  Such  an  unnatural 
state  of  things  deranged  all  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  The  land- 
lord would  always  look  to  a  price  for  his 
land,  according  to  the  Corn-law.  He 
looked  under  the  Corn-laws,  as  they 
formerly  stood,  for  80s. ;  and  under  the 
present  laws  64s,,  was  taken  as  the  standard 
by  which  he  valued  the  price  of  his  lands. 
But  these  prices  the  tenant  did  not  realize, 
and  he  consequently  became  distressed. 
Whether  he  loouced,  therefore,  to  the  inter- 
est of  the  agriculturist  (that  was,  the  culti- 
vator), or  of  the  manufacturing  population, 
or  to  the  ultimate  interest  of  the  proprietor 
of  land  (he  said  ultimate  interest,  because  he 
admitted  that  there  might  be  a  temporary 
advantage  to  the  proprietor  in  a  continu- 
ance of  the  present  system),  he  would  say, 
that  that  House  could  not  confer  a  greater 
benefit  upon  the  country,  or  perform  a 
duty  which  would  be  received  with  greater 
gratitude  out  of  doors,  than  by  going  into 
a  consideration  of  the  laws  which  regulated 
the  duties  upon  corn.  The  noble  Earl 
concluded  by  begging  pardon  for  having 
detained  their  Lordships  so  long,  and 
hoped  that  the  magnitude  of  the  question 
would  be  his  excuse.  He  begged  leave  to 
move  the  first  Resolution. 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  said,  that  having 
brought  forward  the  Bill  in  the  other 
House,  which  had  been  so  severely  con- 
demned by  the  noble  Earl  and  most  in- 
accurately described  by  him,  and  having 
been  a  party  to  the  Bill  brought  forward 
by  the  noble  Duke  opposite  in  1828,  he 
felt  a  great  anxiety  to  state  to  their  Lord- 
ships the  opinion  which  he  had  formed  on 
the  Resolutions  proposed  on  a  former 
evening  by  the  noble  Earl.  He  admitted 
that  tfa«  noUe  Earl  had  not  over-stated 
the  importance  of  the  subject;  and  he 
thought  it  of  so  mncb  importance  that  it 
should  be  set  at  rest,  that  he  considered 
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it  the  doty  of  the  OoTernment  to  state 
directly  and  unequivocally  the  views  which 
they  entertained  upon  the  subject*  Before 
proceeding  to  the  consideration  of  the  Re* 
solutions — Resolutions  which  he  thought 
it  impossible  that  their  Lordships  could 
pass-^he  wished  to  advert  to  an  expression 
made  use  of  by  the  noble  £ari.  That 
noMe  Earl  had  said,  that  he  was  address* 
ing  an  assembly  which  did  not  adequately 
feel  the  conflicting  interests  which  pra^ 
vailed  concerning  this  question. 

Earl  FitzwUlMtn  said,  that  he  had  not 
said  BO.  He  had  merely  said,  that  that 
House  did  not  fully  appreciate  the  import* 
anee  of  the  subject  to  the  manufacturing 
classes. 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  thought  the  senti* 
ment  was  identically  the  same ;  and  he 
must  say,  that  if  their  Lordships  did  not 
fully  appreciate  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject to  the  manufacturing  classes,  they 
were  not  fit  to  appreciate  the  proper  force 
of  the  different  conflicting  interesta  .whioh 
were  involved  in  the  subject.  And  when 
the  noble  Earl  told  them  of  the  difiinent 
coarse  which  he  would  have  pursued  if  he 
had  continued  to  be  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  he  said,  that  he  would 
then  have  at  least  a  glimmering  hope  that 
the  subject  should  be  attended  to.  In 
that  House,  however,  he  had  no  such 
hope ;  he  was  surrounded  with  the  impene* 
traole  darkness  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  he  had  not  even  a  glimmering  hope 
that  he  could  penetrate  it.  He  heard  such 
a  statement  from  the  noble  Earl  with 
great  pain.  It  was  but  too  much  of  a 
piece  with  opinions  stated  elsewhere,  and 
was  calculated  to  create  muoh  mischief; 
and  he  had  heard  such  a  sentiment  ex* 
pressed  by  a  Member  of  that  House  with 
much  regret.  He  would  now  go  into  the 
consideration  of  the  argument  by  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  endeavoured  to  support 
his  Resolutions  i  and  in  which,  in  his  (the 
Earl  of  Ripon's)  opinion,  he  had  totally 
failed.  The  noble  Lord  had  said,  that 
they  greatly  deceived  themselves,  if  they 
thought  that  the  question  of  the  Corn-laws 
was  settled.  He  (the  Earl  of  Ripon)  would 
ask  if  any  question  was  settled  so  far,  that 
no  change  could  be  made  in  it  ?  All  that 
a  statesman  oould  do  was,  to  lay  down  a 
set  of  principles,  and  to  legislate  according 
to  those  principles.  Every  statesman 
knew  that  a  measure  could  not  be  con- 
sidered as  settled  in  the  view  stated  by 
the  nobla  Earl.  With  regard  to  the  Reso* 


lutkms  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl,  he 
would  beg  leave  to  ask  what  plan  the 
noble  Earl  meant  to  substitute  for  the 
system  which  he  wished  to  abolish  ?  As 
far  as  the  Resolutions  went,  and  as  far  as 
he  could  gather  from  the  noble  Eari's 
speech,  tlie  noble  Earl  had  no  plan,  at  least 
he  had  suggested  none.  He  told  them, 
indeed,  that  the  question  could  not  be 
settled,  except  upon  the  basis  of  free  trade. 
But  that  was  all.  Now  he  (the  Earl  of 
Ripon)bad  ofleD  ceosidered  what  freetrade 
was,  and  had  spoken  to  tamajij/lkmpammm 
on  the  subject,  and  he  never  could  get  an 
answer  to  the  question .  If  the  noble  Lord 
meant  that  there  was  to  be  nodnty,  he  ooald 
understand  him;  but  he  had  admitted  at 
the  same  time,  that  there  might  be  a  duty, 
and  argued  in  favour  of  a  fixed  duty. 
If  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Earl  were 
acceded  to,  the  puUic  opinion  would  very 
soon  overturn  the  fixed  duty.  Nay  more, 
there  had  not  been  a  single  argument 
brought  forwasd  by  the  noUe  Earl  in  favoor 
of  the  Corn-laws  as  they  now  stood, 
which  would  not  apply  with  tenfold  fiHce 
to  the  plan  approved  of  by  the  noble 
Eari.  He  objected  to  the  noUe  Earl's 
Resolutions;  in  the  first  place,  because 
the  time  and  circumstanoes  were  not 
favourable  to  the  discussion ;  seoomUyy  on 
account  of  the  gross  fallacies  on  which 
the  Resolations  were  founded;  thirdly, 
on  account  of  the  fallaoioue  conelusione 
drawn  by  the  noble  Earl  fiwm  those  false 
premises ;  and  finally,  because  the  aoUe 
Earl  proposed  to  pnlLdown  the  pvesmit 
structure  without  beiftg  prepared  widi  a 
plan  and  materials  for  a  better  beildnng. 
The  noble  Earl  said,  that  this  was  a  proper 
time  to  take  the  subjeet  into  consideration, 
because  there  was  no  clamour  abont  it, 
and  the  subject  could  be  taken  calmly 
into  consideration.  He  admitted  the 
strength  of  that  argument,  if  the  noMe 
Earl  had  made  out  the  neoessity  of  anj 
change;  but  he  denied  that  a  ease  of  such 
necessity  had  been  made  out.  He  wonUl 
go  further;  he  would  say,  that  in  hie 
premises  the  noble  Earl  was  wrong,  for 
the  present  was  a  most  dangerous  period 
to  introduce  such  a  sobiect.  He  thought 
this,  fiffst,  on  account  of  the  present  eitua* 
tion  of  England;  secondly,  on  acoonnt  of 
the  situation  of  Ireland,  which  the  noble 
Earl  did  not  appear  to  have  tidcen  into 
consideration  at  all ;  and  Uiirdly,  on  ac- 
count of  several  possessions  of  this  country 
abroad,  which  were  deeply  intevseted  in 
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the  lubject  of  the  Corn-laws.  With  regard 
to  this  country,  he  thought  the  discussion 
at  present  improper  on  account  of  the 
effect  which  it  would  have  upon  the  situa- 
tion of  the  agricultural  population.  It 
would  make  a  complete  change  in  the 
system  of  the  Poor-laws,  and  they  had 
seen,  from  the  Report  of  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners  how  important  a  subject 
that  was.  He  could  not  allude  to  that 
Report  without  stating,  that  he  considered 
it  one  calculated  to  create  the  most  uneasy 
and  anxious  feelings  in  the  hearts  of  those 
who  considered  it,  and  one  which  called 
for  the  serious  consideration  of  all  who 
heard  him.  He  objected,  therefore,  to 
the  present  Motion,  because  it  tended  to 
unsettle  everything  connected  with  the 
labouring  poor,  at  a  time  when  they  had 
evidence  before  them  that  their  situation 
was  full  of  uncertainty  and  danger.  To 
him  it  appeared  madness  to  attempt  a 
change  fraught  with  so  much  danger. 
Then,  with  regard  to  Ireland,  the  noble 
Earl  bad  not  even  adverted  to  that  country. 
He  had  not  adverted  to  the  great  quantity 
of  com  imported  from  Ireland,  or  to  the 
effect  which  the  change  proposed  by  him 
might  have  on  the  state  of  that  country. 
He  certainly  was  not  prepared  to  say, 
that  the  abolition  of  the  Corn-laws  would 
have  the  effect  of  extinguishing  the  cultiva- 
tion of  wheat  in  Ireland,  but  it  might  have 
that  effect;  and  he  would  ask,  if  they 
ought  even  to,  risk  such  a  result  in  the 
present  situation  of  that  country.  It  was 
dreadful  to  contemplate  the  situation  of 
the  peasantry  even  at  the  present  time; 
but  if  the  cultivation  of  wheat  were 
abandoned,  the  employment  of  labourers 
would  be  diminished,  and  it  was  fearful  to 
contemplate  the  result  of  such  increased 
want  of  employment.  It  would  necessarily 
impose  on  the  Legislature  the  necessity  of 
adding  to  those  melancholy  laws  which  it 
had  become  their  duty  lately  to  pass.  And 
he  was  sure  that  every  Englishman  would 
regret  the  passing  of  any  measure  which 
might  render  it  impossible  to  restore  to 
Ireland  the  full  benefit  of  a  free  Con- 
stitution. Then,  with  regard  to  the  interest 
of  the  colonies,  were  they  not  encouraging 
the  poor  of  this  country  to  emigrate  to 
those  countries;  and  even  extending 
pecuniary  aid  to  them  to  enable  them 
to  go  to  those  colonies  ?  And  he  would 
ask  what  drove  the  iicople  to  desert  their 
country  aud  their  friends,  to  go  to  a 
distant  and  unknown  land?     Was  there 


anything  but  the  chance  which  they  had 
of  enjoying  comforts  there  which  they  had 
failed  to  obtain  at  home  ?  And  on  what, 
he  begged  to  know,  had  they  to  depend 
for  those  additional  comforts?  On  nothing 
but  that  very  wheat  which  the  noble  Earl 
wished  practically  to  exclude,  by  per- 
mitting the  introduction  of  the  wheat  of 
all  other  countries.  He  thought,  that  the 
plan  of  the  noble  Earl,  if  adopted,  would 
be  the  most  deadly  blow  ever  aimed  at 
those  colonies.  There  was  another  ob- 
jection to  the  Resolutions  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl  which  he  wished  to  allude  to — 
namely,  that  the  Corn-laws  had  been 
changed  three  times  already  within  the  last 
eighteen  years;  that,  however,  he  (the  Earl 
of  Ripon)  would  not  consider  a  sufficient 
reason  for  not  changing  them  a  fourth 
time;  but  he  thought  that  it  imposed 
a  greater  necessity  on  the  noble  Earl 
to  make  out  a  necessity  for  any  additional 
alteration.  He  would  now  call  the  at- 
tention of  their  Lordships  to  the  Resolu- 
tions themselves.  The  first  Resolution 
contained  a  statement  of  the  prices  of 
com  at  certain  periods,  and  was  intended 
by  the  noble  Earl  to  show  the  ereat 
variation  of  the  prices  of  com  and  the 
consequent  inefficiency  of  the  present 
laws;  but  the  noble  Earl  had  made  his 
calculations  fh>m  the  result  of  single  weeks, 
instead  of  taking  the  average  of  six  weeks, 
which  was  the  system  on  which  the  duties 
were  regulated  under  those  laws;  and, 
had  he  calculated  the  result  of  every  six 
weeks,  he  would  have  found,  that  the 
fluctuations  would  be  much  less  than  had 
been  stated  by  the  noble  Earl.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  first  Resolution,  as  it 
did  not  prove,  that  the  fluctuation  was 
nearly  so  great  as  that  supposed  by  the 
noble  Earl,  went  for  nothing,  and  should 
be  left  out  of  consideration  entirely.  Even 
if  the  calculations  of  his  noble  friend  were 
true,  they  would  militate  against  what 
he  wished  to  establish,  for  they  would 
prove,  that  the  result  of  what  he  proposed 
would  be  a  tremendous  fluctustion  in  the 
price  of  com.  Of  all  the  fallacious  cal- 
culations that  could  be  brought  forward, 
was  that  of  taking  the  ports  of  Havre  and 
Marseilles  for  data  to  prove  the  small 
fluctuations  in  the  price  of  corn  in  France. 
Indeed,  it  would  be  impossible  that  any* 
thing  like  an  equalization  of  prices  in 
corn  could  be  established  in  that  country, 
because  the  difficultieA  Ck<  Vr^vvv^^^  ^^ 
joa^n^  otld^t  V^caX  %tA  vftcw\«^\»^  ^\^^x^J^«*'^ 
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should  be  taken  into  considerattion,  and 
they  could  never  be  calculated  fairly. 
Though  the  fluctuation  of  prices,  taking 
Havre  and  Marseilles  as  data,  might  be 
comparatively  trifling,  the  fluctuations  in 
the  price  of  corn  in  the  inland  towns 
of  France  were  so  great,  that  the  noble 
Lord  could  never  rely  on  those  he  drew 
from  the  prices  in  the  above-mentioned 
seaport  towns;  consequently,  that  part  of 
the  noble  Lord's  Resolution  was  deserving 
but  of  very  little  confidence.  In  1832  the 
fluctuation  in  France  was  much  greater 
than  here.  In  the  spring  of  that  year  the 
prices  in  this  country,  from  the  6th  of 
April  to  the  6th  of  July,  varied  from 
59s.  2<L  to  62s.  3d.  What  was  the  case 
in  France  ?  In  April,  the  price  at  Havre 
was  52s,  Id.f  and  in  July  it  was  the  same. 
In  Marseilles,  the  price  at  the  same  period 
was  64s.  3d.  But,  what  was  the  case  in  other 
parts  of  France  in  the  same  year?  He 
quoted  from  a  French  publication  L'JScho 
de  la  Halle  des  BUs  regularly  published 
in  Paris.  On  the  31st  of  May^  in  the 
town  of  Aries,  the  price  was  72s.,  ^ith  an 
alarming  deficiency  of  corn.  There  was 
no  deficiency  here  at  the  time.  At  Rochelle 
the  price  was  77s.  Ad. ;  at  Challons,  from 
63s.  to  75s.;  at  Metz,  72s.  6d.  on  the  17th 
June,  with  a  great  deficiency ;  at  Stras* 
burgh,  64s.  2d.,  with  great  disturbances  in 
consequence  of  scarcity.  At  Paris,  the 
price  varied  from  69s.  to  72s.  2d. ;  at 
Nantz,  89s.  3d. ;  Strasburgh,  87s.  Now, 
in  these  instances,  there  was  a  much 
greater  fluctuation  than  took  place  here 
during  the  same  time.  There  was,  how- 
ever, a  Corn-law  in  France,  but  it  was  a 
very  bad  one.  These  facts  went  far  to 
overturn  the  deductions  which  his  noble 
friend  would  draw  from  his  Resolutions. 
The  next  Resolution  of  his  noble  friend, 
the  4th,  related  to  a  duty  on  corn.  He 
was  not  quite  aware  what  his  noble  friend 
meant  by  that  statement.  The  deduction 
which  he  drew  from  the  facts  which  had 
transpired  since  1828  was,  that  we  had  got 
a  large  supply  of  foreign  corn  at  an  average 
duty  of  6s.  M.  the  quarter.  It  was  hig^her 
at  times,  but  this  was  the  average.  After 
all  the  clamour  made  against  the  law,  the 
result  showed,  that  it  had  neither  caused 
excessive  fluctuations^  nor  kept  the  supply 
short,  nor  had  it  imposed  a  heavy  burthen 
on  the  people.  He  never  beard  any  per- 
son propose  a  less  duty  than  6s.  8c/.'  The 
least  was  12«.;  yet,  practically,  foreign 
corn  was  introduced  at  a  less  rate  of  duty. 


and,  by  the  graduated  scale,  tbe  capply 
was  regulated  by  the  wants  of  the  market. 
The  object  of  the  law  of  1815  was  not  to 
raise  the  price  of  corn.  When  he  brought 
forward  that  measure,  he  avowed  that  such 
was  not  the  object,  and  contended  that 
the  eflect  would  be  to  make  80s.  the 
maximum  and  not  th#  minimum  of  price. 
It  was  utterly  impossible  entirely  to  pre- 
vent fluctuation  in  the  price  of  such  an 
article  as  corn,  though  it  might  be  and 
had  been  so  regulated  by  the  law  of  1814 
as  to  secure  a  supply  when  required,  and 
at  the  same  time  to  prevent  the  ruin  of  the 
farmers.  For  his  part  he  could  not  im^ae 
a  more  satisfactory  system  than  this.  If 
the  noble  Lord  looked  to  a  duty  on  com 
as  a  permanent  source  of  revenue,  he 
would  oppose  any  such  proposition  talis 
viribus.  No  Government  could  stand 
five  days  which  attempted  to  extract  a 
revenue  from  the  import  of  corn ;  that 
would  be  indeed  trifling  with  the  feelings 
ofthe  people,  and  iustifyingthe  imputations 
which  had  been  thrown  on  the  Legislatare 
as  desiring  to  starve  the  people  in  order  to 
keep  up  rentsand  taxes.  Theseventh  Reso- 
lution was  one  of  no  importance,  though  he 
would  object  to  it  on  technical  grounds. 
In  fact,  it  assumed  too  much,  for  it  as- 
serted that  nothing  was  more  injurioos 
to  the  cultivator  than  fluctuations  in  price, 
which,  though  injurious,  were  not  quite 
so  mischievous  as  many  other  things. 
In  the  8th  Resolution,  bis  noble  friend 
admitted  that  fluctuations  could  not  be 
altogether  prevented  in  the  price  of  an 
article  the  production  of  which  was  neces- 
sarily aflected  by  the  variations  in  tlie 
seasons;  at  the  same  time,  the  noble 
Lord  went  on  to  say,  that  it  did  not 
appear  to  the  House  that  the  existing 
regulations  for  the  trade  in  foreign  com 
had  succeeded  in  diminishing  those  flue-^ 
tuations,  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  they 
had  a  tendency  to  aggravate  them.  The 
way  to  try  this  question  was,  to  look  at 
the  fluctuations  which  took  place  under 
former  laws.  He  held  in  his  hand  doco« 
meats  which  showed  the  prices  of  corn  for 
the  last  twenty  years,  taking  periods  of 
three  years  each.  The  documents  to 
which  he  alluded  were  the  Gazettes. 
Now,  how  did  the  case  stand  X  Taking 
from  the  returns  which  had  been  made 
to  Parliament  compiled  from  the  Gazettes, 
the  price  of  wheat,  during  the  last  twenty 
years,  in  periods  of  three  years,  he  foand 
that  in  1813, 1814|  and  1815,  the  highest 
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price  was  1208.  8d.,  the  lowest  54$,  Bd. — 
a  fluctuation  of  119  per  cent.     In  1816, 
1817,   and    1818,    the  highest   price   of 
wheat  was  1 12s.  3d.,  the  lowest  52s,  Id, 
— a  fluctuation  of  1 1 1  per  cent.   In  1819, 
1820,    and     1821,    the    maximum    was 
78s.  4flf.,  the  minimum  46s.  2d. — giving  a 
fluctuation  of  eighty-five  per  cent.       In 
1822,   1823,  and  1824,  the  highest  price 
was  67s.  7d.,  the  lowest  38s.  Id, — a  fluc- 
tuation of  fifty -six  per  cent.      In  1825, 
1826,  and   1827,  the  price  ranged  from 
69s.  Sd.  to  49s.  2d. — showing  a  fluctua- 
tion of  forty- four  and  a-half  per  cent.   He 
should  leave  out  1828,  the  year  in  which 
the  law  had  been  altered,  and  proceed  to 
1829,    1830,   and    1831,   during  which 
period   the  highest  price  of  wheat  was 
75s.  lid.,  and  the  lowest  price  55s,  4d.; 
the   fluctuation    being    only  thirty-eight 
per  cent,  the  least  of  the  whole  series  of 
years.     In  1833  the  price  ranged  between 
63#.  Id.  and  51s.  Id.,  showing  a  fluctua- 
tion of  but  twenty-three  and  three  quarters 
per  cent.     Here  were  strong  grounds  on 
which  to  argue,  that  the  tendency  of  the 
Bill  of  1828  was  to  prevent  and  limit, 
instead  of  causing  and  aggravating,  the 
fluctuations  in  the  price  of  grain.     If  he 
were  to  apply  the  same  test  to  the  varia- 
tions in  the  price  of  corn  from  the  com- 
mencement   of   the    18th    century,    the 
result   would    be    practically  the    same. 
He  repeated,  that  were  he  to  take  the 
whole   period,    beginning  at   1701,  and 
dividing  it  into  terms  of  five  years,  only 
two  quinquennial  periods  would  be  found 
in  which  the  fluctuations  in  the  price  of 
corn  had  been  less  than  during  the  five 
years  that  had  elapsed  since  the  passing 
of  this  Act.    Perhaps  this  did  not  show 
that  a  Corn-law  was  a  good  thing,  but  it 
at  least  proved,  that  the  present  law  was 
not  liable  to  the  charge  of  aggravating 
fluctuations,'  which    had    been    brought 
against  it  by  his  noble  friend.     He  would 
here  remind  his  noble  friend,  that  one  of 
the  principal  fluctuations  had  taken  place 
after  the  bad  harvest  of  1 828.     After  these 
calculations  he  thought  that  the  law  was 
tried  by  experience,  and  that,  though  it 
was  not  to  be  considered  the  best  in  the 
world,    still    it   was    not    liable    to   the 
charges  brought  against  it  by  his  noble 
friend.     It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to 
argue  on  the  9th,  10th,  llth,  and  12th, 
Resolutions,  because  their  substance  was 
summed  up  in  the  1 3th  Resolution.     His 
noble  friend  stated,  in  bis  ISth  Resolu- 
VOL.  XVH.  iSSi} 


tion  : — "  That  the  manifest  effects  of  the 
Corn- laws  are   to  leave  the  agricultural 
interest  exposed    to  all    the   difiiculties 
which  arise   from   frequent  and   sudden 
fluctuations  in  price — to   discourage   the 
export,  and   consequently  production   of 
British  commodities — to  increase  the  cost 
of  cultivating  the  soil,  and  of  producing 
the  manufactures  of  the  United  Kingdom 
— to  render  the  industry  of  the  nation  less 
capable  of  competing  with  that  of  other 
nations,   and   to    make   the  people   less 
competent  to  support  the  several  burthens, 
which  the  various  exigences  of  the  State 
have  imposed  upon  them."    That  was  his 
noble   friend's   last  Resolution,   and   the 
conclusion  which  he  drew  from  his  former 
statements.     But  he  could   not  consent 
seriously  to  affirm,  in  a   resolution  to  be 
recorded  on  the  Journals  of  this  House, 
that  there  had  been  such  sudden  fluctua- 
tions   in  price  as  his  noble  friend  here 
alleged.     In  one  sense,  indeed,  the  fluc- 
tuation had  been  sudden,  but  the  ques- 
tion was,  whether  there  were   not  other 
causes  to  which  it  might  be  ascribed — 
such    as    the    variation   of  the    seasons 
operating  diflerently  in   the  same  year, 
in  different  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
rather  than  the  mere  effect    of   a    law 
which,  be  its  defects  what  they  might, 
could  not  be  proved  to  have  produced  it. 
And  then  his  noble  friend,  comparing  the 
price  here  with  what  would  be  the  price 
under  a  new  system,  said  that  we  could 
obtain  our  supplies  at  30s.  per  quarter^ 
His  noble  friend  took  a  very  erroneous 
view  of  that  part  of  his  subject.     It  was 
impossible  that  foreign  corn  could  get  to 
this  country  at  so  low  a  price  as  38s,  per 
quarter.     This  was  allowed  by  Mr.  Mac- 
culloch  himself,   the   Coryphceus  of  the 
advocates  of  free  trade  in   corn.     This 
Gentleman  in  an  elaborate  article  in  his 
commercial     Dictionary    admitted,    that 
foreign  corn  could  not  be  brought  here  at 
a  less  price  than   50s.    In  the  face  of 
these   facts    and   admissions    there   were 
people  who  talked  of  a  starving  popula- 
tion, occasioned  by  the  operation  of  the 
present  law  which   admitted    com  at  an 
average  duty  of  Gs,  8d.     At  present  too, 
the  average  price  of  corn  was  54s.  4d., 
only  4s.  higher  than  the  price  at  which 
Mr.  Macculloch  said  foreign  corn  could  be 
imported.     Now  supposing  the  duty  of 
be    12s.  the   quarter,  it  was   clear  iK^t. 
foreign  corv\  covvVV  tvo\  ^\\^'5c\cv"3v'^f»K\.V^^^'?^ 
\  a\\,    IVveu  \i\^  uo\i\^  ItvaxA  ^^v^>  ^>^^  ^^ 
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effect  of  the  Corn-laws  was,  to  discourage 
the  export,  and  consequently  the  produc- 
tion of  British  commodities;  but  his 
noble  friend  bad  neither  produced  nor 
asked  for  documents  to  confirm  that 
statement;  and  he  should  shortly  prove» 
that  the  facts  of  the  case  did  not  bear  out 
his  noble  friend's  assertion.  If  his  noble 
friend  were  correct,  there  ought  to  appear 
some  great  falling-off  in  our  exports  to 
Hnssia,  Denmark,  Prussia,  the  Nether^ 
lands,  our  North  American  colonies,  and 
the  United  States,  the  principal  countries 
from  which  we  imported  corn,  returning 
them,  ^  of  course,  our  own  commodities. 
But  our  exports  to  those  countries  had 
gone  on  increasing  since  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  of  1828,  we  getting  from  them 
at  the  same  time  all  the  com  we  wanted. 
The  exports  of  British  productions  to  the 
countries  in  question,  according  to  the 
official  value  amounted  in  1828  to 
2 1,235,000 J, :  in  1830  to  24,299,000/,; 
in  1831  to  27,896,000;.  Here  was  a 
falling-off  1  If  to  these  items  our  exports 
of  colonial  productions,  &c.  during  the 
same  periods,  were  added,  the  totals 
would  be  found  to  be  27,430,000/., 
29,684,000/.,  35,340,000/.  These  facts 
directly  contradicted  his  noble  friend's 
Resolution.  According  to  the  argument 
of  his  noble  friend  a  very  good  harvest 
would  be  a  very  bad  thing,  for  in  that 
case  foreign  corn  would  not  be  re- 
quired, and  of  course  foreign  countries 
would  not  take  our  manufactures.  His 
noble  friend  alleged  that  the  effect  of  the 
Corn-laws  was  to  increase  the  cost  of 
cultivating  the  soil,  and  of  producing  the 
manufactures  of  the  United  Kmgdom. 
Now  he  did  not  very  clearly  see  how  that 
process  was  brought  about  by  the  present 
system,  under  which  we  had  had  com- 
paratively steady  and  moderate  prices. 
His  noble  friend  had  said  a  great  deal 
upon  the  rate  of  wages  caused  by  the 
Corn-laws.  He  was  perfectly  convmced 
that  the  effect  of  the  price  of  corn  on 
wages  was  very  much  exaggerated,  and 
that  the  fall  in  wages,  was  to  be  attri- 
buted to  many  other  causes  besides. 
If  the  ouestion  were  to  be  minutely  ex- 
amined mto,  it  would,  perhaps,  be  found 
that  the  only^  effect  it  had  was  upon  very 
highly -finished  manufactures,  and  that 
the  amount  of  that  effect  was  no  more 
than  one  or  two  at  most  per  cent.  So 
that  upon  this  point  he  could  not  come 
to  the  same  conclusions  with  his  noble 


friend.  His  noble  friend  bad  eaid  a  ttre^ 
deal  about  the  low  rate  of  profit,  bat  if 
that  were  a  sign  of  evil,  and  the  contrary 
were  a  sign  of  prosperityi  then  no  country 
in  the  world  should  be  so  prosperous  as 
Ireland*  where  the  rate  of  profit  on  agri- 
cultural capital  was  highestt  and  the 
wages  of  labour  lowest.  Another  argu^ 
ment  the  noble  Lord  bad  made  use  of  was, 
a  reference  to  the  Poor's-rateSi  showing 
their  increase  in  years  of  high  and  fluc- 
tuating prices  in  corn*  He  took  ibe 
PoorVrates  in  Sussex  during  the  years 
1816,  1817,  and  1818.  Very  well;  if 
the  price  of  corn  bad  any  effect  upon 
them,  its  effect  must  have  been  tm- 
mendous  during  those  years  when  com 
was  excessively  high*  In  those  years  there 
must  have  becn«  according  to  bis  noble 
friend's  arguments,  an  aggravated  amount 
of  Poor*s*rates.  Now  be  would  look  to 
the  amount  of  the  rates  in  those  years  of 
high  prices,  and  compare  it  with  tfie  rates 
of  tlie  present  year*  when  com  was  ikr 
from  being  at  so  high  a  prieet  Of  ooune 
he  took  the  PoorVrates  of  Sussts  for 
those  years.  In  1816  they  amounted  to 
235,000/.:  in  1817  to  280,000Z,;  and  in 
1818,  to  267,000/,  In  the  year  1832, 
of  course,  it  would  be  expected  to  find 
the  Poor's-rates  less  in  Sussex ;  whereas, 
the  fact  was  quite  the  reverse.  The  price 
of  corn  in  1832  was  two»thirds  less  than 
in  1818,  and  yet  the  PoorVratea  in 
Sussex  for  the  year  1832,  amounted  to 
284,000/.,  consequently  to  more,  than 
they  were  in  any  of  the  three  years  of  the 
highest  prices.  His  noble  friend  on  intro- 
ducing the  question  had  quoted  several 
authorities,  He  had  done  him  the  honour 
of  mentioning  him  (Lord  Ripon),  and  also 
Lord  Fitzgerald,  and  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control;  but  his  noble  friend 
had  entirely  overlooked  one  very  high 
authority  on  the  subject — namely,  hk 
noble  friend  himself^-^for,  in  a  well  written 
and  injgenious  pamphlet  published  by  his 
noble  friend,  several  statements  were  con- 
tained  which  certainly  did  not  support  his 
present  speech.  In  the  pamphlet  f  eferred 
to,  his  noble  friend  observed,  with  respect 
to  the  condition  of  the  working  claasea 
at  various  periods,  that  in  1797  the  rate 
of  wages  was  7s.  a-week,  and  calculating 
that  the  excess  of  wages  over  the  price  of 
two -thirds  of  a  bushel  of  wheat  (the  quan* 
tity  necessary  for  consumption)  was  the 
sum  which  ministered  to  the  labourer's 
other  wants  and  comfortable  subsistence. 


II80 


Cofnlaws. 


{Mat  14} 


Corn  law$. 


1190 


he  found  that  in  1797  the  price  of  two- 
thirds  of  a  bushel  of  corn  was  As.  4d, 
lea?ing  a  residue  of  2s.  Sd.  to  the 
labourer  for  the  purchase  of  other  neces- 
saries, &o.  In  1828  wages  were  lis. 
a-weelc:  the  price  of  two-thirds  of  a 
bushel  of  wheat  was  58.  \  the  difference 
being  6s,  Now  he  would  maintain  that 
a  working  man  could  buy  more  necessa- 
ries and  comforts  with  6s.  in  1828,  than 
he  could  obtain  for  2s.  8d.  in  1797;  and» 
therefore,  that  so  far  from  his  condition 
being  deteriorated  by  the  Corn-laws  or 
any  other  cause,  it  was  improved.  In 
1829  the  difference  between  the  rate  of 
wages  and  two-thirds  of  a  bushel  of  wheat 
was  5s,  6d.  and  in  1833  it  was  6s,  6d. 
Thus,  his  noble  friend's  own  pamphlet 
showed  that  he  was  erroneous  in  ascribing 
an  imaginary  depression  of  the  labourer  to 
the  Corn-laws.  Perhaps  he,  and  those 
who  thought  with  him  on  this  subject, 
might  be  called  heartless  and  rapaoious 
tyrants,  oppressors  of  the  people,  and 
enemies  to  their  welfare.  He  denied  the 
justice  of  any  such  accusation.  In  taking 
the  view  which  he  had  done  of  this  ques- 
tion, he  was  swayed  by  no  mean,  he  was 
influenced  by  no  party,  motives.  He  took 
that  course  whicn  his  judgment  pointed 
out  to  him  as  the  just  and  the  correct  one. 
He  knew  that,  with  respect  to  this  sub- 
ject, much  popular  clamour  prevailed. 
Public  opinion — true  public  opinion — he 
respected ;  he  would  give  to  it  his  best 
attention  but  popular  clamour  he  would 
resist  as  long  as  he  had  the  power  of 
doing  so.  His  sentiments,  and  the  senti- 
ments of  those  who  held  the  same  opin»> 
ions  with  himself,  might  be  liable  to  mis- 
representations; out  he  was  well  assured 
that  no  misrepresentation,  that  no  calum- 
ny, that  no  attempt  to  hold  their  Lord- 
ships up  to  public  execration,  would  ever 
induce  them  to  swerve  from  the  line  of 
their  duty. 

Lord  iVinchikea  said,  that  after  the  very 
able  and  convincing  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  sat  down,  he  should  not 
have  intruded  on  their  Lordships,  were  it 
not  for  one  observation  which  fell  from  the 
noble  Earl  (Fitzwilliam)  affecting  the  le- 
gislative capacity  of  their  Lordships,  and 
the  insinuation  that  they  were  not  compe- 
tent to  treat  in  a  proper  manner  Questions 
affecting  the  general  interests  of  tne  coun- 
try. For  his  part  he  must  declare,  that 
on  no  occasion  had  he  seen  their  Lord- 
ships influenced  upon  any  great  public 


question  by  selfish  considerations.  No- 
thing could  be  more  injurious  than  a  fre- 
auent  change  of  those  laws  which  affected 
le  great  interests  of  the  nation.  The 
noble  Earl,  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
seemed  entirely  to  have  lost  sight  of  a 
most  important  point — the  support  which 
the  poor  derived  from  the  agriculture  of 
the  country,  and  the  support  which  it  gave 
to  manufactures.  Three-fourths  of  the 
manufactures  of  the  towns  were  consumed 
by  the  agricultural  part  of  the  population, 
and  to  destroy  that,  therefore,  must  be 
most  injurious  to  the  manufacturing  in- 
terest. He  never  saw  greater  distress 
among  the  manufacturers  of  this  country 
than  when  meat  was  at  three-pence  the 
pound  and  the  quarter  of  com  at  forty-two 
shillings.  He  would  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl.  They  had  bad 
experience  of  the  present  law  for  five  years, 
and  it  was  found  to  work  well. 

The  Earl  of  Wiekhw  said,  that  he  would 
not  occupy  much  of  the  attention  of  the 
House  after  the  eloquent  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl.  The  question  for  the  con- 
sideration of  their  Lordships  was,  whether 
they  would  or  would  not  adopt  the  theory 
of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Fitzwilliam)  a 
theory  which  was  embodied  in  the  latter 
Resolution.  As  regarded  that  proposition, 
he  would  trust  to  the  arguments  of  the 
noble  Earl  himself  to  prove  its  futility. 
If  the  theory  of  the  noble  Earl  were  well 
founded  or  correct — if  it  were  desirable  that 
this  country  should  have  a  free  trade  in 
corn  under  certain  restrictions — he  would 
ask  what  would  be  the  consequence  to 
Ireland  if  a  sudden  stop  were  put  to  the 
intercourse  between  the  two  countries? 
The  result  must  be  an  increase  of  the 
commercial  distress  which  now  existed. 
He  could  not  indeed  avoid  expressing  bis 
astonishment,  that  the  noble  Earl  should 
not,  in  the  course  of  a  long  speech,  have 
alluded  in  any  way  to  Ireland,  which 
formed  so  considerable  a  portion  of  the 
empire,  and  the  interests  of  which  were 
so  mtimately  bound  up  with  this  question. 
If  the  theory  of  that  noble  Earl  were  put 
into  practice,  what  must  be  the  lamentable 
effect  upon  that  country,  the  produce  of  its 
soil  was  its  only  saleable  production  ? 
Why,  Ireland  must  of  necessity  be  placed 
in  such  a  situation  as  no  country  in  Europe 
ever  had  been.  Ireland  might  be  con- 
sidered in  relation  to  England,  aa  $^\fi\^ 
had  been  to  Rotcv^,  ^Jcv^  ^^^x.  ^cwvwx^^ 
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of  the  noble  Earl  were  followed,  they  would 
drive  Ireland  into  a  state  of  barbarism^ 
The  noble  Earl  concluded  by  again  ex- 
pressing his  surprise,  that  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Fitzwilliam)  should  have  neglected 
to  mention  that  country  in  which  he 
had  so  many  large  possessions. 

Earl   FUzwilliam  said,  he  could    not 
help  adverting  to  one  fact  mentioned  by 
his  noble  friend,  that  went  to  corroborate 
and  strengthen  the  case  he  had  endea- 
voured to    establish.     His   noble  friend 
quoted  an  account  of  the  distress  which 
prevailed  in   parts  of  France,   in  conse- 
quence of  the  dearness  and  scarcity  of 
corn  ;  but  his  noble  friend  forgot,  that  that 
part  of  France  was,  at  the  time,  under  a 
similar  law  to  that  which  existed  in  this 
country.     This,  therefore,  could  not  be 
urged  by  his  nobie  friend,  with  any  con- 
sistency, as  an  argument  in  favour  of  a 
Corn-law.  There  was  one  other  point  which 
he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  allow  him 
to  notice.     In  the  year  1830,  there  was  a 
remarkable  ascension  of  prices,  from  the 
commencement  of  the    year  up  to  the 
period  of  harvest.     The   price  began  to 
ascend    in   the   month   of  February — in 
the  month  of  April  there  was  a  small  os- 
cillation of  price ; — for  one  or  two  weeks 
they  rose,  and  the  duty  fell.     What  was 
the  consequence  ?     Between  200,000  and 
300,000  quarters    of    bonded  com  were 
thrown  into  the  markets.      The  fall  of 
prices    was    merely    temporary  —  prices 
began  to  rise  again,  and  continued  to  do 
so  until  the  beginning  of  harvest.     Now, 
during   the    whole    of.  the  period    that 
prices  were  rising,   no  foreign  corn  was 
brought    into    the    market;    the    whole 
of  the  bonded  corn  remained  in  hand  until 
the  price   had  risen   to   75s,  a  quarter, 
*though  the  duty  had  before  fallen  to  2s,  Sd. 
What  was  the  result  ?     All  at  once  (the 
price  having  attained  its  height),  not  less 
than    1,200,000    quarters  of  corn    were 
poured  into  the  market.     Now,    during 
the  period  that  prices  were  thus  gradually 
rising,  this  corn  was  either  in  bond,    or 
was  capable  of  being  imported  from  abroad. 
Was  it  not  clear,  then,  that  the  dealers  in 
foreign  corn  had  the  power  to  withhold  it 
from  the  people  until  the  price  had  risen 
far  beyond  what  would  be  a  remunerating 
price  to   the  importer?     Had  this  com 
been  introduced  at  an  earlier  period,  the 
consumers  of  corn  in  this  country  would 
have  been  exempted  from  a  rise  in  the 
price  to  70^.  and  15s.  a  quarter.    That 


rise  of  price  was  an  unmixed  evil  to  tbe 
consumer,  and  of  no  benefit  to  the  faraier ; 
because  it  wa^  well  known,  that  jost  pre- 
viously to  harvest  the  farmer  holds  very 
little  corn  and  could  not  therefore  derive 
any  advantage  from  the  advance  in  price. 
The  noble  Earl,  who  last  addressed  their 
Lordships,  complained  of  his  having 
wholly  overlooked  the  consequences  which 
would  result  to  Ireland  from  an  alteration  of 
the  Corn-laws.  But  that  noble  Earl  would 
give  him  leave  to  say,  that  whatever  e£^t 
a  free  trade  in  corn  might  have  upon  the 
landowners  of  Ireland,  no  injury  would  be 
sustained  by  the  people  of  that  conntry 
from  such  a  measure.  Tbe  noble  Earl 
would  concede  that  to  him,  that  if  there 
be  one  benefit  which,  rather  than  any 
other,  it  was  desirable  should  be  conferred 
upon  the  people  of  Ireland,  it  was  that 
thev  should  cease  to  be  eaters  of  potatoes, 
and  become  eaters  of,  as  well  as  dealers 
in,  com.  The  noble  Earl  would  also  give 
him  leave  to  remark,  that  diminishiiig  tbe 
price  of  corn  in  England  would  not  tend 
to  prevent  the  cultivation  of  eom  in  Ire- 
land, because  in  Ireland  thatcultivatioo  was 
exceedingly  cheap.  Whatever  might  be 
predicted  of  the  effect  of  the  measure  ia 
England,  he  had  no  doubt  of  this — that, 
as  respected  Ireland^  corn  might  be  raised 
in  that  country  at  a  price  which  wouki 
enable  the  farmer  to  compete  with  any 
other  country  in  the  world.  Tbe  effect  of 
the  measure  he  recommended,  woukl 
be,  to  lower  the  price  of  com ;  and  the 
consequence  of  that  would  be  the  lower- 
ing of  rents ;  but  it  would  not  injure  the 
people  of  Ireland. 

The  Resolutions  were  put  seriatim,  aod 
negatived. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  May  14,  1833. 

MiiruTBg.]  Piipen  ordend.  On  the  MoUoa  of  Ms.  IUb- 
i^ND,  an  Account  of  all  HouMt  Rated  at  lOL  per  y«tf. 
in  the  yean  ending  5th  April,  1832,  and  ISSSw— On  th» 
Motion  of  Mr.  Fntit,  an  ftrrmint  nf  fhr  frrpfiian  iininurt 
by  nuking  the  New  Couus  Ibr  Isdand  in  ISSL-^On  ibt 
Motion  ot  Mr.  M.  Attwood,  a  Copy  of  all  Cocannniea^ 
tions  made  within  the  latt  dx  Months  lo  the  Boaid  ot 
Tnde  in  Answer  to  Inquiries  nude  by  that  Baud  iiyd. 
iqg  the  State  d  the  Country,  and  ot  r—^**'tr  IVm 
and  Districti ;  as  also  Copies  of  sudi  Inquiries. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  Drsca,  tram  Codtenaoaih, 
for  Poor  Laws  to  Irelands  ftnm  Wfait«hav«B«  Ibr  Val» 
by  Ballot;  ftom  Harrington,  for  Rdicf  ftosn  Tantku: 
from  Stodctan-upoD>Teei,  for  Relief  to  tbe  DbaartMi; 
and  from  Holbrooke 'ted  Woririi^ton,  fera  Belter  Ob> 
sovanee  of  the  Sabbatii.— By  Mr.  norwuBS  Uoosaa. 
from  St  Martin's,  Oxford,  for  a  Repeal  of  tbe  Xutmrnd 
Taxes.— By  Mr.  Honoas,  ftom  Tonbri^pr,  for  a  Rqnt 
ofttieMaltlte;  MdalsoforaRipadorthtSaltvrBiir 
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BUL— 'By  Mr.  J.  Oswali>»  from  Gloigow,  against  the 
Royal  Buigfa  (Sootland)  BilL— By  Mr.  BaicsTT,  Mr. 
Jambs  Brougham,  Mr.  Philpotts,  Mr.  Adams,  Mi^or 
BsAucLSBK,  Mr.  Blamisjb,  Mr.  Amdsiw  Jobkbtoit, 
Mr.  Ayshvord  Sanvoro,  Mr.  Rigbt  Wason,  Lord 
Viaoount  Sawdoit,  Mr.  E.  Pbtrx,  Mr.  Hardy,  Mr. 
Tancrrd,  Lord  Vinount  Curs,  Sir  John  D.  Abtlby, 
Mr.  Todd,  Mr.  Aguonby,  Mr.  Kbmyss  Ttntb,  Mr. 
WiO!f BY,  Sir  H.  WiLUAMsoN,  Mr.  Townlby,  Captain 
DuNDAs,  Mr.  HouLDswORTH,  Mr.  Gladstohb,  Lord 
John  Russbll,  Mr,  Humb,  Earl  Orosybnor,  Sir  G. 
Staunton,  Colonel  Wood,  Mr.  Bish,  Mr.  Morb  CFbr- 
RAL,  Mr.  Hugh  Owbn,  Mr.  C.  A.  Pblbam,  the  Earl  of 
ORMBLfB,  Sir  John  Owkn,  Mr.  H.  Burton,  Mr.  Bar« 
NARD,  Mr.  OuBvr,  Mr.  Plumptrb,  Mr.  Robbuck,  Mr. 
H.  Handlbt,  Mr.  Labouchbrb,  Admiral  Adam,  Mr. 
Shaw  LBrBYRB,  Mr.  Williams*  Mr.  T.  B.  Thompson, 
Mr.  R.  CuTB,  Colonel  Pbrcbyal,  Mr.  Hill,  Mr. 
Mbthubn,  Lord  Vlacoimt  Colb,  Mr.  Diybtt,  Sir  John 
Wrottbslby,  Mr.  Hawbs,  Lord  Cavbndish,  Mr. 
CVConnbll,  Lord  Cbarlks  Russbll,  Mr.  WBOovrooD, 
Mr.  Lbstrr,  Mr.  Wiluam  Dbnison,  Blr.  J.  W.  Soott, 
Mr.  F.  Shaw,  Colonel  Eyans,  the  Solicitor-Gbnbral, 
Mr.  John  Romilly,  Mr.  Robbrt  Gordon,  Mr.  Alderman 
Wood,    Sir  Francis   Vincbnt,    Mr.   Waltbr,   Lord 

TULLAMORB,   Dr.  LCSRINOTON,  Mr.    FOITBLL  BUZTON, 

and  Mr.  Stanley,  from  a  very  great  Number  of  Places, 
— against  Slavery. 

Ministerial  Proposition  for  the 
Emancipation  of  Slaves.]  The  Order 
of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  to  consider  the  subject 
of  Slavery  having  been  read,  the  House 
resolved  itself  on  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
Secretary  Stanley,  into  a  Committee. 

Mr.  Secretary  Stanley  rose,  and  spoke 
nearly  as  follows : — Sir,  I  am  confident 
when  I  state  to  the  House,  that  if  ever  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  in  bringing  forward 
any  measure  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
to  which  he  belonged — more  especially 
affecting  a  question  of  such  vital  import 
as  this — one  which  touches  so  directly 
and  immediately  the  interests  of  many, 
and,  I  may  say,  commands  the  attention 
of  all — I  say.  Sir,  if  ever  a  member  of 
this  House,  or  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
had  a  fair  claim  on  the  kindness  and  in- 
dulgence of  those  about  him,  that  claim  I 
can  now  honestly  make,  assured  that  what 
I  ask  will  not  be  refused  ;  and  the  more 
confident  I  am  in  advancing  it,  from  the 
circumstance  which  is  well  known  to  all, 
of  the  very  short  period  which  has  elapsed 
since  I  have  been  called  upon  to  act  as 
the  organ  of  Government  in  this  situation, 
and  from  my  having,  during  that  brief  and 
limited  period,  to  discharge  the  duties  of 
an  ofHce,  one  of  the  many  of  which  is 
connected  with  this  question  of  unparal- 
leled importance — involving  a  greater 
amount  of  property — affecting  the  happi- 
ness andjthe  well-being  of  a  larger  portion 
of  individuals,'than  was  ever  before  brought 
forward,  and  which  to  mature  and  bring 
successfully  to  a  concIusioD|  is  now  ren- 


dered peculiarly  difficult  by  the  time,  and 
from  the  circumstances  under  which  it  is 
introduced.     Sir,  I  feel  most  anxious  on 
accountof  the  responsibility  which  devolves 
upon  me.     1  feel  not  only,  that  our  mari- 
time commerce  is  here  concerned — that 
250,000    tons  of    British    shipping    are 
affected — not    only    that  a    revenue   of 
5,000,000/.  is  to  be  dealt  with  and  le^ris- 
lated  for  ;  but  I  feel,  that  if  possible,  higher 
interests  are  involved — that  the  interests, 
the  comforts,   the  prosperity,  perhaps  I 
might  say  the  very  existence,  of  a  large 
population   in    the   West-India  colonies 
depending  upon  us  for  support  and  pro- 
tection, hang  upon  the  decision  of  those 
Resolutions  which  it  will  be  my  duty  to 
submit  to  the  House.     Nay,  Sir,  I  cannot 
narrow  the  question  even  to  this — I  can- 
not deny  to  myself,  that  the  happiness  of 
the  descendants  of  those  for  whom  I  now 
propose  to  legislate — that  generations  yet 
unborn  are  to  be  affected  for  good  or  for 
evil  by  the  course  which  this  House  may 
think  proper  to  adopt.    Nor  can  I  conceal 
from    myself,  or  from   this   House,    the 
immense  influence  on  the  population  of 
foreign  countries  which  must  arise  from 
the  result  of  the  mighty  experiment  which 
we  now  propose  to  make.     On  that  may 
depend  the  welfare  of  millions  of  men  in  a 
state  of  slavery  in  colonies  not  belonging 
to  Great  Britain.  Besides  all  these  things, 
there  is  enough  to  make  any  man — the 
strongest,   the   boldest,   and   the  best — 
shrink  in  some  degree  under  the  weight  of 
so  great  a  responsibility ;  for  the  question 
is  now  in  such  a  state,  that  deal  with  it  as 
you  will,  you  can  only  have  a  choice  of 
difficulties.    Those  difficulties,  I   assert, 
are  all  but  insurmountable.     They  leave 
us  only  the  choice  of  doing  some  good  at 
the  least  risk  of  effecting  evil.     We  are 
called  upon  to  legislate  between  two  con- 
flicting parties — one  deeply  involved  by" 
pecuniary   interests — involved,  moreover, 
in  difficulties  of  the  roost  pressing  charac-> 
ter — difficulties  which  are  now  present, 
and  are  constantly  increasing  ;  the  other 
deeply  involved  by  their  feelings  and  their 
opinions,   representing  a   growing  deter- 
mination on  the  part  of  the  people  of  this 
country  to  put  an  end  to  slavery,  which  ^ 
no  one  can  deny  or  wisely  despise — a  de- 
termination the  more  absolute,  and  the 
less  resistible,  because  founded  in  sincere 
religious  feelings,  and  in  a  solemn  con- 
viction  that  thm^^  ^\ow^  \^  T^^vcvsixs^^ 
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determination  is  expressed  in  a  voice  so 
potential,  that  no  Minister  can  venture  to 
disregard  it.  The  time  is,  indeed,  gone  by 
when  the  question  can  be  for  a  moment 
entertained  whether  or  not  this  system  can 
be  made  perpetual;  the  only  point  we 
can  discus»  --^the  only  point  we  shall  dis- 
cuss is  the  safest,  speediest,  happiest  way 
in   which  to  effect  its  final  and  entire 
abolition.    And  let  me  say,  that  they  who 
characterize  this  as  a  mere  ebullition  of 
popular  feeling-— as  transient  in  its  cha- 
racter— as  fleeting  or  unsubstantial — the 
mere  expression  of  yesterday — are   but 
deceiving  themselves ;  for  it  is  not  of  late 
or  of  momentary  birth,  but  springs  from 
the    deep-settled    and    long-entertained 
convictions  of  reflecting  men-^from  that 
same  spirit  of  lasting  humanity,  which, 
fifty  years  ago,  pressed  on  the  Parliament 
of  that  day ;  and  which,  in  defiance  of  the 
arguments,  that  we  should  ruin  our  trade 
— in  defiance  of  opposition  from  many 
quarters — compellea   the    Parliament  to 
abolish  for  ever  that  iniquitous  and  dis- 
graceful trade  by  which  supplies  of  human 
flesh  were  obtained  from  the  shores  of 
Africa.    If  there  are.  Sir,  any  persons 
who  can  doubt  that  the  authors  of  that 
poHtic  and  humane  and  just   abolition 
looked  forward  to  the  emancipation  of  the 
slaves  as  the  consequence  of  abolishing 
the  Slave  Trade,    I  would  beg  leave  to 
refer  them  to  the  speeches  of  the  most 
distinguished  advocates  of  that  humane 
measure.    Sir,  when  we  look  back  to  the 
language  of  the  great  men  who  introduced 
that  measure  into  Parliament,  and  who  so 
zealously  laboured  for  the  accomplishment 
of  that  object,  which  they  at  length  almost 
achieved,  leaving  little  for  those  to  do 
who  actually  accomplished  it,  we  find 
that,  although  the  two  questions  were 
carefully  separated  at  the  time,  the  gradual 
abolition  of  slavery  remained  upon  their 
minds,  and  was  distinguishable  in  the  ex- 
pression of  their  feelings  in  the  debates  of 
that  day,  as  necessarily  and  inseparably 
connected  with  that  preliminary  step  of 
the  abolition  of   the    slave-trade.    The 
House  will  forgive  roe  if  I  call  its  atten- 
tion to  the  remarkable  expressions  of  no 
undistinguished  man,  who,  in  the  language 
of  Mr.  Canning,  attacked  only  the  out- 
works of  the  great  fortress,  but  who  un- 
doubtedly looked  forward  with  a  firm  con- 
viction,   that  the    destruction    of  those 
outworks  wonld  cause  the  ultimate fallof  the 
fortress  itself.    So  long  ago  u  the  year 


1792  (and  then,  with  an  apology  for  his 
plan  having  remained  unmatured  and  un- 
exhibited  to  the  public  for  twelve  years) 
Mr.  Burke,  In  his  celebrated  Utter  to  Mr. 
Dundas,  disclosed  his  plan  for  what  he 
called  a  Negro  Code,  and  said  '  that  he 
'  was  convinced  the  true  origin  of  the 

*  slave  trade  was  not  In  the  place  It  began 

*  at, but  tntheplaceofitsfinatdestidatioo;' 
he  then  said,  '  I  was,  therefore,  and  attll 
'  am  of  opinion,  that  the  whole  work 

*  ought  to  be  taken  up  togetheri  and  that 

*  the  gradual  abolition  of  slavery  in  the 

*  West- Indies  should  go  hand  in  hand 
'  with  any  thing  which  is  done  to  put  a 

*  stop  to  the  supply  of  negroes  ftom  the 

*  coast  of  Africa.'  Together  with  this 
letter,  Mr«  Burke  inclosed  his  Negro 
Code,  embracing  regulations  for  trade, 
and  containing  provisions  for  putting  an 
end  to  the  system  of  slavery  in  the  colonies. 
The  preamble  is  so  remarkable  that  he 
would  beg  to  trouble  the  House  with  it. 
The  preamble  began  by  saving,  *  whereas 
'  it  is  expedient,  and  conformable  to  the 
'  principles  of  the  Christian  religion,  the 

*  dictates  of  morality,  and  the  rules  of 
'  sound  policy,  that  an  end  should  be 
'  put  to  all  traffic  in  the  persons  of  men, 

*  and  to  the  detention  of  such  persons  in 
'  slavery,  as  soon  as  the  same  can  be 
'  effected  without  great  inconveniences 
'  fVom  a  sudden  change  of  practices  long 
'  established  ;  and  during  the  continuance 
'  of  those  practices,  it  is  desirable  to  in- 
'  troduce  some  regulations  to  lessen  the 
'  inconveniences  of  such  traAc  and  deten- 

*  tion  in  servitude,  until  both  can  gradually 

*  be  done  awav  with,&c.'Mr.  Pox  and  Mr. 
Wilberforce,  m  this  House,  and  Lord 
Grehville,  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, in  1806  and  1807,  while  they 
distinctly  declared,  that  the  two  questions 
were  separate,  and  that  their  object  at 
that  time  was  nothing  more  than  the 
abolition  of  the  trade  in  slaves ;  jet  in  all 
they  said,  they  evidently  looked  with 
confidence  to  a  period  when  that  supply 
havin?  ceased,  slavery  itself  should  he 
abolished.  Mr.  Pox  said,  **  that,  the  abo- 
lition of  the  slave-trade  would  lead  to  the 
abolition  of  slavery  altogether  tn  the 
West-Indies.*"  Mr.  Wilberforoe  said,  that 
<  he  wished  for  nothing  then  beyond  the 
'  abolition  of  the  slave-trade  ;  but  that 
'  when  time  and  the  concurrence  of  other 

*  Powers  should  render  it  practicable,  he 
■■  '   ■  .  ■■         ■  ■        ,  ^ 

•  Haosatd  vol.  vil.  p.  ^% 
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did  not  heiiiaie  to  say,  that  slavery  ought 

*  to  cease  to  exist  amongst  the  itistrtutions 

*  of  civilized  nations.'  Lord  Qrenville 
observed,  '  that  in  all  history  the  progress 

*  from  slavery  to  liberty  was  effected  by 
■  the  slaves  becoming  predial  or  attached 
'  to  the  land ;  because  where  they  were 

*  rendered  labourers  rather  than  slaves, 

*  they  f^lt  an  interest  in  the  prosperity  of 

*  their  country ;  and  he  was  sure»  that  to 
'  give  the  West-India  slaves  an  interest  in 

*  the  tranquillity  and  defence  of  those 

*  islands  would  ensure  their  conBdence, 
'  loyalty,  and  attachment.'  I  trouble  the 
House  with  these  extracts  to  prove  that 
the  feeling  which  now  pervades  the  coun- 
try is  not  of  this  day's  growth  ;  but  that 
the  people  of  this  country  have  long  con- 
sidered it  expedient — have  long  held  it  a 
duty,  On  the  ground  of  religion  and  of 
justice,  to  advance  any  measure  which 
might  tend  to  the  early  abolition  of  this 
disgraceful  system.  The  nation  have  now 
loudly,  and  for  a  length  of  time  declared 
that  the  disgrace  of  slavery  should  not 
be  suffered  to  remain  part  of  our  national 
system.  Parliament  hss,  at  various  times, 
though  perhaps  in  mitigated  terms,  con- 
firm^ this  principle ;  some  times  looking 
to  a  more  remote,  and  at  others  to  a  more 
immediate  period,  for  the  abolition  of  the 
system.  In  1823,  when  certain  Resolutions 
were  moved  by  the  hon.  member  Ibr 
Weymouth,  Mr.  Canning,  in  the  name 
of  the  Government  of  that  day,  proposed  an 
Amendment,  and  that  Amendfment  forms 
a  part,  though  no  very  large  part,  of  the 
Resolutions  to  be  proposed  to  the  House 
this  night.  The  Resolutions  adopted  on 
that  occasion  received  the  unanimous 
support  of  the  House ;  and  the  House  looked 
forward  to  the  adoption,  on  the  part  of 
the  colonists,  of  certain  ameliorating 
measures  which  would,  in  time,  put  a  final 
term  to  the  system  of  slavery.  It  was 
the  confident  expectation  of  the  House, 
that  measures  would  be  concerted  by  the 
Colonial  Legislatures,  which  should  carry 
Into  effect  the  wishes  of  Parliament.  It 
was  thought,  that  the  friendly  warning  of 
Parliament  would  be  sufficient  to  induce 
the  colonists  to  attend  to  its  wishes. 
That  warning,  however — that  admonitory 
voice — has  gone  forth,  and  for  years  and 
years  been,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  unheeded 
and  disregarded  by  all  the  Colonial  Le- 
gislatures; they  have  allowed  it  to  be  lost 
upon    them — they    have   done    nothing 

to  fonher  and  aceomplifb  that  grecA  men- 


sure,  which  the  mother  country  eleven 
years  ago,  declared  to  be  so  just  and  so 
desired.  But  the  voice  of  warning  has 
been  fbund  to  speak  in  vain — the  tongue 
of  honest  and  affectionate  counsel  has  not 
been  heeded.  I  will  not  deny,  that  if  we 
look  to  the  measures  agreed  upon  b^  the 
Colonial  Legislatures  since  the  period  I 
have  alluded  to,  some  improvements  may 
be  found  in  points  affecting  the  physical 
condition  of  the  slaves;  but  I  do  assert 
boldly,  and  without  fear  of  contradiction 
even  from  themselves,  that  nothing  has 
been  done  of  that  nature,  extent,  or 
character,  which  may  fairly  bo  characterized 
as  a  step  towards  the  ultimate  extermina* 
tion  of  the  system.  I  therefore  now  call 
on  the  House  to  take  the  matter  at  once 
into  its  own  hands.  It  is  important  to 
bear  in  mind,  that  without  the  co-operation 
of  the  Colonial  Legislatures,  acting  on 
what  Mr.  Burke  emphatically  called  the 
•*  executory  principle,"  it  is  idle  to  seek 
for  the  termination  of  the  svstem  of 
slavery,  unless  through  the  means  of  the 
Home  Legislature.  The  words  of  Mr. 
Burke  were  these; — "I  have  seen,"  said 
he,  speaking  in  1792,  **  what  the  Colonial 
Legislatures  have  done  (in  reference  to  the 
improvement  of  the  condition  of  the  negpro) 
— itisarrant;trifling — they  have  done  little, 
and  that  little  is  good  for  nothing,  because 
it  does  not  carry  with  it  the  executory 
principle?"  Now,  Sir,  it  will  be  my 
duty  to  show  —  and  I  will  clearly 
show  it,  though  at  some  hazard  of  tiring 
the  House,  that  up  to  this  day,  every 
measure  resolved  upon  by  the  Colonial 
Legislatures  has  been  utterly  destitute  of 
this  principle — utterly  destitute  of  any 
thing  like  an  executory  provision — and 
destitute  of  any  thing  which  might  give  to 
their  enactments  the  remotest  possibility 
of  being  calculated  to  work  out  the  free- 
dom of  a  single  slave.  In  1823,  Lord 
Bathurst  forwarded  to  those  islands 
directly  governed  by  this  country  certain 
directions,  which  pointed  out  several  mo- 
difications desirable  to  be  adopted  as  the 
ground- work  for  an  altered  state  of  society. 
They  were  intended, by  a  gradual  alteration 
in  the  domestic  habits  of  the  slaves,  to 
bring  about  the  total  abolition  of  slavery, 
and  the  conversion  of  the  negroes  into 
free  labourers.  The  main  principles  were 
the  abolition  of  Sunday  labour  and  Sunday 
markets,  constituting  the  sacred ness  of 
the  marriage  coult^icX,  >5cvfe  ^Jv^tjxwit  ^^- 
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the  establishment  of  Savings  Banks,  and 
other  regulations  calculated  to  prepare 
the  slave  for  that  station  and  the  perform- 
ance of  those  duties  and  obligations  which 
civilized  life  imposes.  The  Resolutions 
of  1823  were  followed  up  by  an  Order  in 
Council  in  1824,  which  provided  for  the 
establishment  of  a  protector  of  slaves, 
specified  the  right  of  the  negroes  to  possess 
property  under  certain  conditions,  pro- 
hibited Sunday  labour,  and  gave  a  right 
to  the  slave,  under  certain  restrictions,  to 
obtain  his  manumission,  even  against  the 
consent  of  his  master.  These  Regulations 
'  were  conveyed  to  the  Crown  Colonies  by 
an  Order  in  Council  in  1824;  they  were 
immediately  put  into  operation  in  those 
colonies,  and  remained  in  force  until  sub- 
sequently altered  by  another  Order  in 
Council  in  1830.  But  how  were  these 
salutary  and  humane  provisions  received 
by  the  Colonial  Legislatures  in  1824? 
Without  one  single  exception,  they  were 
unanimously  rejected  by  every  colony 
having  a  legislative  assembly  of  its  own. 
Not  one  legislative  colony  but  scornfully 
rejected  and  disdainfully  refused  to  obey 
the  suggestions  and  determinations  of 
Parliament  and  the  mother-country.  In 
1826,  we  find  Mr.  Canning  using  in  this 
House  language  of  the  deepest  regret — of 
the  deepest  anxiety — and  I  will  add,  of 
the  deepest  indignation — at  the  continued 
opposition  that  was  offered  by  the  colonies 
to  the  will  of  the  Home  Legislature.  He 
stated  what  had  been  done  by  the  Colonial 
Legislatures,  in  forwarding  the  recom- 
mendations of  this  House,  up  to  the  time 
that  he  was  speaking ;  and  then  added — 
'  he  did  not  state  this  as  a  satisfactory 

*  result  of  the  measures  proposed  in  1823, 

*  and  directed  to  be  put  in  force  by  the 

*  Order  in  Council  in  1824,  far  from  it — he 
'  stated  it,because  the  point  that  was  then 

*  under  discussion  was,  whether  the  time 

*  was  yet  come  when  the  resistance  of  the 
^colonies  to  the  wishes  of  Parliament  was 
'  to  be  considered  as  so  contumacious  as  to 

*  make  it  necessary  to  adopt  a  different 

*  course  with  respect  to  them.  The 
'  question,  in  fact  was,  how  far  the  Par- 
'  Hament  of  England   had   the   right  to 

*  legislate  for  the  colonies.'  Mr.  Canning, 
dissatisfied  as  he  was  with  the  result 
of  the  measures  of  1823  and  1824,  did 
not  adopt  a  harsh  tone — he  did  not 
call  upon  Parliament  immediately  to  adopt 

*  Hansard  (new  series)  xiv.p.  977. 


such  measures  as  would  bring  the  "  c(m- 
tumacious  opposition"    of   Uie  Colonial 
Legislatures  to  the  test; — on  the  contrary, 
he  begged  for  time — for  "  a  respite,"  as 
he  called  it,  to  allow  the  colonies  to  re- 
consider their  refusal,  and  to  call  to  mind 
the  position  in  which  they  were  placing 
themselves,  with  respect  to  this  country, 
by  their  constant  interposition  between 
the  wishes  of  the  Legislature  here,  and 
the  well-being  of  the  population  whose 
condition  had  become  a  matter  of  so  much 
interest  at  home;  he,  therefore,  begged 
for  time,  as  a  test  of  the  sincerity  of  the 
Colonial  Legislatures,  to  carry  the  deter- 
minations of  Parliament  into  effect ;  and, 
to  promote  this  end,  he  proposed  that 
certain  drafts  of  Bills  should  be  sent  out 
to  them  for  their  adoption.    Mr.  Canning, 
however,  agreed  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Weymouth,  that  when  the  respite  which 
he  proposed  had  expired,  if  the  contumacy 
of  the  colonies  continued,  it  would  then 
be  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  take  the 
matter  out  of  the  hands  of  their  local 
legislatures,  and  to  deal  with  them  in  a 
more  direct  and  a  more  authoritative  man- 
ner.  Mr.  Canning  had  previously  pointed 
out  the  course  to.be  adopted.     He  said 
in  1824  :  '  There  are  three  possible  modes 
in  which  Parliament  might  deal  with  the 
people  of  Jamaica ;  first,  as  I  have  said, 
it  might  crush  them  by  the  application 
of  direct  force;  secondly,  it  might  ha- 
rass   them    by  fiscal   regulations    and 
enactments  restraining  their  navigation  ; 
and,  thirdly,  it  may  pursue  the  slow  and 
silent  course  of  temperate,  but  authori- 
tative admonition.     Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
if  I   am  asked  which  course  I  would 
advise,  I  am  for  first  trying  that  which  I 
have  last  mentioned;  I  trust  we  shall 
never  be  driven  to  the  second  ;  and  with 
respect  to   the  first  I   will    only  now 
say,  that  no  feeling  of  wounded  pride, 
no  motive   of  questionable  expediency, 
nothing  short  of  real  and  demonstratable 
necessity,  shall  induce  me  to  moot  the 
awful  question  of  the  transcendental  power 
of  Parliament  over   every    dependency 
of  the  British  Crown.     That  transcend- 
ental power  is  an  arcanum  of  empire, 
which  ought  to  be  kept  back  within  the 
penetralia  of  the  Constitution.     It  exists, 
but  it  should  be  veiled.     It  should  not 
be  produced  upon  trifling  occasions,  or 
in  cases  of    petty    refractoriness    and 
temporary    misconduct.     It  sliould  be 
brought  forward  only  in  the  utmost  ex- 
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'  tremity  of  the  State,  where  other  remedies 
'  have  failed  to  stay  the  raging  of  some 
'  moral  or  political  pestilence.'*  In  con- 
formity with  these  views,  eight  Bills  were 
sent  to  the  Colonial  Legislatures  by  the 
a  u thority  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  What 
has  been  the  result?  Not  a  single  colony 
has  condescended  to  adopt  a  single  Bill 
out  of  the  whole  eight ;  and  the  colonial 
Legislatures  raised  their  voices  in  lofty  in- 
dignation at  our  interference  in  what  they 
declared  to  be  their  exclusive  business  and 
concern.  This  took  place  in  1826  :  I  am 
now  addressing  Parliament  in  1833;  and 
up  to  this  hour  the  voice  neither  of  friendly 
expostulation  nor  of  authority  has  pro- 
duced the  desired  effect  upon  the  Colonial 
Legislatures — not  a  single  step  has  been 
taken  by  any  of  them  with  a  view  to  the 
extinction  of  negro  slavery.  Undoubtedly 
some  of  the  colonies  have  been  engaged 
on  plans — or  rather  shadows  and  outlines 
of  plans ;  but  none  of  them  have  been 
founded  in  truth  or  justice,  least  of  all  on 
those  recommendations  forwarded  from 
the  Government  at  home.  But  with  re^ 
gard  to  any  real  effort — to  any  substantial 
improvement — to  that  which  could  alone 
lead  to  any  substantial  and  positive  im- 
provement— to  the  institution  of  an  officer 
as  protector  of  the  slaves — an  officer  ap- 
pointed by  the  Crown — really  and  truly 
their  guardian  and  counsel — one  inde- 
pendent of  the  planters— of  all  local  in- 
fluence, and  all  local  friendship— in  no  one 
colony  has  such  a  thing  been  attempted 
— in  no  one  colony,  Sir,  has  this  efficient 
protector  been  appointed.  Undoubtedly 
there  have  been  Councils  of  Protection — 
any  two  Magistrates  might  act  as  a  Council 
of  Protection.  Means  have  been  afforded 
of  facilitating  the  acquisition  of  legal 
rights ;  but  to  whom  have  the  trusts  in 
such  cases  been  delegated?  To  those 
who  have  an  interest  in  suppressing 
slavery  ?  No,  but  to  those  who  are  them- 
selves the  possessors  of  slaves,  and  who 
have  an  unequivocal  interest  in  the  exist- 
ence of  slavery,  and  who  are  involved  in 
the  feelings  and  prejudices  of  the  Colonial 
Legislatures.  It  may  be  said,  that  this  is 
compliance.  So  it  is — but  it  is  a  species 
of  compliance  worse  than  a  mockery.  It 
gives  the  shadow,  but  lets  slip  the  sub- 
stance; and  it  is  only  done  to  afford  a 
pretext  for  saying  "  You  have  no  right  to 
interfere :  we  have  not  exactly  appointed 
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protectors  of  slaves,  but  we  have  put 
the  slaves  under  protection  in  reality  as 
effectual  and  as  advantageous."  I  must 
admit  with  regard  to  the  observance  of  the 
Sabbath  and  Sunday  markets,  that  the 
Colonial  Legislatures  have  shown  greater 
readiness  to  comply  with  the  wishes  of 
Parliament  than  on  any  other  point.  They 
are  yet,  however,  far  from  having  done 
what  is  necessary ;  but  there  is  hardly  a 
colony  that  has  not  done  something  to- 
wards the  establishment  of  Sunday  markets 
and  the  abolition  of  Sunday  labour.  As 
to  punishments,  it  is  impossible  on  the 
present  occasion  for  me  to  go  in  detail 
into  the  Colonial  enactments,  and  into  the 
deficiencies  of  those  enactments ;  but  if 
any  Gentleman  will  take  the  trouble  to 
compare  what  has  been  done  with  what 
has  not  been  done,  he  will  see  how  far  the 
Local  Legislatures  are  behind  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  mother  country  as  re- 
spects domestic  punishments.  -  The  Order 
in  Council  directs  that  no  more  than  a 
certain  number  of  lashes  shall  be  inflicted, 
that  females  shall  not  be  flogged,  that 
witnesses  shall  be  present  at  the  infliction, 
and  that  tlie  dates,  times,  and  circum- 
stances, shall  be  sent  to  the  protector  of 
slaves,  and  by  him  sent  (o  the  Governor. 
But  if  there  were  any  sincere  correspond- 
ing desire,  what,  in  manliness  and  in 
humanity,  should  be  the  first  step,  against 
which  no  voice  would  be  raised — that  of 
the  abolition  of  punishment  of  females. 
But  what  will  the  Committee  think  of  the 
readiness  of  the  Colonial  Legislatures  (I 
speak,  God  knows,  not  in  bitterness  but 
in  sorrow),  when  I  say,  that  up  to  this 
hour  no  one  colony  has  abolished  the 
practice  of  inflicting  corporal  punishment 
upon  females.  They  have,  indeed,  in 
some  degree,  restrained  it;  but  by  re- 
straining they  recognize  the  principle: 
they  have  guarded  against  indecency,  but 
they  have  not  yet  carried  into  effect  that 
which  in  all  the  nations  of  the  world  has 
been  the  first  step  towards  civilization — 
the  raising  the  female  sex  from  a  state  of 
degradation  to  that  of  equality  and  a  sense 
of  delicacy.  Talk  of  preparing  the  slave 
for  freedom !  of  ripening  his  moral  facul- 
ties, to  render  him  capable  of  enjoying  it, 
and  yet  show  him  that  all  his  dearest  and 
domestic  ties  may  be  violated — that  his 
wife,  his  daughter,  or  his  sister,  may  be 
subjected  to  corporal  punishment  at  the 
pleasure  of  an  overseer— it  \&  ^  \sss*:5«w^v^ 
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u  to  the  number  of  lirlpes  in  Jatnaicft, 
fttid  I  take  the  example  of  Jamaica  as  Aiir 
to  all  the  rest.  Thirty-  itioe  stripes,  and 
not  more,  may  be  given,  on  tbe  authority 
of  the  <yvef8eer  or  owner,  to  any  slave  on 
any  one  day.  And  for  what,  let  me  a^k  ? 
A  ftiave  proprietor,  who  was  examined 
before  the  Committee  last  year  (I  fbrget 
his  name),  told  us  that  if  a  slave  only 
looked  his  toaster  in  the  face,  he  might 
order  him  to  receive  thirty-nine  lashes. 
Is  this  the  way  to  teach  him  to  respect 
law,  and  prepare  him  for  the  immunities 
of  a  ft^e  man  ?  Is  it  thus  he  is  to  be  raised 
to  a  level  with  other  men?  In  1826,  Mr. 
Canning,  talking  of  the  dignity  of  man 
quoted  the  lines — 


*^  caslumque  ttieri 


Jossit)  H  erectoB  sd  sidsm  tollere  vuUtta.*^ 
But  how  can  you  tell  the  negroe  that  he 
shall  look  up  as  a  fVee  man^but  can  you 
talk  of  hopes,  encouragement — prepara** 
tion  for  individual  freedom,  and  general 
emancipation,  when  even  at  this  moment 
the  slave  dares  not  raise  his  eyes  to  his 
master's  fkce  without  the  risk  of  receiving 
thirty-nine  lashes  ?  I  do  not  speak  of  the 
actual  exercise  of  any  such  powers  I  do 
not  believe  it  could  be  exercised — but  that 
such  a  power  exists  there  can  be  no 
doubt.  lb  case  of  unjust  infliction,  the 
slave  mnit  ^o  before  two  Magistrates, 
themselves  slave-masters;  and  if  he  can 
persuade  them  to  believe  him,  the  master 
is  to  be  prosecuted,  atod  if  fbund  guilty 
by  a  Jury,  subjected  to  fine  and  im- 
prisonment; but  if  the  Magistrates 
think  the  evidence  insufficient,  without 
any  malicious  motive  on  the  part  of  the 
slave,  he  is  to  be  subjected  to  a  second 
flogging  for  having  made  the  com* 
plaint.  This  Is  the  practical  working  in 
Jamaica  of  the  law  in  favour  of  the  slave. 
But  there  is  a  further  punishment  t-^in 
case  aggravated,  overwhelming  cruelty,  be 
proved  against  a  master,  if  a  Jury  find 
that  it  has  been  atrocious,  then  an  ad- 
dition is  to  be  made  to  the  fine  and  im- 
prisonment; and  what  is  it?  That  the 
slave  mav  be  sold,  and  the  money  handed 
over  to  the  criminal  master.  This  is  the 
punishment  inflicted  on  masters  in  Jamaica 
ibr  conduct  which  is  called  atrocious. 
Another  most  important  consideration  is 
property.  The  Order  in  Council  specifies 
that  all  the  property  of  slaves,  excepting 
in  slaves,  arms,  or  amunition,  shall  be 
held  sacred. '  What  have  the  Local  Legis^ 
laturet  done  ?    They  have|  indeedy  recog- 


nised the  right  of  property  in  tbe  slave, 
but  thev  have  feneed  it  round  with  all  sorts 
of  limitations  and  restrictions,  so  as  to 
render  it  ineffectual  and  nugfttory.  I 
omitted  one  point  on  which  the  colonists 
have  shown  a  degree  of  consent — I  altnde 
to  the  institution  of  marriage.  Objections 
have  been  removed :  but  as  1  dan  see 
there  has  been  no  discouragement  of  a 
dtfierebt  course  either  on  the  part  of  the 
Legislature  or  the  planters,  no  means  have 
been  taken  to  impress  on  the  minds  of  the 
slaves  the  sanctity  of  the  ceremony,  or  the 
sacredness  of  the  obligation.  A  little  has 
been  done  to  remove  formal  and  local 
obstacles,  and  to  allow  marriages  to  be 
contracted;  but  they  are  subject  to  tbe 
will  of  the  owner,  and  in  some  cases  a 
certificate  of  a  clergyman  of  the  Church 
of  England,  or  of  a  Dissenting  Minister,  is 
also  neeessary.  I  will  now  advert  to  tbe 
point  of  slave  evidence.  Perhaps,  io 
going  through  these  points,  the  House 
thinks  I  am  entering  more  at  length  into 
the  subject  than  is  requisite;  but  when  t 
am  feeommendin?  to  Parliament  to  take  a 
step  of  so  much  Importance,  I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  show,  that  all  these  local  enact- 
ments have  more  of  shadow  than  sob. 
stance,  and  that  there  has  been  little  or 
no  dispositidn  to  fill  up  the  outline  chalked 
out  by  the  mother  country.  What  says 
the  Order  in  Council  as  to  slave  evidence  ? 
It  lays  down  this  broad  and  intelligible 
principle— that  on  account  of  his  servile 
condition,  no  man  shall  be  disqualified 
from  giving  evidence  in  a  Court  of  Justice ; 
that  the  slave,  like  an  infant,  may  be  sob* 
jected  to  an  examination  of  his  competency, 
and  of  his  understandingof  the  obligation  of 
an  oath,  but  the  onus  of  proving  his  incom* 
petence  shall  rest  on  the  party  objecting  to 
his  testimony.  How  has  this  been  acted 
upon  ?  Slave  evidence  has  been  restricted 
by  requiring  the  certificate  of  the  master, 
and  sometimes  of  a  clergyman ;  and  this 
extraordinary  principle  has  been  adopted 
in  the  colonies :  that,  after  all  restrictionfl 
and  limitations-^when  it  has  been  riiowti 
that  the  slave  is  competent  to  take  an  oath 
—that  he  understands  the  nature  of  the 
obligation,  and  that  he  is  a  man  of  good 
character,  still  his  evidence  shall  be  of  no 
avail,  excepting  against  a  slaye.  In  some 
colonies  it  is  held  not  good  against  his 
owner ;  in  others,  not  good  in  any  capital 
case  that  afiects  the  lif^  of  a  white  man. 
But  if  his  testimony  is  to  be  taken  in  a  case 
afiecting  the  life  of  «  blftck  m«o,  Hi  me 
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ask,  why  id  it  not  to  be  taken  in  a  case 
affecting  the  life  of  a  white  mant    Why 
are  the  colonists  to  be  allowed  to  give  this 
damning  proof  of  their   partialities  and 
prejudices,  that  a  negro  may  be  taken  to 
the  scaffold  on  evidence  which  would  not 
be  admitted  against  a  white  man  in  a  civil 
action.    There  is,  however,  one  exception, 
provine  most  strongly  that  which  is  the 
invariable  rule,  and  establishes  the  jea- 
lousy and  prejudices    that   actuate    the 
legislation  of  the  colonies.     It  is  this : 
That  the  evidence  of  a  negro  shall  be  re- 
ceived against  a  white  accomplice.     If  a 
white  degrade  himself  below  his  caste  by 
mixing   with    negroes,   and    committing 
crimes  in  concert  with  them,  he  is   de- 
prived of  his  privilege,  and  may  be  con- 
victed on  the  testimony  of  his  black  as- 
sociates.   The  last  point  to  which  I  shall 
refer  is  the  principle  of  manumission,  by 
which  the  negro,   though  in  a  state  of 
suffering,  shall  not  be  in  a  state  of  despair 
— by  which  he  may  look  forward  to  his  libe- 
ration, to  that  time  when  standing  upright 
in  the  possession  of  freedom,  he  may  take 
his  place  among  his  fellow  men.     That 
principle  of  manumission  is  distinctly  re- 
cognized in  the  Order  in  Council :  even 
against  the  will  of  the  master  the  slave 
may  obtain  his  freedom — an  appraisement 
by  competent   persons  may  take  place; 
and,  upon  payment  of  a  certain  sum,  to 
be  settled  by  arbitration,  the  slave  may  be 
restored  to    the  inestimable  blessings  of 
liberty.    All   the  colonies  may  say,  that 
they  have  passed  laws  favouring  manu- 
mission— that  they  have   removed  legal 
difficulties — and  that  there  is  a  case  where 
the  slave,  having  paid  the  stipulated  price, 
may  obtain  the  righttohisown  body.  I  admit 
that  they  have  removed  some  obstacles ; 
but  in  no  colony,  with  the  single  exception 
of  the  Bahamas,  has  the  slave  acquired  a 
right  to  go  to  his  master,  and,  tendering 
his  price,  say:  **  I  am  no  longer  a  slave — 
I  am  a  free  man.*'    In  every  other  in- 
stance, the  power  of  refusal  rests  with  the 
masters.     I  have  now  gone  through  the 
various  heads  included  in  the  Orders  in 
Council  of  1824 — in  the  speech  of  Mr. 
Cannin?   in    1826,   when    he    put    the 
Colonial  Legislatures  to  the  test — in  the 
circulars  of  Sir  George  Murray  in  1828, 
which  have  been  entirely  disregarded — and 
in  the  Order  in  Council  of  1830,  which 
has  not  been  carried  into  effect  in  a  single 
colony.    I  have  detailed  the  parliament- 


Colonial  Legislation ;  and  I  leave  it  to  the 
House  to  form  its  own  judgment  how  far 
reliance  can  be  placed  on  the  Legislative 
Assemblies,  that — I  will  not  say  in  the 
present,  but  in  any  future  generation — the 
wishes  and  determination  of  this  country, 
as  regards  slaves,  will  be  carried  into 
effect.  If,  then,  there  be  a  case  in  which 
the  intervention  of  Parliament  can  be 
justified — in  which  it  can  be  imperiously 
called  upon  to  exercise  the  power  and  au- 
thority which  belongs  to  it — surely  it  is  this 
case,  in  which  all  means  have  been  exhausted 
— every  suggestion  made — every  Warning 
given ,  but  given  only  in  vain.  Ail  attempts 
in  this  country  have  been  met  by  the  most 
determined  opposition.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  passage,  from  a  speech  delivered 
by  Mr.  Canning  in  1799,  which,  lon^  as 
it  is,  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  reading, 
because  it  shows  how  naturally  and  how 
strongly  the  ardent  feelings  of  his  mind 
were  then  directed  to  this  subject,  which 
afterwards  occupied  his  most  anxious 
thoughts  when  he  became  the  great  orna- 
ment of  the  Senate.  I  feel  fully  persuaded 
that  the  House  will  not  think  I  am  wasting 
its  time.  It  was  delivered  in  reply  to  Sir 
William  Young,  in  a  debate  on  the  subject 
of  the  slave  trade ;  and  I  entreat  the  House, 
in  following  me,  to  substitute  for  slave 
trade  the  system  of  slavery,  and  every 
syllable  will  be  applicable  to  the  present 
condition  of  the  question : — '  The  Question 
'  is,  whether,  i^  what  is  to  be  aone  to- 
'  wards  alleviating  and  finally  extinguish- 

*  ing  the  horrors  of  the  slave  trade,  the 
'  proper  agent  was  the  British  House  of 
'Commons,  or  the  Colonial  Assemblies? 
'The  hon.   Baronet  contended  that  the 

*  Colonial  Assemblies,  and  not  the  British 
'  House  of  Commons,  were  the  agenta 
'  most  proper  to  be  employed.     But  what 

*  was  the  hon.  Baronet's  argument  ?  **  Trust 
'  not  the  masters  of  slaves  in  what  con- 

*  cerns  legislation  for  slavery !  However 
'  specious  their  laws  may  appear,  depend 
'  upon  it  they  must  be  ineffectual  in  their 

*  application.  It  is  in  the  nature  of  things 
'  that  they  should  be  so.'*  Granted.  Let 
'  then  the  British  House  of  Commons  do 
'  their  part  themselves !  Let  them  not 
'  delegate  the  trust  of  doing  it  to  those 
'  who,  according  to  the  hon.  Baronet's 
'testimony,  cannot  execute  that  trust 
'  fairly.     Let  the  evils  of  the  slave  trade 

*  be  remedied  by  an  assembly  of  freemea^ 

*  by  the  QoNe\tvT3Dk^tA.^V'^lt^A^^^^^fe-»^si^ 
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presents  as  utterly  unqualified  for  the 
uodertaking  —  not  by  the  masters  of 
slaves!  Their  laws,  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  avowed,  could  never  reach,  woula 
never  cure,  the  evil.  So  that,  according 
to  the  hon.  Baronet's  argument,  if  there 
had  even  been  no  doubt  upon  the  face  of 
the  papers  upon  the  Table,  of  the  sincere 
intention  of  the  Colonial  Assemblies  to 
carry  the  wishes  of  this  country  into 
effect ;  if  there  had  been  no  doubt  that 
the  termination  of  the  trade  was  the  ob- 
ject to  which  the  regulations  (such  as 
they  may  be)  were  intended ;  if  there  had 
been  no  doubt  that  these  regulations  were 
in  fact  calculated  for  the  purpose ;  if  the 
Assembly  of  Jamaica  had  professed  as 
distinctly  its  anxiety  to  terminate  the 
trade,  as  in  point  of  fact  it  had  expressed 
its  resolution  to  continue  it ;  still,  accord- 
ing to  the  hon.  Baronet's  argument,  no 
trust  could  be  reposed  in  these  appear- 
ances and  professions.  There  was  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  absolute  authority 
in  the  relation  between  master  and  slave, 
which  made  despotism,  in  all  cases,  and 
under  all  circumstances,  an  incompetent 
and  unsure  executor  even  of  its  own  pro- 
visions in  favour  of  the  objects  of  its 
power.'  As  I  before  remarked,  let  any 
Gentleman  substitute  "  Abolition  of  Slave- 
ry "  for  "  Abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade  ;" 
and  there  is  not  an  argument  advanced  by 
Mr.  Canning,  in  1799,  that  may  not  be 
used  with  double  force  now,  to  justify  the 
interference  of  Parliament,  if  it  ever  had 
the  right  to  interfere,  in  order  to  carry 
into  effect  objects  so  dearly  prized,  and  of 
such  vast  importance.  I  do  not  pretend 
to  enter  into  that  nice  discussion,  or  to 
argue  that  grave  constitutional  question 
which  affects  to  settle  where  the  power  of 
Parliament  over  Colonial  Assemblies  ter- 
minates. Except  by  the  authority  of  Par- 
liament itself,  1  know  of  no  such  termina- 
tion ;  and  if  there  be  those  who  vindicate 
the  right  of  Colonial  Assemblies  to  set 
themselves  in  opposition  to  the  laws,  regu- 
lations, and  avowed  determinations  of 
Parliament,  I  call  upon  them  to  show  in 
the  characters  of  those  Assemblies,  as  well 
as  in  reason  and  argument,  how  it  is  pos- 
sible that  a  delegated  autliority  should 
exceed  the  authority  of  the  body  from 
which  it  is  derived.  In  1778,  undoubtedly. 
Parliament  passed  that  Declaratory  Act 
which  limited  its  own  power:  it  did  so 
then,  not  denying  or  abandoning  its  right, 
but  waiving  it,  and  declaring  that  in  the 


single  case  of  internal  taxation,  Parliament 
would  not  make  a  claim  on  those  colonies 
which  had  assemblies  of  their  own.    Tbe 
right  of  regulating  matters  of  trade  no  man 
will  deny ;  but  on  the  right  of  iaterferiag 
with,  or  of  making  internal  regulalioos, 
some  hon.  Members  may  raise  a  doubt  1 
know  -not  when   that  right  of   internal 
regulation   was  abandoned,  or  by  what 
authority  the  legislature  of  a  dependent 
colony  can  declare  itself  independent  of 
the   Legislature  of  the  mother  country. 
Let  us  however  look  to  precedents.    In 
1700,   I   find  an  Act  on  the  subject  of 
piracy,  which  authorizes  the  King  to  issue 
Special  Commissions  for  the  trial  of  pira- 
cies within  the  colonial  seas,  which  gives 
exclusive  power  to  a  particular  jurisdic- 
tion, and  supersedes  the  authority  of  the 
local  tribunsd ;  and  the  penalty  for  deny- 
ing the  right  to  make  this  law  is  the  for- 
feiture of  the  charter  of  the  colony,    la 
1732,  there  was  a  still  more  memorable 
example,  having  a  direct  and  immediate 
bearing,  not  only  on  the  principle,  but  on 
the  subject  matter  of  this  discussion.    In 
that  year,  the  merchants  trading  to  the 
colonies  presented  a  petition,  complaining 
that  in  Virginia  and  Jamaica  the  privilege 
was  claimed  to  exempt  lands  and  negroes, 
in  certain  cases,  from  being  seized  in  exe- 
cution for  debt.  What  did  the  Pariiameot 
of  that  day  do  ?    The  Board  of  Trade  re- 
ported that  the  assemblies  of  those  colo- 
nies could  not  be  induced  to  divest  them- 
selves, by  any  act  of  their  own,  of  the 
privilege  they  possessed ;  accordingly  an 
Act  was  passed,  the  5th  Geo.  2nd,  c.  7, 
by  which  all  lands,  houses,  and  negroes  on 
plantations,  are  declared  assets  for  the 
payment  of  debts.  But  there  is  one  author- 
ity, to  which,  on  this  topic,  I  am  per- 
mitted to  appeal,  because  at  all  events  it 
will  be  unsuspected.    It  is  not  an  Englsh 
but  an  American  authority ;  that  of  Mr. 
Otis,  who,  in  1765,  was  at  the  head  of  a 
large  body  of  his  countrymen,  and  was 
officially  deputed  by  Massachusets  to  re- 
sist encroachments  on  the  local  Legisla- 
ture :  among  other  things  he  laid  it  down 
distinctly,  that "  the  mother  country  jnatly 
asserts  her  right  to  bind  her  colonies  where 
she  thinks  it  necessary,  and  she  remains 
the  supreme  judge,  from  whose  final  deter- 
mination there  is  no  appeal."    I  say  that 
on  this  question,  if  Parliament  does  not 
interfere,  there  is  no  hope  of  bringing  it  to 
a  final  issue.    It  has  beien  very  frequently 
stated,  more  particularly  on  tbe  part  of 


1209  .  Ministerial  Ptoporitionfor    {Mat  14}    iU  Elmonctpa^ion  ofSUaHi.    1810 


the  West  India  body,  that  there  really  is 
no  just  and  substantial  ground  of  com- 
plaint ;  that  no  case  has  been  made  out 
for  interference  in  any  way,  and  least  of 
all  an  imperious  necessity  for  legislation. 
"  If  (say  they)  you  only  leave  the  colonies 
alone  all  will  go  well,  all  will  be  happy : 
all  our  difficulties  and  distresses  are  the 
necessary  and  inevitable  consequences  of 
your  interposition,  and  of  that  perpetual 
agitation  which  injures  the  title  to  pro- 
perty, and  reduces  the  profits.**  No  man 
is  more  sensible  than  I  am  of  the  depth  of 
distress  prevailing  in  the  West  Indies,  or 
of  the  strong  colours  (I  do  not  say  more 
strong  than  true)  in  which  the  Colonial 
Legislatures  have  painted  the  condition  of 
the  planters.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  decla- 
ration of  theirs,  which  points  out  the 
extreme  distress  and  embarrassment  of  the 
West  Indies,  from  which  I  beg  to  read  a 
short  extract.  Such  is  the  language  of 
persons  speaking  of  the  state  of  their  own 
property,  and  I  do  not  doubt  the  truth  of 
the  statement ;  but  I  will  ask  the  House 
to  consider  under  what  circumstances,  and 
at  what  time,  this  frightful  exhibition  of 
utter  ruin  has  been  made  ?  Is  it  of  the 
year  1813  that  I  am  drawing  this  picture  ? 
Is  it  of  the  year  1807,  when  some  attempts 
were  made  to  alleviate  ?  No,  but  of  the 
high  and  palmy  days  of  what  is  called  the 
West -India  interest;  of  the  high  and 
palmy  days  of  the  slave  trade,  in  the  year 
1804,  and  not  when,  according  to  the 
House  of  Assembly  in  Jamaica,  the  fana- 
tical agitation  of  the  question  in  Parlia- 
ment had  imparted  a  taint  to  West-India 
property.  That  property,  to  which  it 
would  seem  that  no  injury  had  ever  oc- 
curred, antecedently  to  the  celebrated 
proceedings  in  the  year  1823,  although  it 
is  a  matter  of  the  most  perfect  notoriety 
that  West-India  property  had  been  at  all 
times  before  liable  to  sudden  and  extreme 
fluctuations,  arising  from  the  recklessness 
with  which  men  were  ever  ready  to  embark 
capital  upon  that  most  hazardous  species 
of  speculation,  and  for  which,  at  various 
periods,  many  of  them  have  most  dearly 
paid.  If  I  find  it  necessary  before  I 
proceed  further  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  a  few  statements,  which  I 
fear  will  prove  dry  and  uninteresting,  I 
trust  I  may  be  borne  with,  for  I  shall  en- 
deavour to  avoid  as  much  as  possible  any- 
thing which  does  not  appear  to  be  of  the 
highest  importance.  In  the  year  1803,  it 
was  stated,  that  it  was  impossible  to  conti- 


nue the  cultivation  of  sugar ;  and  in  that 
year  the  export  of  sugar  from  the  West-In- 
dia colonies  amounted  to  1,430,000  cwtt. ; 
but  what  happened  subsequently  ?  Why 
the  cultivation  was  continually  increased, 
and,  in  the  year  1831,  it  had  advanced  to 
3,787,000  cwts.  The  distress  of  the  colo- 
nists may  be  traced  to  one  plain  and  un- 
deniable cause — they  have  overstocked 
the  market.  Though  they  possess  the 
undisputed  monopoly  of  the  markets  of 
this  country,  they  have  gone  on  increasing 
the  extent  of  their  produce  until  they 
have  far  outdone  the  demand  for  sugar  in 
the  markets  of  Europe.  The  quantity  of 
sugar  now  imported  annually  into  this 
country  exceeds  the  demand  by  1,000,000 
cwt.,  and  the  consequence  necessarily  is, 
that  the  monopoly  is  practically  and  in 
effect  a  dead  letter.  The  price  of  their 
produce  in  our  markets  is  determined  by 
the  price  they  can  obtain  for  the  surplus 
abroad.  Now,  that  is  surely  a  state  of 
things  not  arising  from  any  proceedings 
in  this  House,  or  in  this  country;  and  there 
is  nothing  can  be  done  to  relieve  the 
West-India  interest  in  a  commercial  or 
trading  point  of  view,  otherwise  than  by 
reducing  the  amount  of  sugar  produced, 
or  by  calling  into  existence  fresh  markets 
for  its  consumption,  so  that  the  demand 
shall  come  fully  up  to  the  supply.  New 
land  has  been  brought  into  cultivation ; 
new  colonies  have  been  added  to  our  pos- 
sessions ;  the  cultivators  of  the  old  land 
have  been  compelled  to  adopt  new  and 
improved  modes  of  increasing  the  produc- 
tive powers  of  their  estates,  and  all  for  the 
purpose  of  contributing  to  swell  that  vast 
amount  of  excessive  production  which, 
beyond  all  dispute,  is  the  great  source  of 
the  present  difficulties  of  (he  West-India 
interest.  The  owners  of  property  in  the 
West-Indies  proceed  with  enterprises  not 
warranted  by  the  circumstances  of  the 
colonies,  or  the  demand  for  sugar  in  the 
European  markets ;  they  find  themselves 
involved  in  difficulties,  and  they  seek  to 
escape  from  those  difficulties  by  means 
which  only  involve  them  in  fresh  entan- 
glements ;  and  then  they  turn  round  and 
impute  all  the  blame  to  what  they  call 
the  fanatical  proceedings  which  it  is  said 
had  their  origin  in  this  House  in  the 
year  1823.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
difficulty  in  saying,  that  those  difficulties 
have  not  been  occasioned  by  the  efforts  to 
get  rid  of  slavery,  but  by  the  ill-judged 
efforts  to  push  it  to  extremity.    The  exist- 
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ing  condition  of  the  West-India  planters 
has  been  brought  on,  not  by  the  efforts  of 
those  who  sought  to  get  rid  of  slarery, 
nor  perhaps  by  the  will  of  the  planters  of 
the  present  age  themstfives;  but  by  a 
concurrence  of  untoward  circumstances 
and  unwise  counsels,  for  which  no-  set  of 
men  now  alive  can  be  held  responsible. 
I  will  suppose,  that  the  agitation  so  often 
referred  to  has  been  the  cause  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  in  the  colonies ;  and 
now  1  ask,  what  can  we  do  to  remove 
that  cause — what  is  the  remedy?  It  is 
very  easy  to  say  we  will  exclude,  or  we 
might  have  excluded,  all  knowledge  of 
those  proceedings  from  the  colonies.  I 
I  say  you  could  have  done  no  such  thing, 
and  still  less  can  you  do  it  for  the  future. 
You  cannot  prevent  the  voice  of  the  peo- 
ple from  being  heard  within  these  walls, 
and  you  cannot  prevent  the  sound  of  what 
passes  here  from  reaching  the  coloniet--*- 
it  will  not  only  reach  the  colonies,  bnt  it 
will  reach  the  slaves  diemselves,  aggra- 
vated by  the  incauttous'bommeQts  of  those 
who  may  become  the  medium  of  commu- 
nicating it  to  the  negro  population  of  the 
West«Indies.  I  repeat  it,  that  if  yon 
wish  to  stop  the  progress  of  this  species 
of  information ;  it  is  out  of  your  power. 
The  only  course  left  to  you  is  to  advance. 
The  only  dangerous  course  is  happily  im- 
practieaDle  —  you  cannot  recede*— you 
cannot  stand  still.  It  has  been  said,  that 
**  the  best  mode  of  avoiding  danger  is  to 
face  it.  I  say  that  in  this  case  the  only 
possible  mode  of  coping  with  the  danger,  so 
as  to  afford  the  smallest  chance  of  safety, 
is  by  manfally  grappling  with  it  in  front. 
Various  objections  have  been  raised  to 
measures  founded  upon  propositions  for 
ameliorating  the  condition  of  the  slaves, 
and  the  strongest  apprehensions  have  been 
expressed  lest  we  should  proceed  with 
steps  too  hasty  and  upon  data  not  care* 
fully  examined ;  it  is  said,  that  you  must 
render  the  slave  fit  for  freedom  before  you 
offer  him  emancipation,  otherwise  you 
entail  nothing  but  misery  upon  the  negro, 
and  ruin  upon  the  planter.  We  are  told, 
too,  that  the  effect  of  such  a  proceeding 
will  necessarily  be  to  cause  a  great  dimi- 
nution in  the  amount  of  production,  that 
it  will  be  absolutely  impracticable  to  cul- 
tivate sugar,  that  the  colouies  must  be 
thrown  up,  and  that  nothing  but  ruin  will 
ensue.  Sir,  so  far  as  the  amount  of  the 
production  of  sugar  is  concerned,  I  am 
not  quite  certain  that  to  some  extent  a 


diminution  of  that  production  would  be 
matter  of  regret — I  am  not  quite  eertsio, 
that  it  might  not  be  fbr  the  benefit  of  tke 
planters  and  of  the  colonies  themfslvfs, 
in  the  end,  if  that  production  were  in  sone 
degree  diminished.    But  the  question  far 
the  consideration  of  the  House  is,  will  yoo, 
with  the  statement  which  I  shall  have  the 
honour  of  laying  before  yoa — will  yoo, 
lookingtothatstatementsupported  by  nets 
and  figures  alone-^will  you  encourage  and 
defend  the  system  by  which  the  present  ex- 
tentand  amountofproductionara  maintain- 
ed ?  Up  to  the  present  moment,  I  purposely 
abstained   from    adverting  to  particultr 
cases,  for  I  thought  that  reference  to  ftcts 
affecting  individuals  could  lead  to  nothing 
beneficial,  and  might  be  productive  of  thst 
heat  and  irritation  which  it  ahould  be  oor 
earnest  desire  to  avoid.    I  trust,  therefore, 
that  by  those  who  may  follow  me,  similar 
abstinence  may  be  practised,  and  that  in 
the  course  of  such  discussion  as  the  pn^ 
sent  measure  may  give  rise  to,  we  ^udl 
escape  anything  of  Uiat  peinfbl  and  pmfit- 
less  species  of  disputation  which  none  bnt 
the  enemies  of  tne  colonies  and  humtn 
nature  would  desire  to  see  prevailing.   If 
for  a  moment  I  should  seem  to  depart  from 
that  rule  which  I  have  prescribed,  it  will, 
I  assure  the  House,  be  so  only  in  appear- 
ance; my  earnest  and  sincere  desire  being 
to  avoid  every  thing  having  the  slightest 
tendency  towards  irritation,    I  have  nov 
in  my  possession  a  variety  of  papers,  to 
the  results  of  which  I  will  proceed  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House,  on  the  sub^ 
of  the  quantities  of  sugar  produced  during 
three  several  periods  of  three  vears  each- 
its  effect  upon  population  aaring  those 
periods-^and  the  mode  of  exacting  the 
labour  by  which  the  sugar  was  prodoeed. 
Before  I  can  conclude  these  statements,  1 
do  think  -the  House  will  agree  with  me, 
that  the  time  has  arrived  when  humsnity 
compels  us  to  step  in  and  decisively  pro- 
nounce that  the  boura  of  labour  for  the 
negro  must  be  diminished.    Tlie  particu* 
lars  with  wliich  I  have  been  furnished  are 
from  the  0£Scial  Triennial  Register,  and 
from  other  sources  of  the  highest  authen* 
ticity •    They  shew  the  increase  or  decieaie 
of  slaves  in  the  colony,  and  in  them  al^ 
lowance  is  made  fbr  every  case  o^^lanu• 
mission  and  of  importation.    From  these 
documents,  I  think  nothing  can  be  more 
evident  than  that,  in  proportion  as  the 
cultivation  of  sugar  has  increased,  mes 
have' declined;  and  to  this  general  vak 
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there  are  but  two  exceptions.  In  Jamaica, 
from  the  year  1823  to  1826,  onwards  to 
1832,  we  find,  dividing  the  nine  years 
in  three  several  periods,  that  in  the  first 
period  in' that  colony,  the  production  of 
sugar  was  1,354,488  cwt.;  and  in  the 
second  period,  the  production  was 
1 ,389,000  cwt.  The  mean  population  of 
the  first  period  was  334,000 ;  in  the  se- 
cond it  fell  ofi*  to  327,000.  In  Deme- 
rara,  the  production  of  sugar  in  the  first 
period  was  652,000  cwt. ;  in  the  second, 
662,000  cwt. ;  in  the  third,  806,000  cwt. ; 
and  what  was  the  diminution  of  the  slave 
population  during  those  three  periods? 
In  the  first,  on  the  average  of  the  three 
years,  the  slaves  were  72,722;  in  the 
second,  71,005;  in  the  third,  67,741.  In 
the  latter  period,  67,000  slaves  were  made 
to  produce  800,000  cwt.  of  sugar,  while 
in  the  former,  it  required  72,700  slaves 
to  produce  650,000  cwt.  In  Berbice  the 
population  of  slaves  was  reduced  from 
22,000,  which  it  was  in  the  first  of  those 
periods,  to  21,246  in  the  second*  and  to 
20,821  in  the  last,  while  sugar  went  on 
increasing  in  this  proportion-*In  the  first 
period  it  was  58,600  cwt. ;  in  the  second, 
64,000  cwt. :  and  in  the  third,  with  a 
declining  population,  it  was  augmented 
to  the  fearful  amount  of  94,312  cwt.; 
in  St.  Lucia,  the  population,  during 
the  first  period,  amounted  to  13,909 :  in 
the  second,  to  13,860;  and  in  the  third, 
to  13,687.  The  production  of  sugar 
amounted,  in  the  first  period,  to  77,976 
cwt. ;  in  the  second,  to  87,410  cwt. ;  and 
in  the  third,  to  88,778  cwt.  Thus  inva- 
riably, with  two  single  exceptions,  in  these 
colonies  we  find,  while  the  slave  popula- 
tion is  fast  decreasing,  the  production  of 
sugar  is  increasing  to  a  very  considerable 
extent.  One  of  the  exceptions  was  Tri- 
nidad. There  has  been  in  that  colony  a 
trifling  increase  hi  population  as  well  as 
in  production ;  but  at  the  same  time  it  is 
to  be  borne  in  mind,  that  many  negroes 
have  been  brought  into  that  colony  as  free 
labourers  from  the  Spanish  Main.  Bar*- 
badoes  formed  another  exception :  there, 
in  ihe  first  period,  the  production  of  sugar 
was  32,000  cwt.;  and  in  the  second  it 
had  fallen  down  to  29,000  cwt.,  while  the 
slave  population  had  advanced  from 
79,800  to  8 1 ,349.  These  statements  are 
dry,  I  am  aware  ;  but  they  prove,  as  plain 
as  figures  can  prove,  that  as  the  produc- 
tion of  sugar  and  the  distress  of  the 
planters    have    increased,    human    life 


has  diminished.  I  cannot  refrain  from 
reading  to  the  House  one  other  statement 
with  regard  to  Demerara,  which  points  out 
particularly,  and  which  tells  more  plainly 
the  loss  of  human  life,  and  the  decrease 
of  physical  strength  to  which  these  unfor- 
tunate labourers  on  these  descriptions  of 
property  have  fallen  victims.  We  could 
imagine,  if  we  were  told  that  there  was  a 
great  decrease  of  slaves  of  a  certain  age~ 
say  from  twenty  to  thirty  for  instance,-^ 
that  that  decrease  might,  in  some  degree, 
be  ascertained  to  be  the  efiect,  not  yet 
unfelt,  of  the  cessation  of  the  slave  trade, 
and  the  inequality  of  the  sexes.  But  we 
do  not  find,  that  that  is  the  case ;  for  it 
appears  that  there  is  a  decrease  in  the 
number  of  children  under  ten  yean  of 
age — a  decrease  which  cannot  be  ao» 
counted  for  by  the  absence  of  importation, 
but  I  fear  it  is  to  be  attributed  only  to  one 
dreadful  cause-^the  increased  labour  and 
diminished  productiveness  of  the  parenta. 
In  slaves  under  the  age  of  forty,  there  is 
a  decrease,  as  compared  with  1817,  of 
23,644,  and  in  the  number  of  slaves  be* 
tween  thirty  and  forty  years  of  age,  the 
period  at  which  labour  is  most  severe,  the 
class  whose  labour  is  most  effective  and  on 
whom  this  burthen  would  fall — there  is  a 
decrease,  as  compared  with  1817,  to  the 
frightful  amount  of  11,653;  while,  upon 
every  ten  years,  from  forty  to  fifty,  from 
fifty  to  sixty,  from  sixty  to  seventy,  and 
from  seventy  upwards,  that  is  to  say, 
among  those  persons  who  have  passed  the 
age  of  labour,  and  are  unequal  to  physical 
exertions,  there  is  an  increase.  Need  f 
add  anything  to  this  statement  ?  If  I 
need  go  further  into  a  detail  which,  even 
if  it  weary,  cannot  but  be  instructive  to 
the  House,  I  may  add  certain  returns  from 
Demerara,  in  which  I  find  the  decrease  of 
the  slave  population  is  classed  under  re- 
spective heads,  that  are  exceedingly  strik- 
ing. The  decrease  on  cattle  farms  is  two 
per  cent. ;  among  unattached  slaves,  it  it 
one  and  one-fifth  per  cent. ;  on  coffee 
plantations,  three  and  one-tenth  per  cent. ; 
on  sugar  plantations  five  and  one-half  per 
cent. ;  while,  on  cotton  plantations,  there 
is  no  decrease  at  all,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, an  increase  of  one  and  three-fifths 
per  cent.  1  must  here  be  allowed  to  ob- 
serve, that  if  no  other  advantage  had  been 
derived  from  the  appointment  of  protectors 
of  slaves,  we  have  at  least  this  benefit-— 
that  they  have  afforded  us  those  other 
recorded  facts  which  I  shall  now  summa- 
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xilylay  before  the  Hou^e.  This  alone, 
I  think,  has  fully  justified  the  appointment 
of  those  officers  in  the  Crown  colonies, 
and  would  fully  warrant  Parliament  in  in- 
sisting upon  their,  introduction  into  the 
chartered  colonies  also.  I  am  afraid  I  may 
disgust  the  House  by  details  of  the  punish- 
ments inflicted ;  but  they  are  a  part  of  the 
system,  and  I  must  refer  to  them.  I  find 
that  in  1 829,  when  the  slave  population  was 
61,627,  the  number  of  punishments  re- 
turned to  the  protectors  was  no  less  than 
17,359 ;  in  the  next  year,  when  the  popu- 
lation was  59,547,  the  punishments  were 
increased  to  18,324 ;  the  number  of  lashes 
in  that  time  amounting  to  194,744.  In 
the  year  1831,  the  population  being  then 

.  only  58,000,  the  number  of  punishments 
were  21,656,  the  lashes  being  199,500. 
This  was  the  official  record  of  the  punish- 
ments, supplied  to  the  protectors  of  slaves 
by  the  owners  themselves ;  it  did  not  in- 
clude any  punishments  inflicted  under  ju- 
dicial authority ;  not  one  of  those. inflicted 
by  direction  of  a  Magistrate;  but  those 
domestic  punishments  alone,  which,  in  the 
present  state  of  the  law,  are  sanctioned ; 
and  this  return  also,  let  it  be  recollected, 
is  confined  to  the  Crown  colonies,  and 
represents  the  domestic,  irresponsible  pun> 
ishments  which  the  owners  of  slaves  have 
inflicted  by  their  own  authority.  I  will 
not  impute  any  guilt  to  the  owners  of  the 
slaves — I  will'  not  impute  to  them  any- 
thing more  than  that  perversion  of  moral 
feeling  which  it  is  one  of  the  greatest 

.  curses  of  slavery,  that  it  entails  and  im- 
presses upon  the  mind  of  the  enslaver — 
1  will  not  impute  any  want  of  the  ordinary 
feelings^  of  humanity,  further  than  that 
they  are  perverted  by  prejudice,  and  ren- 

.  dered  callous  by  custom  and  habit — but  I 

.  call  upon  the  House  to  consider  where 
punishments  are  unrecorded »  where  no 
check  is  interposed  by  the  legal  authority, 
where  no  remedy,  or  no  efficient  remedy 
is  given  to  the  slave  by  authority  of  the 
law — to  consider  if,  in  this  comparatively 
free  state  of  Demerara,  this  be  the  amount 

)  of  punishment  inflicted  in  one  year ;  what 
must  be  the  nature  of  the  system  which  is 
carried  on  in  other  colonies,  where  there 
are  no  checks  ? — what  must  be  the  de- 
gradation of  the  system  under  which  the 
other  colonies  of  the  British  Empire  at 
this  moment  labour  ?  What  is  the  amount 
of  unredressed  injustice, — what  is  the 
amount  of  fatal  oppression,  and  cruel 
tyranny,  which  calls  upon  this  House  to 


regulate,  by  interposing  its  solemn  auibo- 
rity  between  this  dreadful  system  of  op- 
pression, and   that  which    Mr.  Canning 
called  ''the  abstract  love  of  the  cart- 
whip  I"    I  am  aware  that  we  have  been 
often  taunted  with  our  ignorance  of  the 
negro  character ;  my  belief  is,  that  any 
man  may  inform  himself  sufficiently  on 
that  point,  and  that  we  commit  a  grievous 
error  when  we  suppose  that  the  moral  cir- 
cumstances attendant  upon  slavery  have 
so  changed  the  physical  character  of  the 
negro  as  to  unfit  him  for  freedom.     It  is  a 
most  dangerous  error  to  attribute  that  to 
the  physical  qualities  of  the  negro  which 
results  solely  from  the  moral  conditions 
which  slavery  has  superinduced.     It  yet 
remains  to  be  seen  whether  the  negro  is 
less  industrious  or  less  anxious  to  better 
bis  condition  than  other  men.    We  an?, 
however,  told  to  look  at  the  manumitted 
negroes,  and.  we  are  taunted  with  the  fact, 
that  not  twenty  negroes  of  those  manu- 
mitted have  ever  returned  to  field  labour. 
I  very  much  doubt  if  altogether  so  many 
as  twenty  field  negroes  have  ever  been 
manumitted.  -  From  1817  to  the  present 
time  it  does  not  appear  that  abov^  14,163 
were  manumitted  altogether :  three-fourths 
of  these  were  females;   and  I  can  have 
very  little  difficulty  in  imagining  the  mo^ 
tives  which  led  to  the  manumission  of 
those,  and  to  the  manumission  likewise  of 
their  male  children.  The  remaining  fourth 
were  made  up  chie(iy  of  domestic  slaves 
and   of  mechanics :  none  of  these  were 
brought  up  to  field  labour:  and  it  is  no 
matter  of  surprise  that  when  manumitted 
they  should  not  have  turned  to  that,  the 
most  degrading  of  the  employments  in 
which  negroes  are  engaged.     The  whole 
of  this  argument  amounts  to  saying,  that 
the  negroes  are  not  fit  for  emancipation, 
and  that  we  must  wait  until  they  are ;  and 
that  argument,  if  it  be  good  for  anything, 
goes  too  far ;  for  it  proceeds  to  the  inde- 
finite conclusion,  that  we  must  postpone 
emancipation,  not  for  ten  or  twenty  or 
thirty  years,  but  to  some  period  no  one 
can  say  how  remote.     I  know  that  people 
will  tell  me  we  do  not  wish  to  perpetuate 
slavery — we  merely  wish  to  postpone  it  till 
the  negroes  are  fit  for  freedom — till  they 
manifest  a  disposition  for   laborious  in- 
dustry sufficient  to  qualify  them  for  the 
privileges  of  free  m^n.  '  That  argument, 
if  it  proves  anything,  proves  too  much. 
Do  men  ever  show  a  disposition  to  labour 
1  until  population  presses  upon  food;  and 
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will  that  ever  take  place,  so  long  as  the 
depopulating  influence  of  slavery  prevails? 
We  are  told  that  the  negroes  own  no  do- 
mestic ties ;  nor  will  they,  so  long  as  you 
keep  them  in  that  state  of  slavery  which 
debases  their  principles,  and  which  de- 
prives them  of  foresight,  and  which  takes 
away  from  them  the  motives  to  industry. 
The  slaves  have  no  education,  and  you 
deny  them  any ;  for,  as  slaves,  they  can 
have  none.  They  have  hitherto  been 
treated  as  chattels  attached  to  the  soil — 
do  you  think  they  can  be  made  fit  for 
freedom,  till  freedom  has  exercised  its  in- 
fluence upon  their  minds  and  upon  their 
moral  character  ?  The  treatment  of  the 
West-India  negroes  is  a  stain  upon  a 
Christian  age,  and  upon  a  country  pro- 
fessing itself  Christian.  If  the  slaves  be 
made  acquainted  with  religion,  they  must 
learn  that  slavery  is  inconsistent  with  the 
Christian  religion ;  and  will  you  shut  out 
religion,  in  order  that  you  may  maintain 
slavery  ?  Other  countries  have  read  m  a 
severe  lesson  upon  this  subject.  In  colonies 
belonging  to  Catholic  countries,  no  man 
was  allowed  to  possess  a  slave,  who  did 
not  provide  the  means  of  instructing  him 
in  the  Catholic  faith.  Be  that,  however, 
as  it  may,  this  I  will  say,  that  this  House 
will  ill  discharge  its  duty,  if  it  does  not 
forthwith  put  forth  a  declaration  of  reli- 
gious freedom,  as  respects  the  colonies, 
and  does  not  compel  the  local  authorities 
to  leave  to  every  negro  within  their  limits, 
the  free,  independent,  and  inviolable  right 
of  adopting  whatever  form  of  Christianity 
he  may  think  proper.  The  next  point  to 
which  I  mean  to  advert  is  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Dumas,  himself  a  man  of  colour,  and 
who  had  the  best  opportunities  of  forming 
an  opinion  upon  such  subjects ;  because 
a  case  fell  under  his  observation  at  An- 
tigua of  an  experiment  made  upon  371 
captured  negroes  and  thirty-six  freehold 
escheated  slaves,  which  bore  directly  on 
this  part  of  the  question.  If  there  were 
any  case  in  which  such  an  experiment 
could  be  made  under  favourable  circum- 
stances, it  must  certainly  be  when  Africans 
newly  captured  and  unaccustomed  to 
slavery  were  to  be  maintained  and  regu- 
lated according  to  the  manners  of  the  in- 
habitants of  civilized  countries.  Yet  the 
result  of  this  experiment  at  Antigua  was 
such  as  I  think  the  House  will  say  afforded 
a  convincing  proof  of  the  fitness  of  the 
negro  for  speedy  emancipation.  With  the 
exception  ofa.  single  case  of  petty  larceny, 
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the  manumitted  slaves  had,  up  to  July 
last,  when  he  left  the  island,  been  guilty 
of  no  breach  of  the  laws  whatever.  Their 
industry,  as  he  stated,  was  remarkable,  as 
well  as  the  avidity  with  which  they  en- 
deavoured to  obtain  the  possession  of  pro- 
perty, and  the  eagerness  with  which  they 
copied  the  dress,  the  manners,  and  the 
speech  of  the  Creoles.  In  some  instances 
they  had  even  the  advantage  of  the 
Creoles  ;  and  most  of  the  laborious  works 
at  St.  John's  were  performed  by  them. 
They  had  gone  on  so  prosperously  and  so 
diligently  in  their  career  of  industry,  that 
many  of  them  had  purchased  their  own 
houses;  and  out  of  the  371  captured 
slaves,  only  one  man  and  five  women  had 
been  returned  upon  the  bounty  of  the 
Crown ;  these,  too,  being  induced  to  do 
so  by  medical  advice,  as  no  longer  able 
frgm  age  or  infirmity  to  gain  their  own 
living.  There  was  a  still  more  remarkable 
instance  of  the  same  kind  in  the  Bahamas. 
There  the  slave  population  was  not  re- 
garded by  themselves,  but  by  the  freemen 
of  the  islands,  as  no  longer  belonging  to 
the  class  of  slaves,  but  as  already  naif 
free.  A  gallant  Admiral  has  spoken  of 
what  he  saw  in  the  Bahamas,  and  in  the 
island  of  Cuba,  where  the  soil  was  not 
only  highly  cultivated  for  raising  the  ne- 
cessaries of  life,  but  a  large  quantity  of 
sugar  was  raised  by  free  labour.  With 
respect  to  the  case  of  the  inhabitants  ,of 
St.  Domingo,  in  my  mind  it  proves  nothing 
at  all.  If  we  consider  the  horrors  of  their 
long  struggle  for  liberty ;  if  we  call  to 
mind  the  uncertainty  which  hung  over 
every  species  of  property  ;  if  we  remember 
the  driving  out  of  all  the  capital  formerly 
employed  in  the  cultivation  of  the  island  ; 
if  we  add  to  these  the  ruin  of  every  species 
of  manufacture ;  if,  under  all  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  cultivation  of  sugar  had 
been  diminished,  it  would  not  be  at  all 
surprising.  But  the  House  will  recollect, 
that  though  sugar  is  not  extensively  ex- 
ported from  St.  Domingo,  yet  sugar  is 
very  assiduously  cultivated,  as  well  as 
other  necessaries  and  conveniences  of  life ; 
and  all  this  is  done  by  the  mass  of  free 
labourers,  working  on  their  own  account. 
I  have  a  still  stronger  instance  to  adduce 
— the  only  instance,  indeed,  of  the  gradual 
emancipation  of  a  slave  population  on  a 
large  scale  with  complete  and  entire  suc- 
cess ; '  and  if  I  appear  to  dilate  too  much 
upon  this  topic,  the  House  will,  perhaps, 
excuse  mc,  considering  the  importance  of 
2R 
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th«  subject,  when  I  state  that  ever  sioce 
the  plan  for  the  emancipation  of  the  West 
India  slaves  has  been  proposed,  I  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  conversing  with  a 
person  who  could  give  me  the  most  im- 
portant   information  on  the   subject-— I 
mean  the  President  of  Venezuela,  who  iq 
1821,  the  year  in  which  the  measure  of 
emancipation  was  first  put  into  operation, 
was  the  protector  of  slaves  at  Caraccas, 
and  consequently  had  the  best  possible 
opportunity  of  seeing  what  was  done.    In 
1821,  it  was  determined  by  General  Bo- 
livar  to  carry  into  effect  a  general  measure 
of  emancipation.     It  bad  previously  been 
a  rule,  that  such  slaves  as  took  part  in  the 
struggle  against  Spain  should  be  liberated  s 
but  in  1821,  it  was  resolved  to  proceed 
upon  a  general  plan.    For  this  purpose,  a 
fund  was  created  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
deeming the  slaves,  principally,  from  a  tax 
upon  the  proceeds  of  intestate  estates.    At 
the  same  time  a  tariffof  the  value  of  slaves 
was  determined.    They  then  proceeded  lo 
redeem  the  slaves.    The  older  slaves  were 
first  redeemed,  and  those  whose  redemption 
cost  the  smallest  sums  of  money ;  they 
next  proceeded  to  purchase  such  as  had 
the  best  claims  in  point  of  character ;  and 
they  went  on  steadily  in  this  course ;  so 
that,  whereas  in   1821,  the  number    of 
slaves  in  Venezuela  was  100,000,  at  the 
time  of  which  I  speak  they  were  reduced 
to  25,000.     This  is  an  mstance  which 
must  be  extremely  valuable  to  the  House 
in  its  discussions  upon  this  subject.     Even 
in  Venezuela  there  was    no    immediate 
measure  of  emancipation.      A  course  was 
laid  down — the  certainty  was  given  to  the 
slave  of  ultimately  attamiug  bis  freedom 
— and   those  who  laid  down  the  plan, 
which  has  proved  so  successful,  dia  not 
fail  to  persevere  in  the  course  which  has 
led  to  that  success.    Eager  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  opportunity  thrown  into 
my  way  by  my  interview  with  this  gentle- 
man, I  put  some  questions  to  him  upon 
such  topics  as  seemed  likely  to  afford  use- 
ful information  to  me  and  to  the  House, 
for  the  purpose  of  directing  us  in  the  bu- 
siness   of   legislation  on  this   important 
question.     The  first  objection  which  struck 
me  against  this  plan  was  the  jealousy  of 
the  unemancipated  slaves  against    their 
more    fortunate    brethren.      I    therefore 
asked  him  **  What  was  the  effect  upon  the 
minds  of  those  whom  you  left  in  slavery 
at  the  time  when  you  redeemed  the  others  V* 
'*  There  was  not   the  slightest  jealousy 


(was  bia  reply)->-their  conditkMi  was  not 
wretched — they  had  indulgent  masters*^ 
masters  rendered  more  indulgent  by  this 
prospective  freedom  of  their  slaves.    Still 
liberty  was  the  object  of  their  wishes ; 
but  seeing  that  they  were  sure  in  their 
turn  to  reap  the  same  advantages,  they 
were<}ontent  to  wait  with  patience."    But 
as  any  assumption  of  superiority  on  the 
part  of  the  emancipated  slave  might  have 
m  time  destroyed  this  feeling,  I  askad  a 
second  question :  "  What  effect  had  the 
acquisition  of  freedom  upon  the  emanci- 
pated slaves  themselves  ?    Did  they  feel 
any  sense  of  degradation  in  mixing  with 
those  who  had  formerly  been  their  compa- 
nions?    Had  they  any  reluctance  in  join- 
ing them  in  the  labours  of  agriculture  ?*" 
**  None  in  the  least,"  he  said,  "  if  there 
be  any  difference  between  the  free  labourer 
and  the  slave  working  on  the  same  estate, 
it  is  only  that  the  free  laboorer  vimrks  with 
greater  energy.*'    The  last  question  wbioh 
I  put  to  him  was :  *<  What  effect  had  this 
substitution  of  free  for  slave  labour  upon 
the  agriculture  of  the  country  ?**    ''  In 
1821,"  he  replied,  '*  when  the  measore 
first  came  into  operation,  agriculture  was 
reduced  to  the  lowest  ebb;    it  is  now 
flourishing."     In  corroboration    of  ibis 
statement,  he  showed  me  a  letter  from  the 
Treasurer  of  Venezuela,  a  near  relation  of 
a  Gentleman,  a  Member  of  this  House, 
in  which  it  is  stated,  that  in  the  article  of 
sugar,  so  far  from  any  deterioration  haTiog 
taken  place,  the  cultivation  of  it  had  only 
begun  since  1821.    Till  there  was  a  free 
labouring  population  in  Venezuela,  not  a 
single  pound  was  raised  in  Venezuela. 
Now  that  country  has  begun  to  furnish 
Curacoa  with  sugar,  and  Trinidad— ^^tbe 
Enp;lish  Island   of  Trinidad-^with  rum, 
which    is  sold   as,  or   declared    to  be 
equal  to,  the  best  Jamaica  rum.     Hav- 
ing thus   stated  in  detail  what  I  con* 
ceive  to  be  the    real  circumstances   of 
the  esse,  having  particularised  the  poei- 
tion   in  which    this    country  is    placed, 
which  renders  it    impossible    upon  thia 
point  that  the  Legislature  should  stand 
still,  even'  if   it  would;  having  shown, 
from  the  events  which  have  taken  place  in 
other  colonies,  that  perseverance  in  nar 
system   is  replete  with  danger;  having 
dwelt  upon  the  facts  which  are  detailad 
in  official  documents,  and  stated  the  i^ 
pugnance  of  the  Colonial  Legislature  to 
take  any  eflfectual  step,  either  for  the  im* 
mediatCi   or    the    gradual   abolition  of 
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ilaTery;   haviDg  proved,  in  my  opinion, 
the  absolute  and  imperative  necessity  by 
which  this  House   is  bound  to  advance 
calmly,  but  resolutely  and  determinedly, 
to  the  one  gpreat  object,  the  ultimate  and 
complete  abolition,  to  the  utter  destruction 
of  the  last  vestige  of  colonial  slavery; 
having  stated  all  this,  I  now  proceed  to 
lay  before  the  House  the  means  by  which 
this  great  object  may,  in  my  judgment,  be 
effected,  not  without  danger  (for  that  can 
hardly  be),  but  with  the  least  danger  that 
may  be.     I  will  not  enter  now  into  all  the 
details  of  the  measure.  I  will  merely  show 
the  outline  of  the  measure  which  I  intend 
to  propose — a  measure,  no  doubt,  sus* 
ceptible  of  amendments  and  modifications; 
for  it  is  impossible  that  any  Government 
can  propose  a  plan,    particularly  in  so 
complicated   a   matter,  which    shall  be 
in  every  respect  unexceptionable,  which 
shall   not  be  liable  to  many  great  and 
grave  objections ;  but  the  proposed  mea« 
sure  is  open  to  the  consideration   and 
the    judgment  of  this    House    and    of 
the  country;  and  our  wish  is  to  try,  if, 
by  any  means,  we    can    reconcile  con- 
tending interests  and  conflicting  claims ; 
if  we  can  effect  that  great,  thai  hallowed 
object — the  extinction  of  slavery  through- 
out every  country  that  owes  allegiance  to 
the  British  Crown.    The  hon.  member  for 
Weymouth  (Mr.  Buxton),  who  has  often 
advocated  the  cause  of  the  slaves,  brought 
forward  a  proposition   in  1823,  for  the 
progressive  abolition  of  slavery,  by  pro- 
viding, that  all  children  of  slaves,  born 
after  a  certain  date,  should  be  free.   That 
was  the  whole  of  his  demands  then  ;  that 
was  the  great  consummation    at  which 
he  then  aimed  ;  and  that,  in  fact,  would 
have  secured  the  extinction  of   slavery. 
The  hon.  Member  then  used  these  me- 
morable expressions — **  We  do  not  say, 
retrace  your  steps,  but  stop.     We  do  not 
say,  make  reparation  for  the  wrong  you 
have  done,  but  do  no  more  wrong.     Go 
no  further."    And  the  hon.  member  pro- 
posed, *'  that  all  children  born  afYer  a  cer- 
tain dav  should  be  free."*    To  the  whole 
and  full  extent  of  what  the  hon.  member 
for  Weymouth  (Mr.  Buxton)  then  asked 
the  Government  to  go,  to  that  whole  ex- 
tent is  Government  now  disposed  to  go ; 
and  disposed  to  make  a  still  more  exten- 
sive change— to  avoid  that  objection  to 
the  hon.  Member's  plan  which  Mr.  Can- 
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ning  made  in  1823.  **  I  doubt,"  said  Mr. 
Canning,  **  whether  the  measure  recom- 
mended by  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
produce  the  degree  of  satisfaction  which 
he  anticipates,  and  whether  it  might  not 
produce  feelings  of  an  opposite  nature. 
I  doubt  whether,  in  its  operation,  it  would 
not  prove  at  once,  the  least  efficient,  and 
most  hazardous  mode  of  attaining  his  own 
object.*'*    And  Mr.  Canning  further  said, 
*'  How  can  the  hon.  Gentleman  propose 
to  divide  slaves  into  two  classes,  one  of 
which  is  to  be  made  free  directly,  while  he 
leaves  the  other  to  the  gradual  extinction 
of  its  state  of  sufFering."t    The  power  of 
this  argument  was   irresistible,  and  the 
House  felt  it.    I  trust  the  House  will  now 
feel,  that  it  is  necessary  to  act  in  a  different 
way,  and  that  they  will  not  think  it  suffi- 
cient to  promise  freedom  for  future  genera- 
tions, but  to  provide  freedom  for  Uie  pre- 
sent.   I  am  prepared  to  offer  freedom  to 
the  existing  generation ;  I  would  not  con- 
demn them  to  that  state  of  despair  in 
which  Mr.  Canning  supposed  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wished  to  leave  them ;  but  I  agree 
with  the  prudent  language  which  was  used 
in  the  discussions  of  1823  and  1824,  that 
the  slaves  should  not  be  made  free  by  one 
hasty  step— that  the  shackles  should  not 
be  burst  at  once — that  they  should  not  be 
flung  forth  suddenly  from  slavery  to  free- 
dom, for  which  they  may  be  unfit.    But 
am  I  prepared  to  say,  that  we  ought  to 
wait  for  any  given  period,  for  one  or  two 
years,  and  that  then  the  slaves  should  be 
immediately  emancipated?     I  say  there 
would  be  still  greater  danger  if  such  a 
course  were  pursued,  because  the  slaves 
would  be  unsettled,  by  having  the  prospect 
of  liberty  so  lon^  set  before  them.    The 
intermediate   period  would  undoubtedly 
be  a  period  of  great  excitement,  a  period 
of  tyranny  on  the  one  ht^d,  and  of  defi- 
ance on  the  other,  and  the  slaves  would 
be  abandoned  to  irrepressible  disobedi- 
ence and  want  of  control.     I  propose  a 
safer  and  a  middle  course,  which  will  give 
to  the  slave  all  the  essentials  of  freedom, 
will  gradually  sweep  away  slavery,  and 
remove  the  slaves    from  the  restrictions 
imposed  upon  them  by  Colonial  Legisla- 
tures, but  leave  them  still  subject  to  such 
regulations  as  will  operate  as  an  incentive 
to  the  acquisition  of  industrious  habits.    I 
propose,  that  every  slave,  on  the  passing 

*  Hansard,  (new  series)  ix.  p.  284. 
t  Ibid.  p.  281. 
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of  this  Act,  shall  immediately,'  not  in  one 
year,  nor  two  years,  have  the  power  of 
claiming  to  be  put  in  a  situation  in  which 
they  may  enjoy  all  the  privileges  of  free- 
men— in  which  they  may  wear  no  servile 
badge,  and  be  subject  to  no  corporal  pu- 
nishment— in  which  they  may  be  entitled 
to  the  full  enjoyment  of  all  the  comforts 
of  their  domestic  ties — in  which  those  who 
are  nearest  and  dearest  to  them  may  not 
be  liable  to  cruel  punishments — in  which 
their  evidence  in  courts  may  not  be  dis- 
putable— in  which  their  rights  of  property 
may  be  as  full  and  as  complete  as  those 
of  their  masters — a  state,  in  short,  in 
which  they  would  be  entitled  to  every 
right  and  every  privilege  of  freemen,  sub- 
ject to  this  condition,  and  to  this  condi- 
tion alone — that,  for  a  certain  period,  they 
shall  contract  to  labour  under  their  pre- 
sent owners  but  their  then  employers.  If 
I  am  asked  how  I  propose  to  meet  all 
those  acts  of  the 'Colonial  Legislatures 
which  control  the  actions  of  slaves  ?  Why, 
I  say,  if  you  pass  a  measure  of  this  kind, 
you  sweep  all  these  acts  away  at  once. 
These  regulations  are  enacted  for  slaves ; 
but  the  negroes  will  be  no  longer  slaves. 
They  will  be  entitled  to  every  right  of 
person,  of  property,  of  Teligion,  to  which 
a  freeman  is  entitled — ^subject  to  this  one 
onlv  condition,  and  that  bat  for  a  limited 
period.  I  cannot  believe,  even  if  the 
matter  stood  thus,  and  thus  only,  that 
this  condition  would  be  considered  such 
an  infraction  of  the  freedom  of  the  labourer 
as  would  give  the  smallest  reason  for  the 
opponents  of  slavery  to  withhold  their  as- 
sent from  the  measure.  Those  who  are 
anxious  that  this  House  should  proceed  to 
the  immediate  abolition  of  slavery,  and 
who  wish  that  every  trace  of  slavery  should 
vanish  in  a  few  years,  would  do  well  to  re- 
flect in  what  condition  the  agricultural 
labourer  in  England  is  placed,  when  he 
works  upon  contract — boond,  as  he  is,  to 
provide  for  himself  lodging,  clothes,  and 
food«  for  which  his  wages  are  so  inadequate. 
In  what  state  is  it  proposed  to  place  the 
negroes  ?  The  master  will  be  bound  to 
supply  him  with  food  and  clothing,  or  to 
give  him  money  to  provide  them,  if  it 
sliould  be  thought  more  advisable  that  it 
should  be  done  by  the  negro  himself.  For 
this,  three-fourths  of  the  negro*s  time  are 
to  be  given  to  his  former  owner—the  day 
being  considered  as  consisting  of  ten 
hours ;  and  seven  hours  and  a-half  cannot 
be  considered  any  very  exorbitant  demand 


for  these  advantages..  For  the 
fobrth  part  of  his  time,  whether  it  be 
taken  as  portions  of  the  day,  or  of  the 
week,  the  negro  shall  be  at  liberty  to 
transfer  his  services  where  he  pleases ;  Imt 
with  this  advantage,  that  the  naster  is 
bound  to  employ  him  at  a  rate  of  wages 
proportionate  to  the  value  which  he  ori- 
ginally sets  upon  him.  Much  of  the  d»-' 
pute  upon  this  question  depends  upon 
mere  verbal  criticism.  *'  At  what  rate 
shall  we  fix  the  rate  of  wages  ?*  it  is  ask- 
ed. **  Can  you  fix  any  rate  appUcaUe  to 
any  two  blands  ?"— '*  Can  yoa  Bx.  any 
rate  applicable  to  all  the  islands  V* — *^  Can 
you  fix  a  rate  applicable  to  every  species 
of  labour  in  any  one  particular  isiand  V — 
On  the  other  hand  we  may  ask,  <'  Shall 
we  fling  this  whole  matter  loose,  and 
satisfy  ourselves  by  saying,  that  the 
wages  shall  be  such  as  are  sufficieat  to 
supply  the  labourer  with  the  necessaries 
of  li^?"  There  may  be  some  islands 
where  the  unoccupied  land  is  of  great  ex- 
tent, where  the  feitility  is  such  as  to  render 
food  easy  of  acquisition,  where  the  wants 
of  the  people  are  few,  and  easily  supplied. 
If  wages  were  there  restricted  to  what  is 
necessary  for  procuring  the  mere  neces- 
saries of  life,  it  would  be  impossible  that 
agricultural  labour  for  the  Ranters  should 
not  there  come  to  an  immediate  and  entire 
cessation.  'Would  such  wages  as  these 
be  a  sufficient  inducement  for  the  negro 
to  devote  himself  to  oontinual  labour? 
I  do  not  credit  what  some  people  say 
about  the  negro  character;  bat  I  do 
credit  what  is  said  about  the  slave  da- 
racter.  I  know  the  effect  of  a  tropical 
climate.  The  effect  of  the  state  of 
slavery  in  these  countries  is  to  incul- 
cate upon  the  slave,. that  labour  is  the 
greatest  of  all  corses,  and  that  the  re- 
moval of  labour  is  the  greatest  of  all  bless- 
ings. To  throw  the  slave  suddenly  into 
freedom  would  be  to  destroy  all  his  in- 
clinations to  industry ;  it  would  be  ex- 
posing him  to  the  temptation  of  recurring 
to  his  primitive  habits  of  savage  life,  from 
which  he  has  but  lately  been  ledaimed. 
Therefore  some  restriction  is  necessary  for 
a  time,  both  for  the  masters,  and  for  the 
good  of  the  slaves  themselves.  I  know  no 
better  security  which  can  be  devised,  than 
that  which  I  propose,  by  obliging  the 
masters  to  fix  a  value  upon  their  slaves, 
and  afterwards  regulating  the.  rate  of 
wages  by  that  value.  In  what  other 
way   is    it    possible   that   the   rate  of 
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wages  can.  be  fixed?    Should  it  be  re- 
ferred to  a  committee  of  planters  to  deter- 
mine the  rate  of  wages  according  to  the 
cost  of  maintenance,  and  the  price  of  the 
necessaries  of  life  ?    There  can  be .  no 
other  criterion.    My  noble  friend  cheers, 
as  if  there  could  exist  any  competition, 
and  that  the  rate  of  wages  could  be  deter- 
mined by  that.     I  should  be  glad  to  hear 
him  support,  much  more  prove,  such  an 
opinion.     There  is,  I  repeat,  no  mode  of 
doing  equal  justice,  except  by  imposing 
upon  the  planter  the  necessity  of  fixing 
the  price  of  the  wages  in  this  way ;   be- 
cause  the   relation   between   the  wages 
and   the   price   fixed   would   operate  as 
a  check    upon   the   planter's  yaluation. 
If  he  fixes  a   high    price,  he   pays    a 
high  rate  of  wages;   if  he   fixes  a  low 
price,    the    easier    it    is    for    the  negro 
to  obtain  his  freedom.     I  propose,  there- 
fore, that  the  labourer  shall  have  a  right 
to  claim  employment  of  his  master  for 
one-fourth  of  his  time,  according  to  a  fixed 
scale  of  wages;   that  during  such  one- 
fourth  of  his  time  the  labourer  shall  be  at 
liberty  to  employ  himself  elsewhere ;  that 
the  master  shall  fiiL   a  price  upon   the 
labourer  at  the  time  of  his  apprenticeship; 
that  the  wages  to  be  paid  by  the  master 
shall  bear  such  a  proportion  to  the  price 
fixed  by  him  ;  that  for  the  whole  of  his 
spare  time,  if  given  to  the  master,  the 
negro  shall  receive  one-twelfth  of  his  price 
annually,  and  in- proportion  for  each  lesser 
term,     i  will  detain  the  House  no  longer 
than    is   absolutely  necessary.     In  what 
condition  will  the   planter   then  stand? 
He  will  obtain  three-fourths  of  the  negro's 
time  for  his  food,  clothing,  and  lodging. 
It  may  be  asked,  is  it  not  necessary,  m 
arranging  a  plan  of  such  magnitude  and 
importance,  to  look  at  the  loss  which  the 
West-India  proprietor  is  about  to  sustain? 
Is  it  right  or  just,  that  on   him  alone 
should  be  thrown  the  whole  burthen  of 
repairing  the  injustice  which   has   been 
done  to  the  negro,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  national  Legislature  for  ages  ?  The 
question  must  not  be  looked  upon  as  con- 
fined entirely  to  property,  however  fully 
the  species  of  property  in  question  may 
be  sanctioned  by  law ;  however  frequently 
it  may  be  made  the  subject  of  legal  deci- 
sion.    I  will  not  enter  into  the  abstract 
question,  whether  one  man  ever  can,  con- 
sistently with  the  principles  of  natural 
justice,  acquire  a   property  in    another 
man ;  but  I  proceed  upon  the  principle. 


that  if  one  man  employs  the  labour  of 
another,  he  is  bound  to  give  him  support, 
and  to  take  upon  himself  a  portion  of  the 
risk   attending   the  employment   of  the 
other.   Upon  what,  then,  do  the  Colonists 
rest  their  objections  ?  Upon  the  deteriora- 
tion   of  West-Indian    property.      It    is 
exceedingly  difficult,  in  the  present  state 
of  such  property,  to  fix  any  criterion  for 
determining    its     value.      I     know    an 
instance  of  a  West-Indian  estate  producing 
1,400/.  a  year,  which  was  mortgaged  for 
5,000Z.  or  6,000Z.,  and  afterwards  sold  for 
10,000Z.     All  incumbrances  having  been 
cleared  off,  and  a  surplus  left  besides,  it 
was  sold,  last  year,  for  an  amount  which 
will  be  exactly  covered  by  the  produce  of 
the  first  year.     I  adroit  all  that  can  be 
said,  therefore,  about  the  insecurity  of 
West-Indian    property,    and   the  uncer- 
tainty of  its  market  value,  but  I  deny 
that  any   efiect  has  been    produced  by 
any  measure  of  Ministers  upon  the  rate 
of   profit    derived    from    that    property. 
When  brought  into  the   market,  West- 
India  property  undoubtedly  has  sustained 
a  fearful  depreciation;  but,  in  order   to 
ascertain  the  real   state  of  the  case,  let 
us  look  at  the  rate  of  profits;  and  in  doing 
so  we  have  a  sure  guide   in  the  state- 
ments put  forth  by  the  West-India  pro- 
prietors themselves ;    I  allude  to  the  re- 
turns presented  by  them  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  these  returns  have  the  evidence 
of  the  West-India  proprietors  as  to  the 
cost  of  raising  every  hogshead  of  sugar, 
and  also  as  to  the  number  of  hogsheads  im- 
ported annually,  and  the  net  profit  upon 
each.      It    appears   that  the  net  profit 
arising  from   the   cultivation  of  sugar  is 
1,200,000/.  a-year.    We  have  not  equally 
accurate  data  for- calculating  the  net  pro- 
fits upon  rum  and  cofiee ;   but,  assuming 
it,  and  I  am  not  far  wrong  in  doing  so,  to  be 
between  250,000/.  and  300,000/.  a-year, 
the  total  net  profit  of  West-India  property 
will  amount  to  1 ,500,000/.  annually.    We 
propose  to  advance  a  loan  to  the  planters, 
amounting  to  ten  years  purchase  of  those 
profits.     We  propose  a  loan  to  the  West- 
India  Planters  of  15,000,000/.     It  will 
be  a  question  for  Parliament  to  decide  in 
what  manner  and  on  what  conditions  that 
loan  shall  be  granted,  and  how  it  shall  be 
repaid — and  further,  if  they  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  they  will 
not  require  repayment,  it  will  be  for  Parlia- 
ment, if  it  shall  think  fit  to  do  so,to  convert 
the  loan  into  a  gift«    La  xhk^^sn^.YORficss^^^x 
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however,  our  proposition  is  to  advance  to 
the  planter  a  loan  of  15,000,000/.  in  con- 
sideration of  the  sacridce  on  hia  part  of 
the  fourth  of  the  labour  of  his  slaves. 
With  that  fourth  of  his  labour  the  negro 
will  be  able  in  twelve  years  (if  we  have 
not  fixed  the  rate  of  wages  too  high,  which 
I  do  not  think  is  the  case)  to  purchase  the 
other  three-fourths  of  his  time.  From  the 
labour  of  the  negro,  in  the  first  instance, 
the  planter  will  have  the  means  of  paying 
Government  the  sum  advanced ;  and  at 
the  bnd  of  twelve  vears  the  purchase 
money  of  the  whole  labour  of  the  negro 
will  be  at  his  disposal.  I  do  not  state  this 
proposition  as  wishing  to  bind  the  House 
with  respect  to  it — on  the  contrary,  I 
wish  that  both  the  amount  of  relief  which 
the  planter  is  to  obtain,  and  the  means  of 
repayment;  maybe  fully  open  to  consider- 
ation. 1  also  wish  to  leave  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  whether  we  shall 
or  shall  not  call  upon  the  negro  labourer 
to  contribute  his  share  to  the  repayment 
of  the  sum  advanced  to  the  planter.  It 
is  quite  clear,  that  the  repayment  must  be 
borne  either  by  the  produce  of  negro 
labour,  or  by  the  revenue  of  this  countrv ; 
it  cannot  in  justice  be  borne  by  the 
planter.  One  or  other  of  those  alternatives 
must  be  adopted.  There  is  certainly  a 
middle  course,  but  into  that  consideration 
I  will  not  at  present  enter.  For  my  own 
part,  I  think  a  great  object  would  be  gain- 
ed by  calling  on  the  negro  to  contribute 
his  snare  to  the  repayment  of  the  advance. 
I  think  it  likely  that  the  negro  will  be  en- 
couraged to  continue  his  industry  and 
exertions,  if  out  of  his  wages  for  the  fourth 
of  his  labour,  some  deduction  should  be 
made  for  the  purpose  I  have  adverted  to. 
To  tell  him  that  out  of  the  produce  of  the 
fourth  of  his  labour  something  should  be 
laid  up  for  that  purpose,  would  certainly 
be  more  conducive  to  create  in  him 
habits  of  industry  and  of  self  denial,  than 
if,  having  all  his  wants  provided  for  by 
the  planter  in  consideration  of  three- 
fourths  of  his  labour,  he  should  feel  that 
the  only  object  of  employing  the  remain- 
ing fourth  would  be,  at  his  own  option,  to 
{>rovide  himself  with  superfluities.  In  the 
atter  case  there  would  not  be  such  a  sti- 
mulus to  active  exertion  as  in  the  former. 
I,  therefore,  do  not  think  that  to  exempt 
the  negro  from  contributing  his  share  of 
the  repayment  is  by  any  means  desirable. 
I  believe,  Sir,  that  I  have  now  stated  as 
much  in  detail  as  is  necessary,  and  vith 


one  exception,  the  plan  which  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  propose  to  carry  into 
dfect  on  this  question.  The  exception  is 
this — it  will  be  necessary,  in  order  to  se- 
cure the  success  of  this  plan,  to  piovads 
that,  the  absence  of  which  has  rendered 
so  many  former  proceedings  with  respect 
to  the  colonies  void  and  ineffective-«I 
mean  something  of  an  executory  Dower. 
The  House  will,  therefore,  be  called  upon 
to  consider  the  expediency  of  having  ia 
the  Legislative,  as  in  the  conqoered  colo- 
nies, stipendiary  Magistrates,  to  be  ap^ 
pointed  by  the  Grown,  unconnected  with 
the  colonies,  having  no  local  or  personal 
prejudices,  paid  by  this  country,  for  the 
purpose  of  aoing  justice  between  the  ne- 
gro and  the  planter,  of  watching  over  the 
negro  in  his  state  of  new-born  freedom, 
and  of  guiding  and  assisting  .his  inez* 
perience  in  the  contracts  into  which  be 
may  enter  with  his  employer.  There  it 
also  another  object  on  which  I  am  sure 
his  Majesty's  Government  will  not  appeal 
in  vain  to  the  House  or  to  the  country,  I 
feel  perfect  confidence  in  calling  apon 
this  House  to  pledge  itself,  whether  ia  aid 
of  the  Local  Legislatures  of  the  colonies, 
or  without  any  aid  from  those  Legislatures, 
to  establish  a  religious  and  mond  system 
of  education  for  the  negroes.  We  an 
about  to  emancipate  the  slaves;  the  dd, 
after  a  trial  of  tneir  industrious  and  otbet 
good  qualities — ^the  young  immediately. 
With  the  young,therefore,  our  responsibility 
will  immediately  commence,  if  we  place 
them  in  a  state  of  freedom,  we  are  boimd 
to  see  that  they  are  fitted  for  the  enjoy- 
ment of  that  state ;  we  are  bound  to  give 
them  the  means  of  proving  to  themselves 
that  the  world  is  not  for  merdy  animal 
existence — that  it  is  not  the  lot  of  man 
merely  to  labour  incessantly  from  the 
cradle  to  the  grave*-and  that  to  die  is  not 
merely  to  get  to  the  end  of  a  wearisome 
pilgrimage.  We  mast  endeavour  to  give 
them  habits,  and  to  imbae  them  with  feel* 
ings  calculated  to  qualify  them  for  the 
adequate  discbarge  of  their  duties  here; 
and  we  must  endeavour  to  instil  into  them 
the  conviction,  that  when  those  duties  shall 
be  discharged,  they  are  not  **  as  the  brnlea 
that  perish.''  Sir,  I  have  now  gone 
through  the  various  points  to  whidi  I 
think  it  necessary  to  call  the  attention  <tf 
the  House.  I  know  the  difficulties,  tbe 
almost  insurmountable  obstacles,  wUdi 
attend  almost  any  plan  with  reftrence  to 
this  subject;  aad  1  koow  tiie  pecaliat 
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dttad?antagM  under  'which  I  bring  for- 
wmrd  the  present  plan.  But  I  entertain  a 
confident  hope  that  the  Resolutions  which 
I  shall  hate  the  honour  to  submit  to  the 
House  contain  a  gen&y  which,  in  the  pro* 
cess  of  time^  will  be  matured,  by  better 
judgment  and  knowledge,  into  a  perfect 
fruit;  and  that,  (torn  the  day  on  which 
the  Act  passes  there  will  be  secured  to  the 
country,  to  the  colonies,  and  to  all  classes 
of  his  Majesty's  subjects,  the  benefit  of  a 
virtual  extinction  of  all  the  horrors  at- 
tendant on  a  state  of  slavery ;  and  that, 
at  no  very  distant  period,  by  no  uncertain 
operation,  but  by  the  effect  of  that  ma- 
cninery  which  the  proposed  plan  will  put 
in  motioU,  the  dark  stain  which  disfigures 
the  fair  freedom  of  this  country  will  be 
wholly  wiped  out.  Sir,  in  looking  to  this 
most  desirable  object,  it  is  impossible  not 
to  advert  to  those  who  first  broached  the 
mighty  question  of  the  extinction  of 
slavery,  the  earliest  labourers  in  that 
cause,  the  final  triumph  of  which  they 
were  not  destined  to  see.  They  struggled 
for  the  establishment  of  first  principles 
— they  were  satisfied  with  laying  the 
foundation  of  that  edifice  which  they  left 
it  to  their  successors  to  rear ;  thev  saw 
the  future,  as  the  prophets  of  old  saw 
"  the  days  that  were  to  come;"  but  they 
saw  it  afar  off,  and  with  the  eye  of  faith. 
It  is  not  without  the  deepest  emotion  I  re- 
collect that  there  is  yet  living  one  of  the 
carliesti  one  of  the  most  religious,  one  of 
the  most  conscientious^  one  of  the  most 
eloquent,  one  of  the  most  zealous  friends 
of  this  great  cause,  who  watched  it  in  its 
dawn.  Wilberforce  still  remains  to  see, 
1  trusty  the  final  consummation  of  the  great 
and  glorious  work  which  he  was  one  of 
the  first  to  commence ;  and  to  exclaim^ 
like  the  last  of  the  prophets  to  whom  1 
have  already  alluded :  '*  Umi,  now  let  thy 
servant  depart  in  peace."  Sir  it  is  with 
great  regret  that  I  have  felt  it  necessary 
to  detain  the  House  so  long ;  but  on  a 
subject  of  so  much  difficulty,  it  was  im- 
perative upon  me  to  do  so*  I  will  now, 
however,  after  thanking  the  House  for  the 
patience  and  attention  with  which  they 
have  been  so  good  as  to  listen  to  me,  con- 
clude witb  offering  up  an  ardent  prayer, 
that  by  the  course  which  they  may  adopt, 
thev  will  for  a  second  time  set  the  world 
a  gfonous  example  of  a  commercial  nation, 
weighing  commercial  advantages  light  in 
the  balance  against  justice  and  religion  ; 

that  they  will  achieve  the  jreat  object  of 


extinguishing  slavery,  gradually,  safely, 
but  at  the  same  time  completely ;  a  result 
the  more  to  be  desired,  if  accomplished  by 
a  yielding  on  one  side  and  the  other, 
which  may  make  both  sides  forget  extreme 
opinion ;  and  which  will  exhibit  a  great 
and  proud  example  of  a  deliberative  as- 
sembly, reconciling  conflicting  interests, 
liberating  the  slave  without  inflicting 
hardship  on  his  master,  gratifying  the 
liberal  and  humane  spirit  of  the  age  with«^ 
out  harming  even  those  who  stand  in  its 
way,  and  vindicating  their  high  functions 
by  moderately,  but  with  determination, 
and  in  a  manner  honourable  to  the 
people  of  whom  they  are  the  repre- 
sentatives, and  acting  in  a  manner  on  this 
important  question,  which  will  afford  a 
sure  pledge  of  a  successful  termination  of 
the  glorious  career  on  which  they  are 
about  to  enter.  Sir,  I  now  beg  leave  to 
move  the  following  Resolutions : — 

1. — '*That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this 
Committee,  that  immediate  and  effectual 
measures  be  taken  for  the  entire  abolition 
of  slavery  throughout  the  colonies,  under 
such  provisions  for  regulating  the  condi- 
tion of  the  negroes,  as  may  combine  their 
welfare  with  the  interests  of  the  pro- 
prietors. 

2.— <'  That  it  is  expedient  that  all  chil- 
dren bom  after  the  passing  of  any  Act,  or 
who  shall  be  under  the  age  of  six  years  at 
the  time  of  passing  any  Act  of  Parliament 
for  this  purpose,  be  declared  free ;  subject, 
nevertheless,  to  such  temporary  restrictions 
as  may  be  deemed  necessary  for  their  sup- 
port and  maintenance. 

3. — "That  all  persons  now  slaves,  be 
entitled  to  be  registered  as  apprenticed 
labourers,  and  to  acquire  thereby  all  rights 
and  privileges  of  freedom ;  subject  to  the 
restriction  of  labouring,  under  conditions, 
and  for  a  time  to  be  fixed  by  Parliament, 
for  their  present  owners. 

4* — "  That  to  provide  against  the  risk 
of  loss  which  proprietors  in  his  Majesty's 
colonial  possessions  might  sustain  by  the 
abolition  of  slavery,  his  Majesty  be  en- 
abled to  advance,  by  way  of  loan,  to  be 
raised  from  time  to  time,  a  sum  not  ex-* 
ceeding  in  the  whole  15,000,000/.,  to  be 
repaid  in  such  manner,  and  at  such  rate 
of  interest  as  shall  be  prescribed  by  Par* 
liament. 

5. — "  That  his  Majesty  be  enabled  to 
defray  any  such  expense  as  he  may  incur 
in  establishing  an  efficient  stipendiary 
Magistracy  in  the  colonies^  and  ui  ^\4\^s^ 
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legifllate  for  the  ooldnies^  but  what  Parlia* 
ment  itMlf  has  set.  In  strict  law  this  doc 
trine  may.  perhaps  be  correct,  but  it  is  one 
upon  which  it  would  be  most  dangerous 
to  act.  I  consider  that  in  giving  free 
constitutions  to  the  colonies,  this  country 
has,  practically  at  least,  given  up  all  right 
to  interfere  in  their  internal  legislation, 
except  in  cases  of  the  very  strongest  neces. 
sity.  Sir,  I  agree  with  my.  right  hon. 
friend,  that  there  is  a  case  of  necessity 
for  interfering  on  the  subject  of  slavery, 
but  as  in'  my  opinion  the  right  of  inter- 
ference arises  from  the  necessity  of  the 
case,  so  I  think  by  that  necessity  it  is 
limited.  I  think  that  we  have  a  right  to 
say  to  the  Colonial  Legislatures:  ''You 
diall  dp  full  justice  to  all  classes  of  the 
King's  subjects ; "  but  I  do  not  think  we 
have  any  right  to  prescribe  the  details  of 
the  laws  by  which  the  daily  transactions  of 
life  in  the  colonies  are  to  be  regulated. 

For  this  reason  I  think  that  my  right 
hon.  fnend  proposes  to  transgress  the 
bounds  of  our  right  to  legislate  for  the 
cx>lonie8;  be  this,  >  however,  as  it  may, 
I  am  convinced  that  unless  he  will  proceed 
siUch  further,  he  goes  beyond  our  power 
to  legislate  with  effect  Under  a  free 
constitution,  as  my  right  hon.  friend  is 
aware,  the  people  are  called  upon  to  take 
a  large  share  in  the  administration  of  the 
law,  and  a  law  to  which  they  are  generally 
opposed  it  is  impossible  to  execute.  How 
does  he  think  that  his  Act  of  Parliament 
will  be  received  in  Jamaica  ?  Will  the 
assembly  acknowledge  its  validity  ?  Will 
Judges,  paid  by  the  assembly— -Judges 
many  of  whom  are  themselves  planters — 
pronounce  it  to  be  good?  Will  Juries, 
taken  from  the  same  class  give  verdicts 
against  those  by  whom  its  provisions  have 
been  disobeyed  ? 

Sir,  if  my  right  hon.  friend  will  attempt 
to  *  carry,  into  execution  such  an  Act  of 
Parliament  as  he  has  described,  it  must 
contain  a  clause  abrogating  every  constitu- 
tional privilege  at  present  possessed  by  the 
colonies.  It  must  indeed  be  a  case  of  ex- 
treme necessity  which  could  justify  n^h  a 
course,  and  even  the  most  extreme  j^ase 
would  with  difficulty  overcome  my  almost 
invincible  repugnance  to  its  adoption.  But 
does  that  necessity  exist?  I  know.  Sir, 
that  we  cannot  trust  the  colonial  assem- 
blies to  legislate  for  a  state  of  things  in 
wfaidi  the  right  of  the  planters  to  the 
^tuitous  services  of  the  labouring  popula- 
tion shall  be  continued.  If  we  were  so  to 
trust  them,  whatever- might  be  the  nomi- 


nal effect  of 'the  la>vs  they  mjght  pass,  in 
reality  they  would  ampunt  to  nothmg  less 
than  the  maintenance  of  slavery  as  it  now 
exists. 

But  if  we  proceed  upon  a  different  prin. 
ciple,  and  declare  that  every  man  shsdl  be 
alike  entitled  to  the  produce  of  his  own 
labour,  and  to  judge. how  that  labour  can 
be  rendered  most  profitable  to  himself,  we 
may  safely  trust  the  colonists  to  pass  what 
laws  they  may  consider  necessary ;  while 
the  great  principle  of  allowing  the  value  of 
labour  to  be  determined  by  competition  is 
adhered  to,  there  can  be  no  objection  to 
any  laws  which  they  may  pass,  however 
severe  may  be  the  restrictions  they  impose. 

Sir,  my  right  hon-  friend  misunderstood 
my  cheer  of  uie  observation  which  fell  from 
him,  that  there  was  no  competition  by  which 
to  regulate  the  value  of  labour  in  Jamaica. 
I  did  not  mean  to  deny,  that  such  is,  in  a 
great  measure  at  least,  the  case  at  present, 
but  I  meant  that  if  my  right  hon.  friend 
did  not  introduce  the  principle  of  competi- 
tion, he  would  not  in  reality  change  the 
nature  of  the  system;  that  competition 
was  the  essence  of  free  labour ;  that  there 
is  no  intermediate  state  between  slavery 
and  freedom. 

The  conclusion  to  which  I  have  been 
irresbtibly  led  by  all  the  consideration 
I  have  given  to  this  subject  is,  that  there 
are  only  two  possible  courses  which  we 
can  adopt  with  any  show  of  reason,  or  with 
the  least  chance  of  success.  We  may 
either  attempt  to  keep  things  as  they  are, 
or  we  may  entirely  get  rid  of  every  trace 
and  vestige  of  the  existing  system,  and 
endeavour  to  re-organize  society  upon 
better  and  sounder  principles.  My  right 
hon.  fnend,  however,  has  suggested  a  third 
course,  to  endeavour  to  put  the  slaves  in  a 
sort  of  state  half  free  and  half  bond. 
Before  we  come  to  any  conclusion  upon  this 
subject,  it  is  necessary  calmly  to  conrider 
what  is  the  choice  presented  to  us,  and 
what  the  comparative  advantages  or  disad- 
vantages of  these  different  paths  which  lie 
before  us  for  our  choice. 

The  first  of  these  modes  of  proceeding, 
the  attempt  to  keep  things  as  ther  arc 
my  right  hon.  friend  has  himself  so 
eloquently  shown  to  be  altogether  out  of 
the  question,  that  it  is  needless  for  me 
to  detain  the  House  by  again  attemntxn|r 
to  prove  a  proposition  he  luts  so  completely 
established.  But,  Sir,  I  think  the  Houae 
is  hardly  sufiiciently  aware  how  pressing  in 
the  necessity  of  a  change  of  system,  and 
how  rapidly  destructive  in  its  operation  is 
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be  the  effect  of  the  measure  he  has  recom- 
mended^ I  should  be  spared  the  pain  of 
opposing  it ;  but  the  House  must  not  allow 
themselves  to  be  imposed  upon  by  words. 
Slavery  does  not  consist  in  a  name.  The 
real  distinction  between  slavery  and  freedom 
is^  that  in  a  state  of  freedom  men  work 
because  they  are  convinced  that  it  is  their 
interest  to  do  so — because  their  reason  is. 
satisfied  that,  comparing  the  privations 
which  idleness  will  entail  upon  them^  with 
the  advantages  which  industry  will  com. 
mand,  it  is  better  for  them  to  labour^  than 
to  indulge  in  their  natural  inclination  for 
repose.  In  a  state  of  slavery^  on  the  other 
hand,  men  work  from  fear,  for  the  benefit 
of  others.  If,  as  I  believe,  this  is  the  only 
distinction  between  a  state  of  slavery  and  a 
state  of  freedom,  I  ask,  how  can  it  be  said; 
that  my  right  hon.  friend  by  his  proposal 
would  get  rid  of  slavery?  By  that  plan 
the  negro  is  to  be  apprenticed  to  a  master 
not  of  his  own  choice,  and  is  to  be  compelled 
to  enter  into  a  contract,  the  terms  of  which 
he  is  not  at  liberty  to  alter  or  to  reject. 
For  that  master  he  is  to  be  compelled 
to  labour  three-fourths  of  his  day,  and 
in  return  he  is  to  receive  the  same  supplies, 
the  same  necessaries,  which  the  planter 
is  at  present  in  the  habit  of  furnishing. 
Now,  Sir,  it  appears  by  the  evidence  last 
year  given  before  the  Committees  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  that  the  annual 
value  of  all  supplies,  of  every  description, 
usually  furnished  by  a  Jamaica  planter,  to 
each  negro,  is  highly  estimated  at  45^. 
Mr.  Shand,  a  planter  of  long  experience, 
states  this  to  be  the  amount ;  other  witnesses 
put  it  much  lower;  but  allow  that  it 
is  even  higher  than  Mr.  Shand  has  stated, 
and  assume  that  52s.  is  not  more  than  the 
value  of  the  supplies  now  furnished  to  the 
negroes,  it  will  follow  that  according  to  the 
proposal  of  my  right  hon.  friend,  a  shilling 
a  week,  or  ^d.  a-day,  is  to  be  the  re. 
muneration  for  which  the  n^o  is,  during 
three-fourths  of  his  time,  to  be  compelled 
•to  labour.  But,  what  is  the  real  value 
of  this 'labour  ?  This,  fortunately,  we  have 
the  means  of  ascertaining.  Several  wit- 
nesses have  stated,  that  in  hiring  a  jobbing 
gang,  in  the  island  of  Jamaica,  Ss,  W. 
a-day,  is  usually  paid  for  each  negro.  At 
the  same  rate,  the  value  of  three-quarters 
of  a  day's  work,  would  be  half-a.crown. 
It  follows,  therefore,  that  the  labour  which 
the  apprenticed  negro  is  to  be  compelled  to 
give  to  his  master,  for  2d  isfairly  and  honest- 
ly worth  exactly  fifteen  times  that  sum.  My 
light  hon.  friend  has  asked^  in  what  respect 


the  condition  of  the  apprenticed  negro  will 
differ  from  that  of  a  labourer  in  this 
country,  who  has  entered  into  a  contract  to 
work  for  a  particular  master  for  a  con- 
siderable period ;  since  he  says  the  English 
labourer  thinks  himself  well  off,  if  he  can 
earn  a  subsistence  for  himself  and  his  family. 
I  say,  that  the  difference  between  the  two 
cases  is  simply,  that  in  the  one  the  contract 
is  voluntary,  in  the  other  it  is  not ;  that  in 
the  one  case,  the  labourer  receives  the 
whole,  in  the  other,  only  a  trifling  pro- 
portion of  the  value  of  his  labour;  and 
that  what  my  right  hon.  friend  proposes  is 
in  effect,  whatever  it  may  be  in  name,  a 
virtual  retention  of  the  principle  of  slavery, 
the  exaction,  by  compulsion,  of  labour  for 
the  advantage,  not  of  the  labourer  but 
of  the  master.  After  my  right  hon.  friend's 
eloquent  description  of  the  injustice  and 
horrors  of  slavery,  I  think,  therefore,  that 
it  was  for  him  to  have  shown  what  ad- 
vantage he  supposes  would  arise  from  this 
apprenticeship  of  the  negro,  which  I  main- 
tain to  be  neither  more  nor  less  than  a 
continuance  of  the  whole  principle  of 
slavery.  Is  this  system  intended  for  the 
benefit  of  the  negro  or  the  master?  My 
right  hon  friend  has  not  very  distinctly  ex- 
plained himself  upon  this  point;  but  it 
is  one  on  which  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  there  should  be  a  clear  understanding. 
Let  us  have  no  doubt  or  disguise  on  the 
subject;  Vince  I  must  enter  my  most  decided 
and  solemn  protest  against  the  continuance, 
for  however  short  a  time,  of  any  part 
of  the  existing  system,  with  a  view  to  the 
pecuniary  interest  of  the  planters.  What- 
ever claim  the  master  may  have  on  this 
country,  which  is  a  point  for  future  con- 
sideration, he  can  have  none  whatever 
on  the  slaves.  They  can  have  incurred  no 
debt  by  having  been  the  victims  of  violence 
and  wrong;  they  might,  perhaps,  on  the 
contrary,  claim  some  compensation  from 
the  master  for  their  past  sufferings  and  un- 
requited services.  My  right  hon.  friend 
may  perhaps  say,  that  his  plan  is  intended 
for  the  benefit  of  both  master  and  slave. 
If  so,  the  way  in  which  it  is  to  operate  for 
the  benefit  of  the  slave  ought  to  have  been 
made  more  manifest.  At  first  sight,  at 
least,  it  is  difficult  to  understand  how  the 
slave  can  be  benefited  by  giving  away 
so  large  a  portion  of  the  value  of  his  labour 
to  one  who  has  in  justice  no  claim  whatever 
upon  him.  I  understood  my  right  hon. 
friend  to  say,  that  he  proposed  that  the 
negroes  should  be  placed  in  this  state  of 
apprenticeship^  because  he  did  not  consider: 
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in  the  num^  of  the  slaves.  In  ^  ti|Se 
rpU  of  the  Court  of  Policy  for  1831,  wbkh 
I  have  already  qiioted|  the  estate  u  eateved 
as  having  805  slaves,  while  the  number  re- 
turned to  the  registrar  in  May,  183S,  ia 
only  800.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  -this  fact 
tbrowQ  much  light  on  the  causes  of  that 
loss  of  life  which  takes  place  on  s^gar 
plantations.  By  far  the  grpaf^r  numpev 
of  estates  in  the  West  Iimies,  and  fnaro 
especially  in  Den;^cara,  belopg  tp  non^ 
rjesident  proprietpr8|  and  aw  managed  by 
persons  bavinff  no  permanent  interest  in 
tb|£m.  Now,  i  dp  upt  bplieye  ^^t  over- 
seers and  attorneys  ar^  by  nature  more 
cruei  ov  less  av/erse  to  inflipt^g  unn^ces* 
sary  pain  on  their  fellpwrccratu|res  than 
qthei:  men  ;  but,  Sir,  there  is  gre^t  oon^pe? 
tition  amongst  t^herp  for  empluypipnlj  fin4 
tbey  find,  by  e^cperienqPi  t}?at  the  owners 
at  a  distance  are  bettef  gfq^i^i^^  vith 
the  te9ult  pf  their  pianfgpment,  as  to  t)M 
proiil;  nrpduped,  %hi^  a»  tp  the  lyn^^l 
^nd  w&Ifase  of  the  n^gpaps|  iin4  tl^  pom^i^ 

Juence  is,  th^t  aq^o^ipt  Vff^imk  i^  ^^ 
itufttiou  m  Jjfe,  the  pbjept  pf  enmli|ioi»  is, 
Whp  aJmll  produM  th^  li^ipH^  crqpi  ^  |hft 
s^^Ue^t  .e^pewPf* 

Sir,  I  h^ve  eu^p^  into  ih^  det^ilfr  ^ 
I  think  th^y  do  prpve  to  deniPi|stv^tion« 
the  fearful  consequences  pf  the  pre^ei^l 
systeip.  Nor,  Siri  is  my  mind  fiP  mu<^ 
sheeted  by  the  loss  of  life,  great  as  it  ia^ 
amounting,  43  I  have  shown,  in  a  single 
colony,  to  upwards  of  1,000  finfiua}ly,  aa 
by  the  reflection  of  the  long-protipciad 
tortpre  of  which  these  deaths  i|r«  the  oon-t 


689,195  Jh^,  h4ng  2,107  lbs.  for  ew^h 
slave ;  not  much  less  than  double  of  whfit 
was  produced  on  Ani^  Begina;  and  here, 
instead  of  an  increase  in  the  numbpj:  of 
slaves,  which  had  taken  place  wheu  the 
produce,  per  head  was  only  1,104  lbs., 
there  was  a  falling-off  of  no  less  than 
thirty-five  in  the  two  ye^rs ;  being  neprly 
at  the  rate  of  five  per  cent  per  annum.  On 
the  estate  of  Nismes,  the  average  number 
of  slaves  was  297»  the  ayerage  crop  of 
sugar  643,450  lbs.,  or  2,lo6  lbs.  fpr 
each  slave.  Here,  again,  the  decrease  in 
two  years  was  seventeen,  or  nearly  three 
per  cent  per  annum.  On  Success,  the 
result  is  nearly  similar;  and  lastly,  on 
Vreeden  Hoop,*  the  estate  belonging  to 
Mr.  Gladstone,  to  which  1  have  already 
referred,  thie  average  number  of  slaves  was 
51 6,  the  average  of  sugar  was  1,009,9  l^lbs., 
or  for  each  negro  1,955  lbs;*  and  the  de- 
crease of  population  in  twp  years  wa^  forty,-: 
six,  or  nearly  four  and  9-h^  per  pent  per 
annum. 

Sir,  the  most  striking  fact  of  all  ye|: 
remains  to  be  mentioned.  I  have  said,  that 
in  the  years  1929-30-31,  a  comparatively 
small  crop  had  been  produced  upon  Jinr^ 
Keglna,  to  the  great  advantage  or  the 
slaves,  who  h^d  been  increasing  in  numbers, 
(as  indeed  they  h^d  do^e  during  the 
previous  five  or  six  ye^rs).  On  Yreede^ 
Hoopi  on  the  other  hand,  I  have  shown 
that  a  large  crop  had  been  produced^  to  the 
great  advantage  of  the  owner,  but  unhap- 
pily, at  the  price  qf  a  dreadful  loss  of  life 
amongst  the  slaves.  Now,  Sir,  in  the 
autumn  of  183J,  for  what  reason  it  i^  not 
for  me  to  say,  as  I  cannot  know  the  mo- 
tives by  which  men  are  actuated,  the 
manager  of  Anna  Regina  was  removed, 
and  the  owner,  Mr.  Moss,  of  Liverpool, 
committed  the  estate  tp  the  charge  of  the 
same  attorney  who  had  also  the  care  of 
Vreeden  Hoop,  and  in  the  six  months 
which  followed  this  transfer,  it  appeared, 
on  makiug  up  the  triennial  registration  in 
May,  1 832,  that  there  had  been  a  loss  of  five 

*  Tl)is  is  a  less  unfavourable  statement  ft^an 
might  have  been  made  of  the  state  of  things 
on  Vreeden  Hoop,  but  I  have  thought'  it 
rigiit  to  give  the  decrease  in  the  number  of 
slaves  as  it  appears  in  the  returns  from  which 
1  have  taken  the  amount  of  the  crop  produced. 
This  return  shows,  that  in  the  two  years  from 
the  close  of  1829  to  the  close  of  1631,  there 
bad  been  a  loss  of  forty-six.  But  it  appears 
from  the  triennial  registration,  that,  in  the 
longer  period,  from  May  18S0,  to  May  1882, 
the  loss  had  been  as  above  stated,  eighty-one. 


"?■ 


*  I  have  learnt,  ykiih  very  sincene  regret, 
tliat  the  abo?e  statement  as  to  t^e  ch^ng^  of 
niapagement  on  the  estate  of  Ann%  R^ginai 
has  appeared  to  Mr.  Af  0,33  to  be  calculated  to 
create  an  inipression,  that  he  is  indifiereot  tq 
the  welfare  of  his  slaves.  Nothing  ceuld  be 
further  from  my  intentioii  than  to  convey 
any  such  imputation  ;  on  the  eontrary,  I  have 
always  beam  that  Mr.  Moss  if  a  proprietor 
distinguished  fpr  his  hurpanity,  and  his  anxiety 
for  the  comfort  ot  his  slaves.  T^i^  repofi 
is  confirmed  by  the  writtei^  instructions  to  his 
attorney,  which  Mr.  Moss  has  been  good 
enough  to  show  me,  and  yrhich  iq  hjpi  the 
highest  honour;  but  the  ipore  personally 
humane  l|lr.  Moss  is*  (he  mqre  striking  is  the 
illustration  afltorded  by  the  circumstances  I 
have  mentioned  of  my  argument,  that  pro* 
prietor^  in  this  country  know  less  of  the 
treatment  of  their  sUves,  than  of  the  ajpounl 
9f  profit  derived  from  them  ;  that  this  hei  in 
known  to  the  overseers  and  attorneys  in  the 
colony,  and  that  jt  necessarily  prodnces  an 
effect  on  the}r  conducU 
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But,  in  the  Crown  colonies,  the  use  of 
the  whip  in  the  field  has  heen  prohibited  ; 
and  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  reading  to 
the  Hoose  the  opinion  of  penons  connected 
with  the  colonies,  as  to  the  restrictions  on 
the  power  of  punishment  which  have  been 
imposed  by  the  Order  in  Council. 

^The  colonists  reaDy  wish  to  remoire 
erery  feature  of  slayery  that  appeals  re* 
pulsive  to  the  people  of  England ;  but  it 
IS  clear,  that  as  the  slaves  are  entitled  to 
food,  dothing,  lodging,  and  medical  at- 
tendance, from  the  master,  it  is  only  by 
the  fear  of  punishment  that  the  ill-disposed 
slave  can  be  induced  to  work ;  and  by  the 
new  Order  in  Council  the  power  of  the 
proprietor  and  manager  is  so  fettered  and 
restricted,  that  what  is  left  is  only  suffici* 
ent  as  a  source  of  struggle  and  irritation 
between  the  ill-disposed  slave  and  his 
manager,  but  inadequate  to  secure  the 
performance  of  reasonable  work«' 
What  is  here  said,  of  the  ilLdiroosed 
slave  may  be  said  of  all  the  slaves ;  nir  so 
far  as  having  a  strong  disinclination  to  work 
for  the  benefit  of  another,  all  the  slaves  are 
ill-disposed.    Sir,  this  opinion  comes  from 
persons  entitled,    upon   this  question,   to 
much  consideration.     It  is  an  extract  from 
a  remonstrance  against  the  last  Order  in 
Counci],  drawn  up  by  a  Committee  of 
merchants  and  planters,  interested  in  the 
Crown  colonies.      Experience    has   fullv 
confirmed  the  accuracy  of  the  view  whi^ 
they  have  taken.    My  right  hon.  friend  has 
quoted  a  remarkable  return  of  the  punish* 
ments  inflicted  during  the  last  three  years 
in  the  colony  of  Demerara.     I  had  meant 
to  have  cailed  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  that  return,  hut  I  will  not  again  repeat 
the  details  which  have  been  already  given. 
I  need  only  remind  the  House  that  it 
showed  that  while  there  has  been  a  decrease 
in  the  population,  there  has  been  an  extra- 
ordinary  increase  both  in  the  number  and 
in  the  severity  of  punishments ;  and  I  mutt 
add,  what  my  right  hon.  friend  omitted, 
that  the  official  report  of  the  very  active 
and  intelligent  officer,  now  protector  of 
sbves  in  Demerara,  from  which  this  return 
is  ^en,  goes  on  to  state,  that  three-fourths 
of  these  punishments  have  been  infficted  in 
consequence  of  difficulties  with  respect  to 
the  performance  of  woik ;  they  are  described 
in  the  records  transmitted  to  his  office,  at 
being  for  ''bad  work;"  and  the  same  officer 
states  that  seven-eighths  of  all  the  puniilu 
ments  inflicted  in  the  colony,  arise,  directly 
or  indirectly,  from  this  cause.    The  pro- 
tector also  states^  that  while  the  aooimtef 


master,  hy  a  deabe  to  avoid  fatigue,  and  to 
reserve  his  strength  for  his  own  portion  of  • 
the  day ;  while  it  will  be  only  a  natural 
feeHnff,  which  will  incline  him  to  render, 
what  he  will  necessarily  reoard  as  an  un*. 
just  demand  upon  him,  as  httle  advanti^e- 
ous  as  possible  to  the  person  by  whom  dbat 
demand  is  wa4ffr 

The  plan,  therefore,  which  has  heen  pro- 
posed, will  fail  to  act  upon  the  will  of  the 
negro;  there  is  no  chance  of  his,  voluntarily, 
exertinff  himself.  Can  it  on  the  other 
hand,  be  expected,  that  the  stimulus  of 
fear  will  be  brought  into  effective  opera* 
tion?  Fear,  Sir,  we  must  remember,  is  at 
best,  but  a  had'  stimulus.  All  persons, 
whatever  their  opinion,  on  the  subject  of 
slavery,  agree  as  to  the  fact,  that,  in  a  given 
time,  a  slave  will  do  twice  as  much  work 
for  himself,  as  he  can,  by  any  amount  of 
punishment  be  oompeUed  to  perform  for 
his  master. 

Such,  Sir,  is  acknowledged  to  be  the 
case,  even  under  the  drivmg  system,  when 
the  negro  is  compelled  to  labour  under  the 
continual  dread  of  the  lash;  when  the 
slightest  relaxation  of  his  toil  is  visited  at 
the  instant,  with  a  stroke  of  the  cart  whip! 
Knowing  this  to  be  the  case,  the  colonists, 
have  umversally  resisted  any  diminution 
whatever  of  the  power  of  applying  this 
stimulus,  on  which  alone  they  can  depend 
for  ohtaining  labour.  It  is  well  known 
that  to  aboliui  the  use  of  the  whip  in  the 
field,  is  one  of  themeasuresfor  the  mitigation 
of  slavery,  which  Mr.  Canning  considered 
to  he  most  immediately  necessary,  and 
which  the  Government  of  this  country, 
ever  since  the  year  1823,  has  constantly 
most  strongly  recommended  to  the  Colonial 
Legislatures.  Yet,  Sir,  although  in  the 
year  I  have  mentioned.  Lord  Seid^ord,  then 
Mr.  Ellis,  declared  in  this  House,  that 
there  could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  propriety 
of  this  regulation,  and  of  the  willing  assent 
of  the  Colonial  Legislatures  to  so  obvious 
and  necessary  an  amelioration,  no  one 
Assembly  has  yet  been  brought  to 
adopt  it. 

Lord  Seaford,  I  fear,  had  not  a  very  Just 
oonoeption  of  the  real  nature  of  the  system, 
and  of  the  mode  in  which  the  slaves  on  his 
own  estate  were  compelled  to  labour.  The 
Assemhlv  of  Jamaica  were  more  accurately 
informed  reelecting  it,  and  accordingly, 
they  have  repeatedly  refused  to  concur  in 
this  proposed  improvement.  The  driving 
system  is  at  this  day  in  full  vigour  in  this 
eolony ;  as  in  all  the  others  having  Repre- 
Motative  AflemUieSt 
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.  the  state  of  things  I  have  descrihed  which 
is  calculated  -  to  lead  to  bloodshed ;  the 
slaves  would  have  obtained  all  they  can 
desire;  why,  therefore  should  they  be  guilty 
of  any  acts  of  violence  ?  As  to  the  masters, 
on  the  other  hand,  I  know  not  in  what 
manner  any  conduct  of  theirs  is  likely  to 
lead  to  colliidon  between  them  and  the 
negroes. 

We  are  told,  that  they  will  resist,  by 
force,  the  execution  of  the  law  giving  free- 
dom to  the  slaves ;  but  have  hon.  Members 
considered  the  possibility  of  such  resistance  ? 
Why,  Sir,  slavery  depends  for  its  existence, 
from  hour  to  hour,  on  the  support  of  the 
military  power  of  this  country  :  this  is  the 
very  breath  of  its  being,  which,  if  with- 
drawn, it  would  perish  at  the  instant ;  no 
active  interference  on  our  part  is  necessary 
in  order  to  put  down  slavery ;  we  have  but 
to  refuse  to  uphold  it,  and  from  that 
moment  it  is  at  an  end.  At  this  late  hour 
I  will  not  trouble  the  House  by  doing  so, 
or  I  should  have  wished  to  read  a  letter 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  giving  a  most 
dramatic  description  of  a  mutiny  which 
occurred  a  few  months  ago  on  an  estate  in 
Antigua,  which  shows,  in  the  most  striking 
manner,  how  entirely  dependent  slavery  is 
upon  the  constant  support  of  a  military 
force.  The  slaves  upon  this  estate,  in  a 
body,  refused  to  work,  or  to  suffer  the 
punishment  which  was  ordered  to  be  in- 
flicted upon  the  first  who  did  so !  Under 
these  circumstances,  what  was  the  resource 
of  the  manager }  Why,  Sir,  he  made  the 
best  of  his  way  to  St.  John's,  and  having 
obtained  from  the  Governor  the  assistance  of 
two  companies  of  infantry,  he  returned  to 
the  estate,  and  having  drawn  up  the 
soldiers  in  the  front  of  the  negro  house, 
with  loaded  muskets  and  fixed  bayonets,  he 
called  out  the  slaves,  had  a  severe  punish- 
ment inflicted. on  the  ringleaders  in  the  re- 
volt, and  thus  succeeded  in  restoring  order. 
But  if,  when  by  the  authority  of  the  Im- 
perial Legislature,  the  slaves  arc  released 
from  the  obligation  to  serve  the  planter, 
the  latter  shall  refuse  to  acknowledge  the 
force  of  this  decree,  what  steps  is  he  to 
take  to  compel  the  negroes  to  continue  to 
submit  to  his  authority  P 

When  summoned  to  their  accustomed 
work,  they  will  treat  the  command  with  de- 
rision, and  will  proceed  to  amuse  or  occupy 
themselves  according  to  their  different  tastes ; 
will  the  manager  with  the  two  or  three 
book-keepers  he  has  to  assist  him  attempt 
with  the  whip  to  enfor<*e  the  obedienoo  of 
900  or  SQQ  neyrof« }  «nd  |f  nqt  ^h«t.  wtll 


he  do  ?  Military  assistance  he  will  have 
none  to  reckon  upon,  since  the  British  troops, 
I  presume,  will  be  more  likely  to  obey  tfie 
authority  of  the  King,  and  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  than  than  of  the  Assembly  of 
Jamaica. 

The  cessation  of  sugar  cultivation  is,  then, 
I  conclude,  the  worst  result  which  is  to  be 
anticipated  from  our  being  compelled  to 
put  an  end  to  slavery,  without  having  the 
assistance  of  the  Colonial  Legislatures. 
What,  on  the  other  hand,  are  the  dangers 
to  be  apprehended  from  adopting  the  course 
recommended  by  my  right  hon.  friend  ? 
The  danger  which  it  is  said  attends  com. 
plete  emancipation,  arises  from  the  proba- 
bility that  the  Colonidl  Legislatures  may 
refuse  to  come  into  such  a  scheme ;  but  are 
they  likely  to  agree  to  that  of  my  right 
hon.  friend  ? — ^and  if  not,  can  you  compel 
them  to  acquiesce?  To  carry  into  efifect 
this  plan,  it  is  not  sufficient  merely  to  ab- 
stain from  giving  your  support  to  the  exist- 
ing system;  you  must,  either  by  persuasion, 
or  by  force,  procure  the  active  support  of 
the  colonists,  to  another  complicated  system 
which  is  to  be  substituted  for  it.  If  we 
have  to  appeal  to  force,  will  the  negroes  be 
tranquil  spectators  of  a  struggle  upon  such 
a  subject  ?  Sir,  1  fear  no  man  can  suppose 
so.  On  the  other  hand,  for  the  reasons  I 
have  already  stated,  I  believe  that,  even  if 
we  had  the  zealous  and  active  co-operarion 
of  the  colonists,  sugar  cultivation  would  be 
arrested  by  the  impossibility  of  obtaining 
effective  labour  from  the  negroes  under 
such  a  system.  But  this,  though  the  worst, 
and,  I  believe,  not  the  probable  result  of 
the  entire  abolition  of  slavery,  is  by  no 
means  the  worst  that  can  happen,  if  the 
proposal  of  my  right  hon.  friend  is  adopted; 
on  the  contrary,  the  breaking  up  of  the 
whole  system,  without  an  actus!  convulsion, 
is,  I  think,  the  best  issue'  to  be  looked  for 
from  such  a  state  of  things,  and  one  which 
1,  at  least,  should  not  be  sanguine  enough 
to  anticipate.  Should  my  right  hon. 
friend  succeed  in  bringing  his  plan  into 
active  operation — should  he  be  fortunate 
enough  to  overcome  all  the  difficulties  I 
have  already  described,  what  will  be  the 
effect  produced  upon  the  minds  of  the 
slaves  ?  They  are  to  be  told  that  they  are 
free;  and,  at  the  same  time,  that  they 
must  stilL  go  on,  as  heretofore,  labouring 
for  their  masters,  and  receiving,  in  return, 
only  the  commonest  necessaries  of  life! 
What  is  the  grievance  of  which  they  now 
complain  f  not  that  they  haye  to  labaur| 
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be  the  effect  of  the  measure  he  has  recom- 
mended^ I  should  be  spared  the  pain  of 
opposing  it ;  but  the  House  must  not  allow 
themselves  to  be  imposed  upon  by  words. 
Slavery  does  not  consist  in  a  name.  The 
real  distinction  between  slavery  and  freedom 
is^  that  in  a  state  of  freedom  men  work 
because  they  are  convinced  that  it  is  their 
interest  to  do  so — because  their  reason  is 
satisfied  that,  comparing  the  privations 
which  idleness  will  entail  upon  them,  with 
the  advantages  which  industry  will  com- 
mand, it  is  better  for  them  to  labour,  than 
to  indulge  in  their  natural  inclination  for 
repose.  In  a  state  of  slavery,  on  the  other 
hand,  men  work  from  fear,  for  the  benefit 
of  others.  If,  as  I  believe,  this  is  the  only 
distinction  between  a  state  of  slavery  and  a 
state  of  freedom,  I  ask,  how  can  it  be  said; 
that  my  right  hon.  friend  by  his  proposal 
would  get  rid  of  slavery?  By  that  plan 
the  negro  is  to  be  apprenticed  to  a  master 
not  of  his  own  choice,  and  is  to  be  compelled 
to  enter  into  a  contract,  the  terms  of  which 
he  is  not  at  liberty  to  alter  or  to  reject. 
For  that  master  he  is  to  be  compiled 
to  labour  three-fourths  of  his  day,  and 
in  return  he  is  to  receive  the  same  supplies, 
the  same  necessaries,  which  the  planter 
is  at  present  in  the  habit  of  furnishing. 
Now,  Sir,  it  appears  by  the  evidence  last 
year  given  before  the  Committees  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  that  the  annual 
value  of  all  supplies,  of  every  description, 
usually  furnished  by  a  Jamaica  planter,  to 
each  negro,  is  highly  estimated  at  45^. 
Mr.  Shand,  a  planter  of  long  experience, 
states  this  to  be  the  amount ;  other  witnesses 
put  it  much  lower;  but  allow  that  it 
is  even  higher  than  Mr.  Shand  has  stated, 
and  assume  that  528.  is  not  more  than  the 
value  of  the  supplies  now  furnished  to  the 
negroes,  it  will  follow  that  according  to  the 
proposal  of  my  right  hon.  friend,  a  shilling 
a  week,  or  2d,  a-day,  is  to  be  the  re- 
muneration for  which  the  negro  is,  during 
three-fourths  of  his  time,  to  be  compelled 
to  labour.  But,  what  is  the  real  value 
of  this 'labour  ?  This,  fortunately,  we  have 
the  means  of  ascertaining.  Several  wit- 
nesses have  stated,  that  in  hiring  a  jobbing 
gang,  in  the  island  of  Jamaica,  3s,  4^ 
a-day,  is  usually  paid  for  each  n^o.  At 
the  same  rate,  ihe  value  of  three-quarters 
of  a  day's  work,  would  be  half-a-crown. 
It  follows,  therefore,  that  the  labour  which 
the  apprenticed  negro  is  to  be  compelled  to 
give  to  his  master,  for  2d  isfairly  and  honest- 
ly worth  exactly  fifteen  times  that  sum.  My 
light  hon.  friend  has  asked^  in  what  respect  I 


the  condition  of  the  apprenticed  n^ro  will 
differ  from  that  of  a  labourer  in  this 
country,  who  has  entered  into  a  contract  to 
work  for  a  particular  master  for  a  con- 
siderable period ;  since  he  says  the  English 
labourer  thinks  himself  well  off,  if  he  can 
earn  a  subsistence  for  himself  and  his  family. 
I  say,  that  the  difference  between  the  two 
cases  is  simply,  that  in  the  one  the  contract 
is  voluntary,  in  the  other  it  is  not ;  that  in 
the  one  case,  the  labourer  receives  the 
whole,  in  the  other,  only  a  trifling  pro- 
portion of  the  value  of  his  labour;  and 
that  what  my  right  hon.  friend  proposes  is 
in  effect,  whatever  it  may  be  in  name,  a 
virtual  retention  of  the  principle  of  slavery, 
the  exaction,  by  compulsion,  of  labour  for 
the  advantage,  not  of  the  labourer  but 
of  the  master.  Af^er  my  right  hon.  friend's 
eloquent  description  of  the  injustice  and 
horrors  of  slavery,  I  tkink,  therefore,  that 
it  was  for  him  to  have  shown  what  ad- 
vantage he  supposes  would  arise  from  this 
apprenticeship  of  the  negro,  which  I  main* 
tain  to  be  neither  more  nor  less  than  a 
continuance  of  the  whole  principle  of 
slavery.  Is  this  system  intended  for  the 
benefit  of  the  negro  or  the  master?  My 
right  hon  friend  has  not  very  distinctly  ex- 
plained himself  upon  this  point;  but  it 
is  one  on  which  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  there  should  be  a  clear  understanding. 
Let  us  have  no  doubt  or  disguise  on  the 
subject;  Vince  I  must  enter  my  most  decided 
and  solemn  protest  against  the  continuance, 
for  however  short  a  time,  of  any  part 
of  the  existing  system,  with  a  view  to  the 
pecuniary  interest  of  the  planters.  What- 
ever claim  the  master  may  have  on  this 
country,  which  is  a  point  for  future  con- 
sideration, he  can  have  none  whatever 
on  the  slaves.  They  can  have  incurred  no 
debt  by  having  been  the  victims  of  violence 
and  wrong;  they  might,  perhaps,  on  the 
contrary,  claim  some  compensation  from 
the  master  for  their  past  sufferings  and  un- 
requited services.  My  right  hon.  friend 
may  perhaps  say,  that  his  plan  is  intended 
for  the  benefit  of  both  master  and  slave. 
If  so,  the  way  in  which  it  is  to  operate  for 
the  benefit  of  the  slave  ought  to  have  been 
made  more  manifest  At  first  sight,  at 
least,  it  is  difficult  to  understand  how  the 
slave  can  be  benefited  by  giving  away 
so  large  a  portion  of  the  value  of  his  labour 
to  one  who  has  in  justice  no  claim  whatever 
upon  him.  I  imderstood  my  right  hon. 
friend  to  say,  that  he  proposed  that  the 
negroes  should  be  placed  in  this  state  of 
apprenticeship^  because  he  did  not  consider: 
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the  Local  Legislatures  in  providing  for  the 
religious  and  moral  education  of  the  negro 
population  to  be  emancipated." 

I  am  too  well  aware  of  the  extent  and 
of  the  importance  of  these  Resolutions  to 
desire  to  call  upon  the  House  to  pro- 
nounce on  them  hastily.  It  was  with  the 
greatest  regret  that  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment felt  themselves  unable  to  accede  to 
a  proposition  which  was  made  to  them  to 
defer  bringing  forward  their  plan  on  this 
subject.  But,  after. the  publicity  which 
had  been  given  to  all  the  details  of  the 
proposed  measure,  the  Government  felt 
that  it  was  important,  in  justice  to  them- 
selves and  to  their  plan,  to  refuse  the  de- 
lay, and  to  state,  through  their  official 
organ  in  that  House,  the  grounds  and 
principles  of  the  proposed  measure.  Hav- 
ing done  so,  however,  I  have  no  wish 
whatever  to  call  for  a  sudden  decision  of 
the  House  upon  the  subject.  If  it  should 
be  the  desire  of  any  hon.  Member  to  have 
further  time  to  consider  the  Resolutions, 
I  am  not  only  prepared  to  accede  to  such 
an  intimation,  but  Imust  confess  that  I 
think  it  would  be  very  just  and  reasonable. 
It  will,  therefore,  be  in  the  discretion  of 
the  House,  whether  they  will  enter  into 
the  discussion  of  the  question  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  or  not. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  asked  whether  it  was 
intended  that  the  negroes  should  be  sub- 
ject to  corporal  punishment  if  they  violat- 
ed the  contracts  into  which  they  entered 
with  their  masters  ? 

Mr.  Stanley  replied,  that  they  certainly 
would  be  so.  The  power  of  punishment, 
however,  would  be  taken  from  individual 
planters,  and  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Magistrates.  In  fact,  there  would  be  no 
difference  between  the  labourer  who  en- 
tered into  a  contract  in  the  West- India 
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minor 


right  hon.  friend.     If  I  disapproved  ^only 
of  the  details  of  that.plan — ^if  I  ooold  hsve 
any  hope  that  those  modificatums  to  wbidi 
my  right  hon.  friend  has  stated  .that  he 
will  not  be    unwilling  to   asaenty   ooold 
remove  the  strong  objections  which  I.enfter- 
tain  to  it,  I  certainly  would  have  veaerved 
for  a  future  opportunity  the  ohaervatioBt 
which   I  now  feel  called  upon  to  make. 
But,  Sir,  I  fear  that  the  di£ference  bctwcea 
us  is  one  of  prindplei   which  no 
alterations  can  get  over;  and, 
feeling  as  I  do  upon  this  subject,  1  most 
endeavour  to  state  to  the  House  the  groonds 
of  my  dissent  from  the  measure  proposed 
by  my  right  hon.  friend.    Su",  there  is  per- 
haps hardly  any  other    question  in  die 
whole  range  of  our  policy  upon  which 
I   could  have  been  induce!  to  take  the 
course  which  I  am  now  about  to  adopt. 
Upon  almost  any  other  subject  I  should 
have  yielded  my  own  opinion  to  that  of  the 
Members  of  the  present  Government     I 
should  have  done  so^  not  only  from  the 
desire  to  avoid  the  pain  of  difiering  irom 
them,  but  also  because,  with  the  perfect 
assurance  I  have  of  the  uprightness  and 
honesty  of  their  intentions,  and  with  the 
confidence  I  feel  in  their  ability  to  dedde 
what  course,  under  all  circumstances,  it  is 
best  to  pursue,   I   should  have  felt  that 
in  deferring  to  their  judgment,  I  was  not 
only  consulting  my  private  feelings,   hut 
doing  that  which  my  public  duty  refilled. 
But,  Sir,  this  is  a  question  of  which  my 
right  hon.  friend  has  eloquently  described 
the  importance— 4me  on  which  i  feel  to  be 
at  stake,  not  only  the  honour  of  this  countiy, 
but   the  happiness  or  misery   of  neariy 
800,000  of  our  fellow-creatuzes,  with  the 
lives  of  many  of  these  unoffending  peraoos. 
It  is  also  a  question  to  which  during  the 
last  two  years  my  attention  has  been  aunost 
constantly  directed;  whidi,  during  that 
colonies,  and  a  labourer  who  entered  into  !  period,  I  may  fiurly  say,  has  occupied  the 


a  similar  contract  in  this  country. 

The  Resolutions  having  been  read  by 
the  Speaker, 

Viscount  Homtck  spoke  as  follows* : — 
Sir,  I  can  assure  the  House,  that  I  rise 
upon  this  occasion  with  feelings  so  painful 
as  hardly  to  leave  me  the  power  oi  u  tterancc 
Situated  as  I  am,  the  House  must  be  aware 
how  distressing  it  must  be  to  me  to  find 
myself  compelled,  by  an  imperative  sense  of 


lar|^r  portion  of  my  time,  and  upon  which 
I  have,  therefore,  formed  opinions  not  eaaUy 
to  be  shaken ;  hence  also  the  strane  con- 
viction on  my  mind  is,  that  the  adoption  of 
any  measure  (bunded  on  the  principles 
whidi  my  right  hon.  friend  has  laid  down« 
must  lead  to  the  most  fatal  results.  How- 
ever unwillingly,  I  must  state  to  the  House 
what  are  the  oonsideratians  which  have  led 
me  to  that  conclusion.    My  right   hon. 


duty,  to  cxpres!(  an  oyunion  adverse  to  the  '  ^^^  has  said,  that  he  proposes  at  once  to 


)))«u  which  has  just  been  unfolded  by  my 

•  Uo|Mnu^i  fixvm  ih^s c^rnecicd  Hcport  puU 
U»h<^d  by  RulgxvA)\ 


place  the  n^roes  almost  in  a  state  of 
freedom— to  give  them  (I  think  was  his 
expression)  idl  the  essentials  of  freedom. 
Could  I  be  persuaded  chat  such  wott]4 
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master,  by  a  denre  to  avmd  fatigue,  and  to 
reserye  his  strength  for  his  own  portion  of 
the  day ;  while  it  will  be  only  a  natural 
feelinfl^  which  will  incline  him  to  render, 
what  he  will  necessarily  reoard  as  an  un*. 
just  demand  upon  him,  as  httle  advantage- 
ous as  possible  to  the  person  by  whom  that 
demand  is  wa4ffr 

The  plan,  therefore,  which  has  been  pro- 
posed, will  fail  to  act  upon  the  will  of  the 
negro;  there  is  no  chance  of  his,  voluntarily, 
ezertinff  himself.  Can  it  on  the  other 
hand,  be  expected,  that  the  stimulus  of 
fear  will  be  brought  into  effective  opera* 
tion?  Fear,  Sir,  we  must  remember,  is  at 
best,  but  a  bad'  stimulus.  All  persons, 
whatever  their  opinion,  on  the  subject  of 
slavery,  agree  as  to  the  fact,  that,  in  a  given 
time,  a  slave  will  do  twice  as  much  work 
for  himself,  as  he  can,  by  any  amount  of 
mmishment  be  compelled  to  perform  for 
his  master. 

Such,  Sir,  is  acknowledged  to  be  the 
case,  even  under  the  driving  system,  when 
the  negro  is  compelled  to  labour  under  the 
continual  dread  of  the  lash;  when  the 
slightest  relaxation  of  hu  toil  is  visited  at 
the  instant,  with  a  stroke  of  the  cart  whip! 
Knowinff  this  to  be  the  case,  the  colonists, 
have  universally  resisted  any  diminution 
whatever  of  the  power  of  applying  this 
stimulus,  on  which  alone  they  can  depend 
for  obtaining  labour.  It  is  well  known 
that  to  aboli2i  the  use  of  the  whip  in  the 
field,  is  one  of  themeasuresfor  the  mitigation 
of  slavery,  which  Mr.  Canning  considered 
to  be  most  immediately  necessary,  and 
which  the  Government  of  this  country, 
ever  since  the  year  1823,  has  constantly 
most  strongly  recommended  to  the  Colonial 
Legislatures^  Yet,  Sir,  although  in  the 
year  I  have  mentioned,  Lord  Sei^ord,  then 
Mr.  Ellis,  declared  in  this  House,  that 
there  could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  propriety 
of  this  regulation,  and  of  the  vrilling  assent 
of  the  Colonial  Legislatures  to  so  obvious 
and  necessary  an  amelioration,  no  one 
Assembly  has  yet  been  brought  to 
adopt  it. 

Lord  Seaford,  I  fear,  had  not  a  very  Just 
conception  of  the  real  nature  of  the  system, 
and  Off  the  mode  in  which  the  skives  on  his 
own  estate  were  compelled  to  labour.  The 
Assemblv  of  Jamaica  were  more  accurately 
informed  respecting  it,  and  accordingly, 
they  have  repeatedly  refused  to  concur  in 
this  proposed  improvement.  The  driving 
system  is  at  this  day  in  full  vigour  in  this 
cokmy ;  as  in  all  the  others  having  Repre- 
ftntatiyg  AsKmUieSt 


But,  in  the  Crown  colonies,  the  use  of 
the  whip  in  the  field  has  been  prohibited ; 
and  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  reading  to 
the  House  the  opinion  of  penons  connected 
with  the  colonics,  as  to  the  restrictions  on 
the  power  of  punishment  which  have  been 
imposed  by  the  Order  in  Council. 

^The  colonists  reaDy  wish  to  remove 
'  every  feature  of  slavery  that  appeals  re« 

*  nulsive  to  the  people  of  England ;  but  it 
'  IS  clear,  that  as  the  slaves  are  entitled  to 
'  food,  clothing,  lodging,  and  medical  at- 
'  tendance,  from  the  master,  it  is  only  by 
'  the  fear  of  punishment  that  the  ill-disposed 
'  skve  can  be  induced  to  work ;  and  by  the 
'  new  Order  in  Council  the  power  of  the 

*  proprietor  and  manager  is  so  fettered  and 
'  restricted,  that  what  is  left  is  only  suffici* 
'  ent  as  a  source  of  strug^e  and  irritation 
'  between  the  ill-disposed  slave  and  his 
'  manager,  but  inadequate  to  secure  the 
'  performance  of  reasonable  work.' 

What  is  here  said,  of  the  ilUdinosed 
slave  may  be  said  of  all  the  slaves ;  ror  so 
far  as  having  a  strong  disinclination  to  work 
for  the  benefit  of  another,  all  the  slaves  are 
ill-disposed.  Sir,  this  opinion  comes  from 
persons  entitled,  upon  this  question,  to 
much  consideration.  It  is  an  extract  finom 
a  remonstrance  against  the  last  Order  in 
Cound],  drawn  up  by  a  Committee  of 
merchants  and  planters,  interested  in  the 
Crown  colonies.  Experience  has  fullv 
confirmed  the  accuracy  of  the  view  whi^ 
they  have  taken.  My  right  hon.  friend  has 
quoted  a  remarkable  return  of  the  punish* 
ments  inflicted  during  the  last  three  years 
in  the  colony  of  Demerara.  I  had  meant 
to  have  cailed  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  that  return,  but  I  will  not  again  repeat 
the  details  which  have  been  already  given. 
I  need  only  remind  the  House  that  it 
showed  that  while  there  has  been  a  decrease 
in  the  population,  there  has  been  an  extra- 
ordinary  increase  both  in  the  number  and 
in  the  severity  of  punishments ;  and  I  must 
add,  what  my  right  hon.  friend  omitted, 
that  the  official  report  of  the  very  active 
and  intelligent  officer,  now  protector  of 
sbves  in  Demerara,  from  which  this  return 
is  taken,  goes  on  to  state,  that  three>fourths 
of  these  punishments  have  been  infficted  in 
consequence  of  difficulties  with  respect  to 
the  performance  of  work ;  they  are  described 
in  the  records  transmitted  to  his  office,  as 
being  for  ''bad  work;"  and  the  same  officer 
states  that  seven-eighths  of  all  the  punish^* 
ments  inflicted  in  the  colony,  arise,  directly 
or  indirectly,  from  this  cause.  The  pro- 
tector also  states^  that  while  the  amount  of 
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Act.— ByMi^r  Bbavclbrk,  firom  Wimbledon;  and  by 
Lord  G.  Lknnox,  from  Oving,— against  Tithes. — By  Mr. 
CAYX.BY,  from  Tadcaater,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Malt 
Tax  and  Aaseased  Taxea.— By  Sir  J.  Jomvtonb,  from 
Scarborough,  for  an  Inquiry  into  the  State  of  the  British 
Shipping  interest. — By  Mr.  J.  Fikldjsn,  from  Blackburn, 
■gainst  the  Irish  Church  TemporalltSes  Bill.— By  Mr. 
Cay2<by,  and  Sir  B.  W.  Guisk,  from  aevetal  Plaoea, 
—for  a  Repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax.— By  Mr.  SiNCi^m, 
from  several  Places  in  Scotland,  for  Amending  tlie  Exist- 
ing System  o(  Church  Patronage  in  Scotland. — By  Mr. 
O'CoNNXLL,  £rom  Balmerino,  tat  Relief  to  Ireland;  from 
the  Saddlers  of  Dublin,  and  from  Enniscorthy  and  Temple- 
shannon,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Union;  from  Strathmiglo, 
for  the  Abolition  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  as  c(Minected 
with  the  State;  and  from  two  Places,  against  Tithes  and 
Church  Cess :  al«o  from  sereral  Parishes  in  Dublin,  and 
other  Places :  and  by  Mr.  F.  O'Connor,  from  Ballymoney, 
and  Kenneigh, — against  the  Suppression  of  Disturbances 
(Ireland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  Wtnn  Ellis,  from  a  Dissenting 
Congregation,  Liverpool:  and  by  Colonel  Wiluams, 
from  the  Dissenters  of  Ashton-under-Lyne,  for  Relief  to 
the  Dissenters,  from  their  present  Grievances. — By  Mr. 
J.  Oswald,  and  Mr.  Dunlop,  from  the  Handloom 
Weavers  of  several  Places,  for  the  Appointment  of  a  Board 
of  Trade  to  Ululate  Wages. — By  Mr.  Oliphant,  and 
Mr.  J.  Oswald,  from  Perth  and  Galston,  against  the  Com 
Laws.— By  Sir  H.  Parnbll,  frtnn  Maryborough;  and  Mr. 
Sinclair,  from  Armagh,  for  substituting  a  Solemn  AiSr- 
mation  for  an  Oath. — By  Sir  H.  Parnkll,  from  the 
Coach  Proprietors  and  Postmasters,  on  the  Lines  of  Road 
between  London,  Worcester,  dec.,  that  the  same  Principle 
of  Taxation  may  be  applied  to  both  Rail-roads  and  Com- 
mon-roads; and  from  Dundee,  for  certain  Alterations  in 
the  Law  of  Sootiand. — By  Mr.  O'Connkll,  from  Dublin ; 
Mr.  RojRBDCK,  from  Bath ;  Mr.  Sinclair,  from  Brighton ; 
and  Mr.  Collibr,  from  Plymouth,— for  granting  to  the 
Inhabitants  of  Corporate  Towns  the  Right  of  Electing 
their  own  Municipal  and  Local  Magistrates. — By  Mr. 
Fincb,  from  Stamford;  Mr.  Brodib,  ftxmi  Sali^mry; 
and  Mr.  Wignbt,  from  Brighton  —for  the  Rq^  or 
Amendment  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act. — By  Mr.  Roebuck, 
Mr.  O'Connxll,  and  Sir  W.  Molbsworth,  from  several 
Places,— against  Tithes. — By  Sir  R.  Inolis,  Sir  John 
AsTLBY,  Lord  MoBPBTH,  Sir  H.  Pabnxll,  Sir  W. 
Guisx,  Lord  G.  Lbnnox,  Lord  G.  Bbntinck,  Lord 
LUMLBY,  Colonel  Davibs,  Sir  W.  Molbswortb,  Colonel 
ToRRBNS,  Mi^or  Fancourt,  Lord  Dalmbny,  and 
Messrs.  A.  Johnston,  Gully,  Hurst,  Ewart,  Dillwtn, 
RoPBR,  Collibr,  Wbylano,  H.  A.  Fbllowks,  Chich- 
bstbr,  Ramsbottom,  Caylby,  Sinclair,  O'Connbll, 
Wynn  Ellis,  J.  Oswald,  Bannbrman,  J.  Martin, 
Whitmore,  Philips,  Todd,  and  Hornby,  from  a  great 
Number  of  Places, — against  Slavery. — By  Lord  Mor- 
pbth,  Lord  G.  Bbntinck,  Sir  R.  Inolis,  Sir  Eardlrt 
WiLMOT,  Sir  Andrew  Aonbw,  Sir  Robert  Siboon, 
Sir  W.  Guise,  Colonel  G.  Wiluams,  Messrs.  A.  John- 
ston, Hope,  Wetland,  Strutt,  and  Sinclair,  frtnn  a 
Number  of  Places, — for  the  Better  Observance  of  the 
Sabbath. — By  Mr.  Oupbant,  from  Perth,  for  Amending 
the  Scotch  Law  of  Bankruptcy. — By  Mr.  Clay,  from 
St.  Paul's,  Deptford,  for  Relief  from  the  General  Distress, 
and  from  the  Expense  of  the  Metropolitan  Policeb — ^By 
Mr.  Bannbrman,  from  Aberdeen,  for  a  Revision  of  the 
Apothecaries  Act — ^By  Mr.  J.  Martin,  from  Sligo,  for 
Substituting  a  Solemn  Affirmation  for  an  Oath. — By  Lord 
Morpeth,  from  Leeds,  ag^nst  the  Com  Laws. — By  Sir 
John  Astlby,  from  Bristow,  against  the  Malt  Tax. — By 
Mr.  Hornby,  from  Warrington,  for  Transferring  the 
Assizes  from  Lancaster  to  the  former  Place;  and  for 
Relief  to  the  DLnenters  from  their  present  Grievances. — 
By  Mr.  Hornby,  from  Warrington;  Mr.  Clay,  from 
St.  Mary's,  Whitechapel ;  and  Mr.  Todd,  frtxn  Honiton, 
against  tiie  Assessed  Taxes. — By  Sir  R.  Inolis,  from  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Ely,  against  the  Church  Temporalities 
(Ireland)  BUL — ^By  hard  Morpbth,  Mr.  Hornby,  and 
Sir  R.  Inous,  from  several  Places, — for  Amending  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act 

AsoLiTioii  OF  Slavery.]  Sir  Richard 


Vyvyan  took  the  q^portunity,  upon,  the 
preflentadon  of  aome  Petitions  against  negro 
slavery^  of  giving  a  positive  contcadiction 
to  some  of  the  statements  made  by  the  zight 
hon.  Secretary  for  the  Colonies^  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  to  the  House  last 
night.  That  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated,  that  the  recommendations  of  Govern- 
ment had  been  totally  disregarded  by  the 
slave-owners  in  the  West  Indies,  and  the 
colonial  legislatures,  and  applied  the  obser. 
vation  more  particularly  to  the  island  of 
Jamaica.  This  statement  was  inoonect, 
for  the  legislature  there  had  passed  an  Act 
in  the  year  1832,  whereby  the  evidence  of 
the  slave  was  not  only  admitted  against  his 
master,  but  also  against  the  overseer.  An- 
other of  the  allegations  made  by  the  rig|ht 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  that  the  evidence  of 
the  slave  could  only.be  received  clogged 
with  the  recommendation  of  his  master. 
But  this  allegation  had  reference  to  one 
part  of  the  colonies  only,  the  island  of 
Antigua.  It  was  also  most  erroneoosly 
stated  that  a  slave  could  receive  thirty-nine 
lashes  for  only  looking  his  master  in  tiie 
face. 

Mr.  Hume  rose  to  order.  That  was  not 
the  proper  period  to  answer  a  debate  which 
took  place  on  a  former  occasion. 

The  Speaker  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  not  strictly  out  of  order. 
It  was  for  him  to  consider  how  far  the 
course  he  was  pursuing  promoted  the  con* 
venience  of  the  House. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  was  merely  anxious 
to  negative  aUegations  which  had  been 
brought  against  a  most  respectable  body  of 
men  by  the  Secretary  and  Under-Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  and  which  oaght  not  to 
be  suffered  to  so  forth  to  the  public  with- 
out a  contradiction  on  the  earliest  opportu- 
nity. The  right  hon.  Secretary  was  mis- 
informed with  r^ard  to  the  corporal  pun* 
ishment  of  the  negroes.  He  knew  many 
instances  in  which  a  much  heavier  punish- 
ment than  the  infliction  of  thirtv-nine 
stripes  had  been  visited  upon  those  who  had 
inflicted  a  very  small  corporal  punishment 
upon  an  ofiending  slave.  Instances  had 
occurred  in  the  colonies  of  \0OL  having 
been  handed  over  to  the  overseer  for  the 
manumission  of  a  slave  who  had  been  ill- 
treated.  If  these  facts  had  not  been  brought 
forward  at  the  present  moment,  it  would 
operate  very  much  to  the  injury  of  justice. 
Justice  he  wished  to  be  done  toall  parties,  and 
surely  justice  was  due  to  those  individuals 
whose  property  must  greatly  suffer  by  the 
minist^ial  propositions. 
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negroes  should  not  at  once  be  removed,  but 
that  its  weight  should  gradually  be 
diminished,  so  that  they  mi^t  pass,  as  it 
were,  insensibly  from  sJavery  to  freedom. 
Sir,  I  can  now  hardly  account  to  myself  for 
the  facility  with  which  I  received  this  doc 
trine,  as  one  of  which  the  truth  was  beyond 
dispute ;  and  it  is  only  by  the  progress  of 
the  discussions  which  have  recently  taken 
place,  by  the  practicsl  difficulties  which 
have  been  met  with  in  every  endeavour  to 
mitigate  the  horrors  of  slavery,  and  by  the 
failure  of  the  attempt  which  has  been  made 
during  the  last  ten,  and  still  more  during 
the  last  two  years,  to  carry  Mr.  Canning's 
views  into  effect,  that  I  have  been  at  length 
convinced,  that,  if  the  system  is  to  be  main, 
tained  at  all,  it  had  better  be  so  altogether, 
and  that,  if  labour  is  to  be  obtained  by 
force,  and  not  by  acting  upon  the  will  of 
the  labourer,  it  is  better  for  all  parties  that 
the  master  should  be  a  completely  irrespons- 
ible despot.  In  this  state  of  things,  there 
would  be  individual  cases  of  more  revolting 
cruelty,  than  when  the  opposite  system  is 
pursued,  but  the  total  amount  of  suffering, 
I  believe,  would  be  less  ;  in  Jamaica,  for 
instance,  atrocities  may  take  place  which 
would  be  impossible  in  Demerara,  where 
the  Order  in  Council  is  in  force,  but  the 
whole  number  of  lashes  inflicted,  I  have 
reason  to  believe,  as  I  have  already  said,  to 
be  greater  in  proportion  in  the  latter. 

Now,  Sir,  if  such  is  the  effect  of  the 
attempt  to  enforce  compulsory  labour,  under 
the  regulations  established  by  the  Order  in 
Councd,  what  is  to  be  expected  from  the 
same  attempt  under  the  restrictions  which 
my  right  hon.  friend  proposes  to  establish. 
If  the  master  in  Demerara  has  now  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  obtaining*  effective 
labour  from  his  slave,  how  will  he  be  able 
to  get  it  from  the  apprentice?  I  have 
already  shown,  in  a  manner  which  I  think 
it  will  be  difficult  to  answer,  that  the 
apprentice  will  have  no  motive  whatever 
to  work  hard,  that  it  will  be  his  object, 
during  the  seven  hours  and  a-half  which 
he  is  to  give  to 'his  master,  to  stand  with 
the  hoe  in  his  hand,  and  to  do  as  little  as 
he  possibly  can,  because  he  knows,  that 
whether  he  works  well  or  ill,  he  will 
receive  only  the  15th  part  of  tlie  value  of 
his  labour---[An  Hon»  member  here  said, 
that  Lord  Howick  had  forgot  to  calculate 
the  subsistence  of  the  slaves.]  The  hon. 
Member  near  me  objects,  that  in  calculating 
the  remuneration  which  the  negro  is  to 
receive.  I  omitted  to  take  into  account  the 
value  of  his  subsistence  supplied  to  him  by 


his  master.  Sir,  I  am  surprised,  that  the^ 
hon.  Member,  who  seems  to  take  an  interest 
in  this  question,  should  not  be  better 
acquainted  with  the  system  prevailing  in 
Jamaica,  with  respect  to  the  subsistence  of 
the  slaves* 

Sir,  the  slaves  do  not  depend  for  their 
support  upon  their  masters.  I  have  already 
stated,  upon  the  authority  of  Mr.  Shand, 
that  the  whole  value  of  the  supplies  of 
every  sort  furnished  to  the  negro,  is  only 
45  shillings  annually,  and  of  these  supplies, 
the  only  part  which  consists  of  any  thine 
of  the  nature  of  food,  is  a  third  of  a  barrel 
of  herrings,  which  is  used  less  as  food  than 
as  seasoning  to  the  food  with  which  the 
neox)  supplies  himself. 

But,  Sir,  as  the  hon.  Member  has  men- 
tioned this  point,  and  it  is  one  on  wbicfa,  I 
believe,  a  good  deal  of  misapprehension  ex- 
ists, I  will  take  the  liberty  of  reading  to  the 
House  a  more  particular  description  of  the 
actual  practice,  which  has  been  given  by 
the  very  best  authority.  The  passase  I 
am  '*  about  to  read,  is  from  a  work  entitled 
Notices  of  Jamaica,  in  the  years  1810  and 
1 81 1,"  by  a  Gentleman  of  the  name  of  Mat- 
thison,  a  planter  of  many  years'  experience, 
who  has  given  in  this  work,  what  are,  I 
believe,  admitted  to  be  useful  practical  in- 
structions as  to  the  manaeement  of  a  plant- 
ation. In  this  work,  after  a  discussion  as 
to  the  different  kinds  of  canes  best  adapted 
to  particular  situations,  I  find  the  follow-  - 
ing  account  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  subsistence  of  the  n^ro  is  provided 
for. 

^  As  soon  as  a  negro  is  established  on  a' 
plantation,  he  is  furnished  with  a  lot  of 
land,  and  after  a  certain  interval  is  expected 
to  subsist  his  family  and  himself  by  his 
own  exertions.  This  rule  is  laid  down 
for  males  and  females.  If  it  should 
happen  that,  through  idleness,  or  sickness, 
or  old  age,  or  in  consequence  of  too 
numerous  a  family  of  children,  the  provi- 
sion ground  should  be  neglected,  or  become 
unproductive  or  insufficient,  the  negro 
is  not  allowed  to  expect,  nor,  in  point 
of  fact,  does  he  obtain  assistance  from  the 
stores  of  the  plantation.  There  are 
many  exceptions  to  this  practice;  some 
arising  from  local  considerations,  and 
others  occasioned  by  the  superior  good 
policy  and  humanity  of  individual 
planters ;  but  I  state  it  broadly,  that  such 
is  the  general  practice  from  one  end  of  the 
island  to  the  other.  In  case  of  need, 
brothers  assist  their  sisters,  uncles  assist 
their  nieces,  and  children  maintain  their 
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IHinuduneiits  is  thus  increftsing,  the  effect 
produced  is  daily  diminishing,  that  there  is 
a  growing  difficulty  in  compelling  the  ne- 
groes to  w<H*k.  It  is  found,  that  as  the 
application  of  the  stimulus  of  fear  hecomes 
less  immediate,  it  is  necessary  to  render  it 
more  intense*;  hut  every  increase  in  the 
severity  of  the  punishments  inflicted,  only 
renders  a  still  further  increase  necessary, 
and  the  planters  speedily  arrive  at  the  limit 
of  what  they  are  by  law  permitted  to  inflict. 
When  this  is  the  case,  the  negroes  know 
that  they  have  nothing  further  to  fear,  and 
they  can  with  impunity  enjoy  the  pleasure 
of  revenge,  by  rendering  their  labour  un« 
productive  to  their  masters,  and  in  the 
words  1  have  quoted,  the  power  of  the 
manager  is  '*  found  to  be  only  sufficient  as 
a  source  of  struggle  between  the  slave  and 
his  manager,  but  inadequate  to  secure  the 
performance  of  reasonable  work."  Such> 
Sir,  is  the  result  to  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  protector  of  slaves,  things  are  at  this 
moment  rapidly  tending  in  Demerara;  I 
cannot,  therefore,  agree  with  my  right  hon. 
friend  in  attributing  the  rejection,  by  the 
Colonial  Legislatures,  of  the  recommenda- 
tion  to  prohibit  the  use  of  the  whip  in  the 
fleld,  to  what  he  termed,  in  the  words  of 
Mr.  Canning,  their  "  abstract  love  of  the 
cart»whip."  On  the  contrary,  I  believe 
that  in  rejecting  this  advio^  they  have 
shown  that  they  understood  better  than 
those  by  whom  it  was  tendered,  the  real 
nature  of  the  system  they  were  asked  to 
modify^  Sir,  I  believe  iJiey  judged  cor- 
rectly, and  that,  if  the  system  is  to  be  kept 
up  at  all,  it  is  better  it  should  be  kept  up 
in  its  full  vigour,  and  that  there  should  be 
no  relaxation  of  its  severity.  My  right 
hon.  friend  has  asked  if  190,000  lashes  are 
inflicted  in  Demerara,  what  must  be  the 
number  in  Jamaica?  Sir,  I  believe  the 
number  is  out  of  all  comparison  smaller  in 
proportion  in  Jamaica.  A  good  master  in 
Jamaica  is  rarely  compelled  actually  to 
make  use  of  the  whip.  The  certainty  that 
it  is  at  hand,  and  that,  if  necessary,  it  will 
be  used  at  the  moment,  is  sufficient  to  in* 
duoe  the  slaves  to  woric  steadily  without 
its  actual  infliction.  But,  in  Demerara,  the 
insufficiency  of  the  power  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  planter,  leads  to  its  frequent 
and  severe  use,  because  it  renders  the 
obedience  of  the  slave  less  ready.  Sir,  I 
firmly  believe  the  well-meant  measures 
whiA  have  been  adopted  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  oondition  of  the  slaves,  have  not 
in  reaUty  tended  to  their  good,  and  this 
Ulief  is  nol  a  liltk  iaweasod  Irjr  thefi^t, 


that,  in  no  cflony  is  the  mortalitj'aJiiODgft 
the  slave  populatum  so  great  as  in 
Demerara. 

Siry  I  am  awaro  that  it  will  be  aaid,  that 
the  opinion  I  have  now  expressed  is  inoan. 
sistent  -with  that  which  I .  have  fonneriy 
maintained  on  this  subject,  nor  do  I  deny 
that  my  opinion  has  gradually  mideigoiK 
a  very  great  altetation.    The  jnore  I  haTc 
inquired  into  it,  the  further  my   views 
of  the  necessity  of  a  change   c€  system 
have  extended.  When  I  sat  on  the  oppoaiie 
benches,  I  had  adopted  (I  am  now^  aahtamnd 
to  think  how  lightly)  the  common  nodon, 
that  it  is  a  ddusion  to  talk  of  the  evfls  of 
slavery,  and  that   the  outcry  upcm.diis 
question  has  been  nosed,  pardy  hy  persons 
of  great,  but  mistaken  humanly,  P^^J  hy 
others,  having  motives  of  aiess  praiaewcnthy 
kind.  So  strong  was  this  feeUnginmj  mind, 
that  the  last  time  this  question  was  dis* 
cussed,  while  I  sat  on  the  other  aide  of 
the  House,  when  only  a  lew  days  before 
the  dissolution    of   Parliament  in    1850, 
a  motion  (which  most  hon.  Membexs  must 
remember)  was  made  respecting  it  by  the 
present  Lend  Chancellor,  even  his  eloquence 
failed  to  convince  me  that  the  interference 
of  Parliament  was  called  for.     I  thought 
that  there  was  more  of  dedamation  in  the 
highly-wrou^t  pictures  of  individual  cases 
of  cruelty  which  he  drew,  than  of  argument 
to  prove  that  these  acts  of  cruelty  arooe  out 
of  the  system  he  condemned,  and  though  I 
was  at  that  time,  as  since,  a  follower  of  the 
same  political  party  to  which. my  noUe 
friend  belonged,  I  actually  on  that  occasion 
left  the  House  without  vodng. 

When  I  was  appointed  to  the  office 
which  I  latdy  filled,  it  became  my  duty  to 
consider  the  subject  attentively,  and  I  was 
soon  satisfied  that  there  were  a  sufficient 
number  of  those  cases  of  cruelty  whidi 
have  been  described,  to  call  for  some  check 
against  an  abuse  of  the  power  whidi  the 
master  possessed.  But  I  was  not  yet  con- 
vinced that  the  evO  was  inherent  in  the 
system  itself,  and  that. the  attempt  to  guaid 
against  snch  an  abuse  of  povrer,  woiud  in 
fact,  only  aggravate  Ae  mischieC  I 
adopted  the  opinion  (certainly  without  suf- 
ficient examination)  which  had  received 
the  sanction  of  the  high  authority  of  Mr* 
Canning,  and  which,  indeed,  seemed  to 
have  been  universally  acquiesced  in  by  all 
members  of  this  House,  which  had  been 
strongly  urged  by  the  colonists,  and  not  re* 
jected  by  tibe  advocates  of  emandpation, 
that  it  is  impossible  suddenly  to  abolish 
slavery,  and  that  the  yoke  imposed  upon  the 
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cyf  Magbtnitef  even  attempt  to  oany  such 
ft  tyftem  into  effect }  And  with  that  auist- 
ancCj  could  such  an  amount  of  labour  be 
procured  from  the  negroes  as  will  make  it 
worth  their  master's  while  to  pay  them 
even  the  inadequate  wages  he  is  to  be 
called  upon  to  give?  Will  he  not  find,  that 
it  is  a  dear  bargain,  under  such  circum. 
stances,  to  give  even  two  pence  for  the 
number  of  hours'  labour  which,  if  the 
negroes  worked  hard|  would  fairly  be 
worth  2«.  6cL  ? 

But,  Sir,  we  need  not  trust  to  mere 
reasoning  upon  this  subject ;  the  experiment 
of  apprenticed  labourers  has  been  tried 
under  circumstances  infinitely  morefavour- 
Me,  and  has  failed.  My  right  hon.  friend 
assigns  as  his  reason  for  placing  the  negroes, 
for  a  time,  in  this  condition,  that  the  indo. 
lent  habits  they  have  acquired  as  slaves, 
render  them  not  sufficiently  accessible  to 
the  motives  by  which  free  labourers  are 
stimulated,  and  that  it  is  necessary  for  a 
time  to  subject  them  to  some  stronger  im- 
pulse. But  what.  Sir,  if  white  labourers 
themselves,  when  placed  in  a  situation 
similar  to  that  in  which,  aooofding  to  the 
plan  of  my  right  hon,  friend,  the  negroes 
will  find  themselves ;  what,  I  say,  if  under 
such  circumstances,  white  labourers  have 
uniformly  proved  idle  and  useless  to  their 
employers?  Yet  such  is  the  fact.  The 
hign  price  of  labour  in  the  Australian 
Colonies  has  frequently  induced  persons  to 
carry  out  to  New  South  Wales  and  Van 
Diemen's  Land  indentured  servants,  bound 
to  work  for  them  for  a  certain  time,  at 
wages,  which,  though  higher  than  those 
paid  in  this  country,  were  yet  below  the 
ordinary  rate  in  Uiose  colonies.  This 
experiment  I  believe  I  am  warranted  in 
stating  to  have  succeeded  in  no  single  in- 
stance ;  and  the  causes  of  the  failure  are 
obvious.  The  labourers  so  carried  out, 
finding  on  their  arrival  that,  if  free  from 
their  engagement,  they  could  obtain  higher 
wages  than  they  had  covenanted  to  receive, 
have  been  careless   as  to    whether  they 

g leased  or  displeased  their  master ;  they 
ave  had  no  motive  for  endeavouring  to 
satisfy  him  with  the  labour  they  performed, 
since  the  threat  of  dismissal  was  no  threat 
to  them,  but  on  the  contrary  to  be  released 
from  their  bargain  was  a  direct  advantage. 
The  employers  of  these  men  have  therefore 
had  to  trust  to  compulsion  to  procure  their 
industry ;  when  the  apprentice  was  idle, 
the  master  could  only  carry  him  before  the 
Magistrate,  and  have  him  punished  for  his 
idleness:  but   each     time    that    he    was 


punished,  he  came  bade  more  wilfully 
stupid  and  more  obstinately  idle  than 
before,  until  at  lensth,  after  repeated 
punishments,  after  havingcaused  not  a  little 
ill  blood  between  the  parties,  the  right  to 
the  services  of  the  apprentice  has  been 
abandon^  by  the  master;  he  has  found 
that  even  low  wages  given  to  a  reluctant 
labourer  were  more  than  he  could  afibrd, 
and  that  it  was  better  at  once  to  cancel  the 
indenture. 

Now,  Sir,  how  much  more  unfavourable 
are  the  circumstances,  under  which  my 
right  hon.  friend  proposes  that  an  endeavour 
should  be  made  to  obtain  labour  by  the 
same  process,  which  in  the  case  I  have 
described,  has  been  found  ineffectual.  The 
white  servant  was  discontented  because  his 
stipulated  wages  were  perhaps  on&iburth 
or  one-third  below  the  market  rate  of  the 
colony;  the  negro  is  to  have  but  one. 
fifteenth  of  tho  value  of  his  labour.  The 
white  apprentice  knewthat  he  hadvoluntarily 
and  freely  entered  into  the  engagement  by 
which  he  wasbound;  the  negro,  on  the  other 
hand,  has  been  no  party  to  the  oontraet 
which  he  is  to  be  compdled  to  make,  and 
he  will  look  upon  it  only  as  an  unjust 
command  imposed  upon  him  by  superior 
power.  The  white  apprentice  was  under 
the  greatest  obligation  to  his  master,  who 
had  brought  him  from  a  country  where  his 
labour  was  of  little  value  to  one  where  it 
was  in  the  greatest  request,  where  even  the 
wages  he  had  agreed  to  receive  placed  him 
in  an  infinitely  better  condition  than  he 
had  been  in  at  home.  Will  the  negro  have 
any  cause  to  be  thankful  to  his  master  ? 
He  will  be  indebted  to  him  only  for 
months  and  years  of  cheerless  and  unre» 
quited  toil,  and  for  repeated  inflictions  of  a 
cruel  and  degrading  punishment.  The 
white  man,  if  the  claims  of  justice  or 
gratitude  had  any  influence  over  mm,  ought 
to  have  worked  for  his  master ;  the 
negro  will  have  a  deep  and  rankling  sense 
of  the  injustice  of  the  demand  upon  his 
labour,  and  his  back  too  probably  will  still 
be  raw  with  the  laceration  of  the  cart- 
whuji^ 

For  these  reasons.  Sir,  it  appears  to  me 
quite  impossible  that,  if  by  any  chance  my 
right  hon.  friend's  plan  could  be  carried  into 
execution,  it  would  be  found  to  answer.  But 
how  is  it  to  be  brought  into  operation  ? 
My  right  hon.  friend  proposes  that  all  the 
regulations  which  he  suggests  should  be 
enacted  by  the  authority  of  the  British 
Parliament,  and  he  says  that  there  is  no 
limit  to  the  authority  of  Parliament  to 


meni.  ne  was  perrecuy  reaay  w  aamiL  Lnai 
a  more  contemptible  meeting  never  had 
taken  place.  And  had  it  not  been  for  the 
interference  of  the  police,  there  would 
have  been  no  occasion  for  fright,  nor  the 
slightest  ground  for  alarm  pr  apprehension. 
The  meeting  would  have  gone  off  without 
any  mischief  having  been  done,  if  the 
police  had  not  been  sent  to  the  ground, 
and  he  was  therefore  bound  to  declare, 
that  their  presence  on  the  occasion  was  a 
most  unjustifiable  trifling  with  the  rights 
of  the  people.  It  was  well  known  that 
the  people  during  the  last  three  years  had 
been  not  only  indulged  in  public  meetings 
on  every  possible  subject,  but  allowed 
with  impunity  to  use  the  most  violent 
language.  The  Government  iiad,  he  dis- 
tinctly asserted,  fostered  this  spirit  in  the 
people  to  promote  their  own  views ;  and 
now  they  resorted  to  measures  of  severity 
to  put  down  that  which  they  themselves 
had  created.  They  had,  in  the  present 
instance,  sent  a  body  of  ruffians  to  put 
down  a  public  meeting  and  break  the 
heads  of  the  people.  He  willingly  admitted 
that  he  was  out  of  order,  that  he  had  used 
an  epithet  which  ought  not  to  have 
escaped  him.  He  would  therefore  retract 
the  word  ruffian,  and  say  that  a  parcel  of 
foolish  people  had  been  sent  upon  this 
most  unnecessary  and  disastrous  mission. 
The  means  that  had  been  adopted  to  sup- 
press it  had  raised  the  meeting  into  an 
importance  it  did  not  deserve.  Had  it 
been  allowed  to  go  on  three  or  four  indis- 
creet persons  would  have  talked  nonsense 
and  used  violent  language  for  a  short  time, 
and  the  matter  would  have  ended  without 
disturbance,  broken  heads,  and  loss  of  life. 
He  would  not,  however,  offer  any  comments 
upon  the  melancholy  result  of  this  unfortu- 
nate transaction,  as  with  what  had  taken 
place hehad  nothing  todo,  his  sole  and  only 
object  being  to  ascertain  what  the  conduct 
of  the  Giovernment  had  been.  He  was 
prepared  in  the  first  place  to  contend  that 
the  meeting  was  not  distinctly  illegal,  nor 
was  there  any  thing  in  the  notice  calling 
the  meeting  together  which  would  enable 
any  man  to  decide  that  it  was  to  assemble 
for  an  illegal  object.  Neither  had  the 
Government  any  means  of  knowing  that 
he  purpose  for  which  they  met  was  in 
contravention  of  law  ;  for  how  could  they 
low  what  was  meant  by  a  National 
mvention  ?     For  his  own  part  he  could 

/.  understand  what  it  ineantt    He  knew 


n.n] erica,  lor  in  inose  piaces  u  was  an 
extraordinary  legislative  assembly  called 
together  according  to  law.  It  appeared 
that  there  had  been  a  misunderstanding 
relative  to  the  right  of  the  persons  who 
convened  this  meeting  to  petition  Parlia- 
ment for  a  National  Convention  ;  and  the 
Proclamation  ought  to  have  explained  that 
such  an  object  was  illegal ;  but,  if  it  was 
not  so,  it  was  clear  that  no  Proclamation 
the  Home  Office  could  issue  could  change 
its  nature,  and  make  that  an  offence  which 
really  was  lawful.  He  asserted  that  do 
proper  means  had  been  used  or  care  taken 
to  show  that  the  meeting  was  illegal,  or  to 
warn  the  people  from  attending  iu  The 
only  precaution  which  had  been  adopted 
was  to  send  the  police  to  the  scene  of 
action  to  rush  upon  the  people  and  knock 
them  down ;  and  he  therefore  conceived, 
if  they  were  sent  there  by  the  Government, 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  ought  to  be  held 
responsible  for  the  indiscretion  of  the 
police.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  Go* 
vernmenthad  rather  created  than  prevented 
the  disturbance,  and  he  wished  to  ask 
under  what  information  the  Government 
acted,  and  whether  the  Proclamation 
alluded  to  had  been  issued  by  the  sanction 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  ? 

Mr.  Lamb  protested  against  the  pre- 
mature discussion  sought  to  be  provoked 
by  the  hon.  Member,  and  declared  be 
would  not  be  tempted  to  enter  into  it  then  ; 
but  he  was,  he  must  say,  astonished  to 
hear  the  hon.  Member  launch  out  such 
extraordinary  opinions,  if  not  for  the 
purpose  of  influencing  the  Coroner's  Jury, 
at  least,  in  some  degree,  prejudging  the 
question.  The  hon.  Member  required  to 
know  whether  the  Proclamation  had 
emanated  from  the  Home  Office,  and 
under  the  sanction  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
of  State,  and  he  (Mr.  Lamb)  had  not  the 
slightest  hesitation  in  replying  that  it  had. 
With  regard  to  the  taunt  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  levelled  against  the  Govern* 
ment  of  their  having  fostered  and  winked 
at  turbulent  and  illegal  meetings,  he  (Mr. 
Lamb)  denied  tlie  allegation,  and  in  proof 
of  his  assertion  need  only  refer  to  the 
Proclamation  which  about  two  years  ago 
was  issued  by  the  Government  for  the  sup- 
pression of  a  similar  meeting  advertised  to 
take  place  at  White  Conduit  House.  On 
that  occasion  a  notice  similar  to  that 

which  ba4  been  given  in  the  preient  io« 
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that  which  is  now  in  force.  Sir,  my  right 
hon.  friend  has  stated  how  great  has  been 
the  decrease  of  the  population  of  our  colo- 
nics collectively^  and  he  hiis  quoted  certain 
returns  from  the  colonv  of  Demerara,  in 
order  to  show  that  this  decrease  is  occa- 
sioned by  an  over-exaction  of  labour  from 
the  slaves.  This^  Sir,  is  a  conclusion  of  so 
much  importance,  that  I  think  it  necessary 
to  support  it  by  some  further  evidence. 
Sir,  a  variety  of  reasons  have,  at  different 
times,  been  assigned  for  the  decrease  of  the 
slave  population,  by  those  who  have 
argued  that  it  has  not  been  occasioned  by 
an  excess  of  labour.  It  has  more  par- 
ticularly been  attributed  to  the  dispropor- 
tion of  the  sexes,  which  the  time  that  has 
elapsed  since  the  abolition  of  the  slave 
trade  has  not  yet  been  sufRcient  to  correct, 
and  to  the  licentious  habits  of  the  negroes. 

Now,  as  to  these,  or  any  other  similar 
reasons,  which  may 'be  adduced  for  the 
decrease  of  the  population,  it  is  obvious 
that  they  must  apply  equally  to  all  the 
slaves,  however  they  may  be  employed; 
that  their  operation  cannot  peculiarly 
afiect  the  slaves  upon  sugar  estates,  but 
must  extend  to  the  whole  population.  The 
truth  is,  that  the  slaves  upon  sugar  estates 
are  if  any  thing  younger  and  stronger 
than  the  others,  because  sugar  cultivation, 
requiring  the  largest  capital,  and  yielding 
the  largest  profits,  it  has  been  carried  on 
chiefly  by  the  most  wealthy  proprietors, 
who  could  afford  to  give  the  largest  prices 
for  slaves.  Now,  Sir,  taking  all  estates 
entirely  or  partially  cultivated  in  sugar,  1 
find  that  the  whole  number  of  slaves  upon 
them  in  the  year  1829,  was  47,4-56,  and 
tlmt  in  this  number  the  excess  of  males 
was  2,344,  or  rather  less  than  five  per 
cent.  Among  these  slaves,  in  three  years 
to  May  1832,  there  were  2,828  births, 
or  five  and  six-tenths  per  cent.  The  deaths 
were  5,573  or  eleven  and  one- tenth  per 
cent,  making  a  decrease,  in  the  time  I 
have  mentioned,  of  2,745,  or  five  and  five- 
tenths  per  cent. 

Taking  the  same  three  years,  the  slaves 
on  cotton  estates  at  the  commencement  of 
that  period  were  2,859;  the  excess  of 
males  was  145,  being  rather  more  than 
five  per  cent,  instead  of  rather  less  than 
five  per  cent,  as  in  the  former  instance. 
Amongst  these  slaves  there  were  237 
births,  or  eight  and  one-tenth  per  cent; 
there  were  188  deaths,  or  six  and  five- 
tenths  per  cent,  the  result  being  an  increase 
of  their  numliers  of  forty -nine,  or  ono  and 
aix.tonthH  per  cent.    From  thia  statement 
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it  appears  that  there  was  a  positive  loss  of 
population  on  the  sugar  estates  of  2,745, 
whereas,  had  it  gone  on  at  the  same  rate 
as  on  the  cotton  estates,  where  there  was 
rather  a  larger  excess  of  males,  there  would 
have  been  an  increase  of  875,  thus  making 
the  real  loss  of  lives  arising  from  sugar 
cultivation  3,6*20  in  the  space  of  three 
years. 

The  loss  too  upon  sugar,  as  compared 
to  cotton  estates,  is  not,  as  might  have 
been  anticipated,  principally  occasioned  by 
a  failure  of  births,  it  is  in  a  much  greater 
degree  to  be  attributed  to  an  excess  of  deaths, 
since  the  comparison  in  respect  of  births  is  to 
the  advantage  ef  the  cotton  estates  only  to 
the  extent  of  two  and  a-half  per  cent,  while 
there  is  a  difference  of  no  less  than  four 
and  seven-tenths  per  cent,  in  the  number 
of  deaths. 

But,  Sir,  the  real  cause  of  this  frightful 
waste  of  life  may  be  rendered  yet  more 
apparent.  1  have  a  list  in  my  hand  of  no 
less  than  twenty-six  sugar  estates,  on  each 
of  which,  notwithstanding  an  excess  of 
females,  there  has  been  a  loss,  varying 
from  one  or  two  in  the  whole  number, 
to  no  less  than  a  seventh  of  the  popula- 
tion; the  diminution  which  has  taken 
?lace  in  the  case  of  the  plantation  Vreeden 
loop,  where  the  population  has  fallen  in 
three  years  from  553  to  472 ;  being  a  loss 
of  eighty-one.  Nor  is  this  all;  I  can 
bring  yet  more  directly  home  to  over- 
exaction  of  labour,  this  decrease  of  the 
population.  I  have  here  an  extract  from 
a  sworn  return  made  to  the  Court  of  Policy, 
for  the  purpose  of  taxation,  showing  the 
numbers  of  slaves,  and  the  amount  of  pro- 
duce on  difierent  estates  in  Demerara. 
The  first  which  1  will  mention  is  a  favour- 
able instance.  On  the  estate  of  Anna 
Regina,  I  find  that  the  average  number  of 
slaves  for  the  three  years,  1 829,  30,  and 
31,  was  793»  that  the  average  quantity  of 
sugar  produced  was  875, 8G6  lbs.,  being  for 
each  negro  about  l,101<lbs.  On  this 
estate  the  increase  in  the  two  years*  which 
hadelapscd  between  the  first  return  and 
thPlast,  was  twenty-eight,  or  neiurly  two 
par  cent  per  annum. 

On  Maria's  Pleasure  the  average  num- 
ber of  slaves  in  the  same  three  years,  was 
327,     the    average    crop    of    sugar    was 

*  These  returns  being  made  up  annually, 
so  as  to  show  the  crop  produced,  and  the 
nunnbtir  of  slaves  for  the  current  year,  the 
roiurng  for  three  yeara  only  give  an  inlQvvnl  gf 
two  yearii 
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kydaie  for  the  colmiies,  but  what  Parlia^ 
ment  itmif  has  set.  In  strict  law  this  doc- 
trine may.periiaps  be  corxect,  but  it  is  one 
upon  which  it  would  be  most  dangerous 
to  act.  I  consider  that  in  giving  free 
constitutions  to  the  colonies,  this  country 
has,  practically  at  least,  given  up  all  right 
to  interfere  in  their  internal  legislation, 
except  in  cases  of  the  very  strongest  neces. 
sity.  Sir,  I  agree  with  my  right  hon. 
friend,  that  there  is  a  case  of  necessity 
for  interfering  on  the  subject  of  slavery, 
but  as  in-  my  opinion  the  right  of  inter- 
ference arises  from  the  necessity  of  the 
case,  so  I  think  by  that  necessity  it  is 
limited.  I  think  that  we  have  a  right  to 
say  to  the  Colonial  Legislatures:  '^You 
shall  dp  full  justice  to  all  classes  of  the 
King's  subjects ; "  but  I  do  not  think  we 
have  any  right  to  prescribe  the  details  of 
the  laws  by  which  the  daily  transactions  of 
life  in  the  colonies  are  to  be  regulated. 

For  this  reason  I  think  that  my  right 
hon.  friend  proposes  to  transgress  the 
bounds  of  our  right  to  legislate  for  the 
oolonies ;  be  this,  however,  as  it  may, 
I  am  convinced  that  unless  he  will  proceed 
much  further,  he  goes  beyond  our  power 
to  legislate  with  effect.  Under  a  free 
constitution,  as  my  right  hon.  friend  is 
aware,  the  people  are  called  upon  to  take 
a  large  share  in  the  administration  of  the 
law,  and  a  law  to  which  they  are  generally 
opposed  it  is  impossible  to  execute.  How 
does  he  think  that  his  Act  of  Parliament 
will  be  received  in  Jamaica?  Will  the 
assembly  acknowledge  its  validity  ?  Will 
Judges,  paid  by  the  assembly— -Judges 
many  of  whom  are  themselves  planters-* 
pronounce  it  to  be  good?  Will  Juries, 
taken  from  the  same  class  give  verdicts 
against  those  by  whom  its  provisions  have 
been  disobeyed  ? 

Sir«  if  my  right  hon.  friend  will  attempt 
to  •  carry,  into  execution  such  an  Act  of 
Parliament  as  he  has  described,  it  must 
contain  a  clause  abrogating  every  constitu. 
tional  privilege  at  present  possessed  by  the 
colonies.  It  must  indeed  be  a  case  of  ex- 
treme necessity  which  could  justify  sugh  a 
course,  and  even  the  most  extreme  case 
would  with  dijfficulty  overcome  my  almost 
invincible  repugnance  to  its  adoption.  But 
does  that  necessity  exist?  I  know,  Sir, 
that  we  cannot  trust  the  colonial  assem* 
hlics  to  l^islate  for  a  state  of  things  in 
which  the  right  of  the  planters  to  the 
ippacuitous  servtoes  of  the  labouring  pqpuJk- 
IMHI  shall  be  continued.  If  we  were  so  to 
trust  iheni*  whatever  might  be  the  nomi- 


nal effect  of  'the  laws  they  n^ght  pais,  in 
reality  they  would  ampunt  to  notmngles 
than  the  maintenance  of  slavery  as  it  bqv 
exists. 

But  if  we  proceed  upon  a  different  pdn. 
ciple,  and  declare  that  every  man  sMl  be 
alike  entitled  to  the  produce  of  his  own 
labour,  and  to  judge, how  that  labour  can 
be  rendered  most  profitable  to  himself,  we 
may  safely  trust  the  colonists  to  pass  what 
laws  they  may  consider  necessary;  whfle 
the  great  principle  of  allowing  the  value  of 
labour  to  be  determined  by  competition  is 
adhered  to,  there  can  be  no  objection  to 
any  laws  which  they  may  pass,  howeya 
severe  may  be  the  restrictions  they  impose. 

Sir,  my  right  hon.  friend  misunderstood 
my  cheer  of  the  observation  which  fell  from 
him,  that  there  was  no  competition  hy  which 
to  regulate  the  value  of  labour  in  Jamaica. 
I  did  not  mean  to  deny,  that  such  is,  in  a 
great  measure  at  least,  the  case  at  present, 
but  I  meant  that  if  my  right  hon.  frM 
did  not  introduce  the  principle  of  competi* 
tion,  he  would  not  in  reality  change  the 
nature  of  the  system;  that  competition 
was  the  essence  of  free  labour ;  that  there 
is  no  intermediate  state  between  slavery 
and  freedom. 

The  conclusion  to  which  I  have  heen 
irresistibly  led  by  all  the  consideration 
I  have  given  to  this  subject  is,  that  there 
are  only  two  possible  courses  which  we 
can  adopt  with  any  show  of  reason,  or  witb 
the  least  chance  of  success.  We  may 
either  attempt  to  keep  things  as  they  are, 
or  we  may  entirely  get  rid  of  every  trace 
and  vestige  of  the  existing  system,  and 
endeavour  to  re-organize  society  upon  ^ 
better  and  sounder  principles.  My  right 
hon.  friend,  however,  has  suggested  a  third 
course,  to  endeavour  to  put  the  slaves  in  a 
sort  of  state  half  free  and  half  hond. 
Before  we  come  to  any  conclusion  upon  this 
subject,  it  is  necessary  calmly  to  conader 
what  is  the  choice  presented  to  us,  and 
what  the  comparative  advantages  or  disad- 
vantages of  these  different  paths  which  lie 
before  us  for  our  choice. 

The  first  of  these  modes  of  proceeding, 
the  attempt  to  keep  things  as  they  are 
my  right  hon.  friend  has  hioiself  su 
eloquently  shown  to  be  altogether  out  of 
the  question,  that  it  is  nedQess  for  me 
to  detain  the  House  by  again  attempting 
to  prove  a  proposition  he  has  so  completely 
established-  But,  Sir,  I  think  the  Hoof 
is  hardly  sufficiently  aware  how  pressing  « 
the  necessity  of  a  change  of  system,  «"" 
how  rapidly  destructive  in  ite  operation  tf 
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sequence,  of  the  hopeless  and  cheerless 
misery,  under  which  not  only  the  actual 
victuns,  l^t  the  whole  slave  population  arc 
thus  shown  to  be  languishing.  Sir,  when 
I  consider  (his,  I  do  indeed  agree  with  my 
right  hon.  friend  that  the  system  must  be 
a^lisbed ;  and  it  remains  to  be  decided 
whether  this  shall  be  done  at  pnce,  or 
gradually,  as  my  right  l^op.  Iriead  has  pro- 
posed. He  says  the  question  is,  how  the 
ol^ect  may  most  safely  be  accomplished, 
and  J  am  willing  to  place  it  upon  this 
issiie.  The  mode  of  proceeding  which  I 
recomfnend,  is  at  pncc  to  6x  a  &te  for  the 
absolu^  and  entire  termination  of  slavery. 
I^t  us  say  01^  what  day  the  slaves  are  to  be 
free,  and  to  bo  released  from  all  claifn 
uppn  their  l^)pur  on  tl^e  part  of  others ', 
an.d  let  this  day  be  no  further  removed 
than  may  be  necessary,  to  enable  the  Colo, 
nial  J-iCgislature^,  to  adopt  such  measures  as 
ifiay  ensure  regql^  ifidustry.  6uch  is  the 
poune  I  v^ufe  to  propose  to  the  House. 
I  do  not  pnean  to  say  that  ft  is  safe ;  but  I 
contend  that  i(  is  attended  W}^^  ^  danger 
than  would  attend  th&  ad^^tion  pt  the  p£m 
of  luy  rigtit  hon.  friendi  and  I  will  en- 
deavpur  to  state,  as  fairly  as  I  can,  what 
are  the  da^igers  to  be  apprehended  in  cither 
case. 

I  liave  endeavoure4  to  show  that  it  is 
doubtful  whether  the  British  Parliament 
has  the  right  to  pass  laws,  prescribing  a 
complicated  system  of  internal  regulations 
to  the  colonists,  ^nd  that  if  we  have  in 
strictness  of  law  such  a  right,  we  cannot 
practically  exercise  it  with  efibct,  without 
going  much  further  and  depriving  the 
colonists  of  thosfs  privileges,  whiph  would 
enable  them  successful^  to  resist  the 
execution  of  such  a  law,  the  force  of  which 
they  certainly  would  not  acknowledge. 

For  this  reason,  it  appears  to  me,  that 
Parliament  should  go  no  further  than  to 
fix  a  date  for  the  termination  of  slavery, 
naming  such  a  period,  as  not  unnecessarily 
to  probng,  what  mus(  be  the  very  danger- 
ous interval,  between  the  announcement, 
and  the  accompluhment,  of  so  great  a 
change  in  the  existing  relations  of  society, 
and  yet  to  allow  to  the  Colonial  Legislature 
the  time  which  would  be  necessary  for 
passing  such  laws  as  the  altered  s^te  of 
things  would  require. 

What,  then,  are  the  dangers  to  which 
the  adoption  pf  this  course  would  give 
rise  ?  I  shall  be  told  that  it  wouhi  lead 
to  a  struggle  between  the  slaves  and  their 
masters,  or  at  all  events  to  the  emancipa- 
tion of  the  former,  without  any  arrangement 


having  been  made  to  control  and  keep  them 
in  order.  Sir,  I  believe  that  the  former 
result  would  be  impossible,  and  ^at  even 
the  latter  would  be  unlikely  to  occur. 

Were  such  an  Act  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment as  I  have  supposed  to  be  passed,  I 
believe  the  colonists  would  see  the  utter 
inutility  of  thinking  of  opposition,  and  that 
the  encouragement  and  assistance  we 
should  have  it  in  our  power  to  afford  to 
those  colonies  which  should  choose  to  co- 
operate with  us  in  facilitating  a  change  of 
system,  which  at  all  events  they  would  be 
unable  to  prevent,  would  induce  most  at 
least  of  the  Local  Legislatures  to  do  so. 
Much.  I  think,  might  be  expected  from  the 
proprietors  resident  in  this  country,  who 
seeing  their  interests  at  stakp,  and  that 
irretrievable  ruin  must  result  from  an  ob- 
stinate and  useless  resistance,  would  pro- 
bably make  use  of  that  influence,  which,  if 
they  choose  to  act  with  vigour  and  with 
union,  they  have  the  means  of  exercising, 
over  their  servants  and  agents  in  the  cplo-. 
nies. 

But  suppose  that  this  reasonable  expect- 
ation should  be  disappointed — that  the 
colonists  should  be  so  infatuated  as  to  resist 
to  the  last  the  declared  will  of  this  coun- 
try, and  that  the  day  fixed  by  Parliament 
for  the  termination  of  slavery  should  arrive, 
without  any  precaution  having  been  adopts 
ed,  what,  let  me  ask,  would  be  the  conse- 
quence ? 

The  cultivation  of  sugar  would,  I  admit, 
in  all  probability,  be  put  an  end  to,  as  my 
right  hon.  friend  has  anticipated;  the 
Negroes  would  find  so  little  difficulty  in 
procuring  land,  that  they  wpuld  generally 
do  so,  and  as,  by  moderate  labour  upon 
their  own  ground,  for  thirty  or  forty  days 
in  the  year,  they  would  be  able  to  maintain 
themselves  with  more  comfort  than  they 
have  been  used  to,  they  would,  I  have  no 
doubt,  in  general,  refuse  to  work  for  wages. 
Such  is  the  result  wliich  is,  I  think,  to  be 
expected  in  the  event  I  have  supposed ;  it 
is  one  of  which  I  am  far  from  denying  the 
evils,  since  it  would  be  productive  of  exten- 
sive pecuniary  distress,  and  would,  I  be- 
lieve be  prejudicial  to  the  true  interests  of 
the  Negroes  themselves ;  but  when  we  are 
considering  the  worst  that  can  happen,  in 
the  event  of  the  obstinate  resistance  of  the 
colonists,  to  the  views  of  the  mother  country 
on  the  subject  of  slavery,  the  evils  I  have 
described  are  as  nothing  compared  to  those 
which  have  been  predicted,  and  which 
might,  I  believe,  be  produced  by  a  different 
course.    At  leasts  Sir,  there  is  nothing  in 
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his  Majesty's  most  honouraUe  Privy  Council, 
did,  in  the  said  year  1819,  hring  into  the  then 
House  of  Commons,  and  procure  to  be  passed 
by  that  House,  a  Bill  to  put  ai\  end  to  the 
legal-tender  paper-money,  iivhich  Bill,  unac- 
companied as  it  was  with  any  measure  for  the 
revision  and  rectifying  of  private  contracts, 
and  for  the  adjustment  of  public  engagements, 
was  a  Bill  inevitably  tending  to  produce  that 
injustice,  that  confiscation,  and  that  ruin,  here- 
inbefore described. 

That  this  Act,  which  received  the  royal 
assent,  on  the  2nd  July,  1819,  though  it  pro- 
vided for  what  was  called  the  gradual  re- 
sumption of  gold-payments,  began  at  once 
to  plunge  the  whole  community  into  pecu- 
niary confusion ;  '  that  the  prices  of  all 
commodities,  and  of  all  property,  move- 
able, or  immoveable,  began  instantly  to  fall 
prodigiously  in  price;  that  mortgaged  es- 
tates were,  in  thousands  upon  thousands  of 
instances,  taken  from  the  owners  and  sold,  in 
many  cases,  for  less  than  the  amount  of  the 
mortgages ;  that,  in  other  cases,  fixed  charges 
upon  estates  swallowed  up  the  whole  of  the 
rental;  while,  with  regard  to  leases,  bonds, 
annuities,  and  other  contracts  for  time,  and, 
above  all  things,  with  regard  to  property  drop- 
ping in  to  be  disposed  of  by  will,  the  demon 
of  injustice  seemed  to  have  been,  by  this  de- 
structive Act,  let  loose  upon  the  kingdom,  set- 
ting landlords  and  tenants,  creditors  and 
debtors,  brothers  and  sisters,  parents  and  child- 
ren, to  tear  each  other  to  pieces,  bringing  down 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  families  from  a  state 
of  competence  and  ease,  and  many  from  a 
state  of  opulence,  to  a  state  of  utter  ruin  and 
beggary,  while  all  those  who  were  living  on 
the  taxes,  and  who  were  in  fact  receiving 
double  pay,  were  rolling  in  wealth,  and  lord- 
ing it  over  the  rest  of  the  community ;  and 
that,  of  all  thifse  dreadful  effects  of  such  a 
measure,  the  said  right  hon.  Robert  Peel  had 
been  duly  warned  even  before  he  brought  in 
the  said  fatal  Bill. 

That,  by  the  said  Act,  gold  payments  were 
to  be  completely  resumed,  and  the  one-pound 
notes  were  to  be  wholly  abolished,  in  the 
month  of  May,  1823;  but,  that  so  terrible 
were  the  effects  of  the  aforesaid  Act,  such  were 
the  ruiu  and  misery  that  it  had  produced,  that, 
on  the  22nd  July,  1822,  another  Bill  was,  by 
the  then  advisers  of  his  Majesty  (of  whom  the 
said  right  hon.  Robert  Peel  was  one),  brought 
into  the  then  House  of  Commons,  and  was 
afterwards  passed  into  a  law,  postponing  the 
abolition  •  ot  the  one-pound  notes  for  eleven 
years  longer;  that  an  important  part  of  the 
Act  of  1819  was  thus  repealed;  that  an  ac- 
knowledgment was  thus  virtually  made  by  an 
Act  of  the  House  itself,  that  it  had,  principally 
by  the  said  right  hon.  Robert  Peel,  been  in- 
duced to  act  unwisely,  and  to  do  great  wrong 
to  the  people  by  the  said  Act  of  1819. 

That,  if  the  Act  of  1822  had  been  wise,  if 
it  bfid  put  a  itpp  to  the  wrong  done  and  still 
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it  waited  till  prodigious  min  had  been  effected ; 
but,  that  this  Act  of  1822,  while  it  postponed 
the  abolition  of  the  one-pound  notes  for  eleven 
years,  left  the  gold  payment  part  of  the  Act 
of  1819  in  full  force :  so  that,  while  the 
issuers  of  paper-money  were  thus  invited  and 
encouraged  to  inundate  the  country  with  one- 
pound  notes,  they  and  the  holders  of  their 
notes  were  left  exposed  to  constant,  and,  first, 
or  last,  certain  ruin ;  that  this  ruin  (of  which 
the  said  right  hon.  Robert  Peel  and  his  col- 
leagues were  duly  warned)  was  not  slow  in 
making  its  appearance;  that,  towards  the 
close  of  the  year  1825,  the  bubble,  thus  created 
by  the  law  itself,  began  to  burst,  and  that, 
before  the  end  of  January,  1826,  100  banks 
had  stopped,  not  having  gold  wherewith  to 
pay  their  notes,  the  whole  kingdom  being 
thereby  plunged  into  alarm  and  confustoo, 
thousands  upon  thousands  of  families  (descend- 
ing to  the  very  artizans  and  labourers)  being 
brought  down  to  beggary;  and,  such  being 
the  state  into  which  the  country  had  been 
brought,  that  the  Ministers  themselves  declar- 
ed, in  Parliament,  that  at  one  time,  the  country 
had  actually  been  within  forty«eigbt  hours 
of  barter,  that  is  to  say,  destitute  of  all  mea* 
sure  of  value,  and  in  a  state  of  utter  confusioa 
and  anarchy. 

That,  with  all  this  sad  experience  of  the 
effects  of  his  measures,  the  said  right  hon. 
Robert  Peel  (still  one  of  his  Majesty's  most 
henourable  Privy  Council,  and  then  become 
one  of  his  Majesty's  principal  Secretaries  of 
State)  gave  his  sanction  to  a  Bill  (which  be- 
came an  Act  on  the  22nd  March,  1826)  for 
again  abolishing  the  one-pound  notes  at  the 
end  of  three  years,  notwithstanding  the  posu* 
ponement  of  such  abolition,  provided  ibriii  the 
Act  of  1822;  that,  by  this  Act  of  1826,  the 
nation  was  again  plunged  back  into  the  low 
prices,  and,  in  effect,  double  taxes,  produced 
by  the  unjust  Act  of  1819 ;  that  the  ruin  and 
misery  of  all  the  industrious  classes,  and  the 
wealth  and  luxury  of  those  who  live  on  the 
taxes,  have  gone  on  increasing  from  that  day 
to  this ;  and  that,  at  this  moment,  tliere  ap- 
pears to  be  no  human  being  able  to  discover 
any  quiet  way  of  extricating  the  kingdom  firom 
its  present  state  of  unparalleled  difficulty  and 
danger. 

That,  contemplating  these  mighty  calami- 
ties, thus  heaped  on  his  Majesty's  industrious 
and  dutiful  people,  and  further  contemplating 
the  probable  danger  therefrom  to  be  appie- 
hended  to  the  safety  of  his  Majesty's  authority 
and  Throne,  and  clearly  tracing  a  great  part 
of  these  to  the  want  of  knowledge  in  the  right 
hon.  Sir  Robert  Peel,  this  House,  reserving  to 
itself  the  right  of  adopting  farther  and  other 
proceedings  in  the  premises,  deems  itself 
bound,  in  duty  to  his  Majesty  and  from  an 
anxious  regard  to  the  well-being  of  his  people, 
not  to  leave  them  again  exposed  to  calamities 
and  dangers  proceeding  from  the  same  source  i 
and  that,  therefore,  this  Uouto  will  prestnt  a 
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of  the  redress  of  this  grievance,  my  right 
hon.  friend  proposes  that  they  should  have 
only  a  distant  prospect.  It  is  true,  that 
during  oncfourth  of  the  day,  the  negroes 
are  to  lahour  on  their  own  account ;  hut 
what  they  earn,  even  in  this  portion  of  their 
time,  is  not  to  he  at  their  own  disposal ;  it 
is  to  he  taken  from  them  in  order  to  accu. 
mulate,  for  the  payment  of  a  deht  which 
they  will  feel  they  do  not  justly  owe;  and 
till  the  expiration  of  twelve  years,  they 
will  derive  no  advantage  whatever  from  it. 
Sir,  twelve  years  is  a  long  time  in  the  life 
of  any  man,  and  it  will  appear  endless  to 
an  ignorant  slave,  accustomed  to  think 
chiefly  of  the  present  hour,  and  rarely,  if 
ever,  to  look  heyond  the  succeeding  week, 
or  the  succeeding  month.  What,  then,  I 
again  ask,  will  he  the  effect  upon  his  mind, 
when  he  is  told  that  he  is  free,  hut  finds 
that,  for  so  long  a  period,  his  freedom  is  to 
make  no  difference  whatever  in  his  condi- 
tion— that  he  is  to  go  on  labouring  as 
before,  without  receiving  any  remuneration 
for  his  toil,  beyond  his  accustomed  and 
scanty  supply  of  necessaries  ? 

Perhaps,  my  right  hon.  friend  will  say, 
that  his  condition  will  be  improved,  that  be 
will  no  longer  have  to  fear  the  infliction  of 
punishment  at  the  caprice  of  his  master. 
Sir,  for  the  reasons  I  have  already  stated, 
1  greatly  doubt  whether  this  change  will 
resdly  be  for  his  good.  If  punishment  by 
the  authority  of  the  Magistrate  is  to  be 
depended  upon  for  enforcing  the  perform- 
ance of  labour,  I  fear  its  severity  must  be 
much  greater  than  what  is  now  commonly 
inflicted,  in  order  to  produce  its  effect ;  but 
grant  that  in  this  respect  my  right  hon. 
friend  should  not  be  disappointed,  will  the 
check  imposed  upon  the  cart  whip  satisfy 
the  negroes  ?  Sir,  to  answer  that  question 
I  will  refer  my  right  hon.  friend  to  the 
evidence  collected  with  respect  to  the  recent 
insurrection  in  Jamaica ;  he  will  find,  that 
both  planters  and  missionaries  concur  in  stat- 
ing, that  the  leaders  of  the  revolt  were  almost 
universally  slaves  who  had  nothing  to  com- 
plain of  on  the  score  of  personal  treatment ; 
the  same  fact  is  proved  by  the  confession  of 
the  rebels  themselves.  The  slave  gardener, 
one  of  the  chief  instigators  of  the  insur- 
rection, in  his  confession  says,  "  If  Dove 
(another  of  the  leaders)  and  I  were  to  be 
stripped,  our  skins  would  be  found  as 
smooth  as  any  white  man's,  for  we  have 
never  been  flogged.'*  Nor  is  this  difficult 
to  be  accounted  for ;  the  head  men  upon  the 
estates,  the  drivers  and  principal  mechanics, 
the  petty  officers^  if  I  may  use  that  expres- 


sion, are  seldom  flogged,  and  these  men  being 
naturally  selected  from  the  most  intelligent 
slaves,  it  is  of  course  upon  their  minds,  that 
the  injustice  of  the  claim  of  their  masters 
to  their  gratuitous  services,  makes  the 
strongest  impression,  whilst  they,  arc  also 
those  best  fitted  to  lead  their  fellows  in  an 
attempt  to  obtain  their  freedom  by  force. 
Now,  Sir,  to  those  slaves  whose  hostility  is 
the  most  dangerous,  the  measure  which  my 
right  hon.  friend  has  proposed  will  be  no 
relief  whatever,  on  the  contrary,  they  will 
consider  it  as  at  once  a  recognition  of  the 
injustice  of  the  present  system,  and  an 
avowal  of  our  determination  to  continue  it ; 
the  measure  itself  is  formed  upon  an  ad. 
mission  that  slavery,  (that  is,  the  forced 
labour  of  one  man  for  the  benefit  of  ano- 
ther), involves  a  violation  of  justice  and  of 
natural  equity  ;  will  not  then  the  more  in- 
telligent of  the  slaves  be  ready  enough  to 
say,  "  If  this  is  so,  why  are  we  for  twelve 
years  more  to  work  without  beingpaid,  let  us 
obtain  by  force  the  full  restoration  of  our 
rights  instead  of  this  mockery  of  justice?"  Sir, 
in  the  present  state  of  feeling  amongst  the 
slaves  in  Jamaica,  it  appears  to  me,  Uiat  an 
attempt  to  execute  the  scheme  of  my  right 
hon.  friend  would  be  almost  a  certain  signal 
for  revolt ;  and  I  ask  the  House,  are  British 
troops  and  British  officers  to  be  employed 
in  slaughtering  men  for  resistance  under 
such  provocation  ? 

Sir,  I  have  heard  strong  language  used  in 
this  House  in  praise  of  the  efforts  made  by 
the  Poles  to  recover  their  national  liberty. 
I  have  heard  the  conduct  of  Russia  con- 
demned in  no  measured  terms  for  having 
by  military  force  put  down  and  punished 
the  insurgents.  But  if  the  cause  of  the  Poles 
was  just,  what  shall  we  say  of  that  of  the 
Negroes  in  the  case  I  have  supposed.  The 
Poles  fought  for  political  liberty,  which  I 
trust  I  do  not  undervalue,  but  which  I 
must  still  consider,  when  compared  to 
personal  freedom,  as  a  mere  speculative  ad- 
vantage; the  struggle  of  the  Negroes 
would  be  to  be  allowed  in  peace  to  enjoy 
the  fruits  of  their  own  industry — to  lie  re- 
lieved at  once  from  a  claim  acknowledged 
by  those  who  impose  it,  to  be  too  unjust  to 
be  permanently  maintained. 

Sir,  I  ask  what  hon.  Gentleman  is  there 
in  this  House,  who  has  joined  in  the  general 
condemnation  of  the  conduct  of  Russia, 
who  could  vote  supplies  for  carrying  on 
such  a  contest  with  the  negroes  ? 

Whatever  course  we  pursue,  it  is  not 
impossible  that  an  insurrection  may  take 
place.  *  Justice  has  been  so  long  dela^cd^ 
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1797  to  1819,  was  2«.  lljc^.  per  )bw 
ffom  1819  to  1826,  Ud.;  from  1826 
to  1833,  9d.  What,  then,  must  the 
etfects  of  this  Bill  have  been  upon  the 
&nner,  the  landlord,  and  the  labourer?  In 
many  parts  of  the  country  the  amount  of 
the  wool  used  to  be  sufficient  to  pay  the 
pent  of  the  farm.  How  are  farmers  to  pay 
Iheir  rent  now,  and  without  that  rent,  how 
are  the  landlords  to  pay  the  interest  of 
the  mortgage  on  their  estates  ?  The  con- 
sequences hare  been  such,  that  the  land 
has  passed  away  from  its  owners  in  innu* 
merable  cases ;  and,  though  I  verily  be-^ 
lieve  there  are  many  landlords  in  the 
House  who  have  lost  more  than  the  half 
of  their  estates  by  this  Bill,  yet  I  also 
believe,  though  they  know  that  every 
word  of  this  Resolution  is  true,  not 
one  of  them  will  vote  for  it.  Not  only  has 
agriculture  suffered  by  these  proceedings ; 
manufactures  have  suffered  the  same  fate* 
Let  us  take  iron  for  instance.  The  price 
of  iron  (British  pig),  from  1797  to  1819, 
was  8/.  per  ton  ;  from  1819  to  1826,  5L; 
from  1826  to  1833,2/.  15s.  The  iron- 
master  had  the  same  rent  to  pay ;  if  he 
had  moi^tgages,  the  same  amount  of  inter- 
est ;  and  every  one  must  see,  that  such  a 
process  must  bring  him  down  to  ruin; 
and  this  is  what  ought  to  have  been  fore- 
seen by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  Nor  were 
the  effects  confined  to  the  King's  European 
dominions.  I  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies)  assert,  the  other  night,  that 
the  pecuniary  distress  of  the  West-Indians 
had  arisen  from  their  having  produced  too 
much  sugar  of  late  years;  that  it  was 
over-production,  and  not  the  agitation  of 
the  slave  question.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  to  go  to  Prestoii,  he  would 
find,  that  the  greater  part  of  thoae  naughty 
pretty  girls,  whom  he  and  I  so  well  re* 
member,  are  now,  for  the  greater  part, 
become  wives;  and  he  would  find  them, 
in  too  many  cases,  obliged  to  drink  their 
tea  without  sugar:  let  him  go  and  tell 
them,  that  the  West-Indians  bring  too 
much  sugar  to  England,  and  that  that  is 
the  cause  of  their  ruin.  I  was  in  hopes, 
that  this  strange  notion  was  buried  in  the 
^rave  with  the  late  Lord  Liverpool,  who, 
at  the  very  moment  when  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  the  Irish  were  starving ;  at 
that  very  moment,  when  we  were  called 
upon  to  subscribe  to  send  them  oatmeal 
And  potatoes*  declared,  in  the  most  post- 
live  manner,  that  the  distress  arose  from  the 


over-produclion  of  food  in  both  coiutriei» 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gendetaan  again 
ascribes  distress  to  over-production,  I  be- 
seech him  to  attend  to  the  progress  of 
prices  in  coffee  and  sugar,  from  the  time 
of  passing  the  f^ul  Bill  of  1819;  which 
prices  are  as  follows: — Coffee  from  1797 
to  1819,  147s.  per  cwL;  (torn  1819  to 
1826,  90f.;  from  1626  to  18d3|  5^8.^ 
Sugar,  from  1797  to  1819,  82f.;  from 
1819  to  1826,  261.:  f^om  1826  to  1833, 
32s»    There  have  been  failures  of  late  to 
the   amount   of  10,000,000/.  in   Iiidia» 
People  wonder  what  is  come  over  the  Batt 
Indies :  thousands  upon  thousands  of  Bast 
Indian  families  are  in    a  statb  of  tlie 
deepest  distress.     Indigo  and  saltpetre  are 
the  two  great  articles  of  pit)dace  ia  the 
East  Indies.    The  progees  of  the  prices 
of  these  downwards,  in  consequenca  of 
the  Bill  of  1819,  will  account  for  tha 
rain  and  bankruptcies  in  that  county. 
The  priee  of  Indigo,  fram  1797  to  IS19 
was  7s.  Sd,  per  lb»j  from  1819  to  18ft6 
5#.  Ud.;  from  1626  to  1668  4t.  llA; 
present  price,  4».  3^d.  i  and  jumA  of  loar 
quality  now  is  produced^  as  there  was  tan 
years  ago.    Saltpetre,  from  1797  to  1610, 
was  65s.  per  cwt ;  from   1819  to   1626 
2Ss,}    from  1826  to   1833|   ftSs.    Such 
are    amongst    the    consequences    of   this 
first-mentioned  Bill ;  and  for  these  oona&* 
quences  the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  answer- 
able.    Others  were  to  blame  as  mueh  or 
more  than  he ;  Mr.  Huskisson,  Mr«  Tier^ 
ney '  and  Mr.  Ricardo ;  but  it  was  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  who  brought  in  the  Bill,  and 
what  is  more,  he  is  now  here  himself.     Mad 
he  been  notning  more  tlian  a  mere  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  that  would  have  been 
another  thing ;  but  he  was  the  author  of 
the  Bill  by  which  this  great  atid  mighty 
mischief  Was  done.     He  was,  too,  a  Priv j 
Councillor  at  the  time.    What  mere  Mem* 
hers  of  Parliament  said  upon  the  subject 
amounted  to  nothing.    The  hon.  member 
for  Hertfordshire,  for  instance,  said,  upon 
the  introduction  of  the  BUI,  that,  "  if  ever 
there  was  a  moment  of  his  (Mr.  Peel's)  life, 
in  which  he  was  most  unquestionably  and 
most  eminently  entitled  to  the  gratitude  of 
his  country^  it  was  the  pti^sent  one"    Ooe 
of  three  courses  must  be  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Batonet :  he  must  contend,  thai  it  was 
right  to  do  all  this  enormous  mischief ;  thai 
it  was  right  to  bring  down  to  ruin  so  many 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  families ;  or  tihaS 
he  is  not  answerable  for  it  seeing  that  it 
was  done  by  the  Parliament ;  or  that  oo 
such  conaequenoes  were  produced  by  Iba 
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ht  stated,  that  the  slave  would  he  alloi^ecl 
tltilb  id  raise  thfe  hHce  of  his  dimi  ehianci-i 
pation^  hut,  Ht  the  sAinb  time,  he  had  leA^ 
It  td  the  discretioii  df  the  Houst^  tb  taj 
whether  thej  would  etact  froiti  the  slarerf 
the  pajinent  for  that  iijlilaticipatidh. 

Sir  tMfeH  Peel  did  ttot  offer  his  sug^s- 
tibn  to  the  Holiftb  l?ith  atij  otiicr  new 
than  that  of  allowing  time  fbr  deliberation. 
The  House  would  refcollect  that  some  of* 
those  Gentleihen  who  ivere  interested  for 
the  planters  had  ah  dppdrtunity  of  speaking 
and  tbd^  had  as  much  right  tb  complain  of 
delay  as  the  hon.  Oentleniah  opposite. 

Mr.  Godson  said,  on  the  part  of  the  West 
India  planters,  that  they  had  no  objection 
to  an  iinmbdiate  hearing.  They  had  no 
desire  whatcrer  for  a  postponement.  Some 
of  the  merchants  of  London  were,  however, 
in  a  di^rent  situation.  They  had  orders 
to  execute  for  shipment  of  several  millions' 
worth  of  Btitish  goods  to  the  West  Indies: 
but  one  of  those  Resolutions  ^ent  tb  regu- 
late the  supply  of  certain  articles  Which 
were  to  be  uited  by  negroes ;  and,  until  that 
clause  was  disposed  of,  the  merchants 
could  not,  with  safety,  send  out  the  usual 
shipments. 

Aft.  Secretary  Sinhley  could  assure  the 
hon.  and  leained  Getitlfeiilah  that  the  Reso- 
lution to  which  he  had  r^erred  would  not 
in  any  Way  afibct  the  ititetests  of  the  mer- 
chants cbticerhed  in  the  trade  to  the  West 
Indies.  Hi^  object  was,  to  give  that  body 
a  full  opportunity  of  disposing  of  their 
shipi^ents;  atid  he  wds  sure  that  ho  resolu. 
tion  or  dause  wbiild  be  adopted  which 
woiild  interfere  with  their  interests.  As 
to  the  discussion,  he  was  prepared  to  enter 
lipon  it  iittihediately,  but  he  thought  it 
faiiTsr  tb  allow  all  the  parties  intettjsted  in 
the  iteue  of  it,  full  time  fbr  inquiry  and 
deliberation. 

Mr.  Godson  said,  that  although  there  were 
but  a  v6ty  few  Members  in  the  House  who 
were  connected  With  the  colonies^  they  were 
willing  tb  go  on  at  once  with  the  debate, 
and  on  their  part  he  would  sav  that  delay 
or  postponement  could  only  have  for  its 
object  the  promulgation  of  such  statements 
as  had  been  made  in  the  brilliant  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Secretary — statements  which, 
thou^  unfounded,  would  be  thus  circulated 
without  an  answer. 

Sir  RohertPeel  had  only  spolcen  for  him- 
self. And  whatever  opinions  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  might  entertain  as  to 
the  efiects  of  his  suggestions,  he  must  be 
allowed  to  say,  that  he  had  no  other 
pbject  and  could^  have  no  otbet   object^ 
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than  to  ot)tain  that  attentive  consideration 
of  the  subject  which  would  be  most  satis- 
factory to  ail  parties. 

Sir  Richard  V^vydn  said,  the  great  in- 
convenience of  delay  was,  that  the  state- 
mtots  of  the  right  hon.  Secretary  would  go 
forth  uncontiadictcd,  although  he  (Sir 
Richard  Vyvyan)  could  easily  give  a  satis- 
factory refutation  to  many  of  them,  particu- 
larly to  those  misrepresentations  respecting 
tiie  Island  of  Jamaica. 

The  Resolutions  were  reported  to  the 
House  ptb  forma,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
and  taken  into  consideration  on  tlie  30th 
of  May. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Wednesday f  May  15,   1833. 

MiitDTSS.]  Petitions  prewntcd.  By  tiic  Earls  of  Cmichbrteri 
PiTziriLUAM,  Radmor,  and  Aiftua,  and  Lords  Bsx- 
LKYj  SurriCLO,  and  SaoRAta,  (torn  a  great  Number  of 
PlaMS,— against  Siarery. — By  the  Earl  of  Airlik,  fhnn 
the  I*rovinclal  Synod  of  Angus  and  Meanis,  from  the 
Kirk  Session  of  Dundee,  and  from  Guthrie,  for  a  Better 
System  of  Churdi  Patronage  in  Scotland  i  and  from  the 
Provincial  Synod  of  Angus  and  Heams,  for  Church  Reform 
in  Ireland. — By  Earl  Fitzitiluah,  flrom  three  Places, 
against  the  Com  Laws. — By  the  Duke  of  Richmond, 
ftom  Brighton,  for  the  Abolition  or  Amendment  of  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  May   15,    1833. 

tttiriiTKs.]  Paiiets  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hmx, 
an  Aceoont  of  the  Sabvifes  ind  Emoluments  of  the  Judge, 
and  Other  Offlcen  of  the  High  Court  of  Admiralty :  aldo 
of  the  Names  and  Timeof  Serviob  of  thcdillbient  Ambassa* 
dors  and  Secretaries  of  Embilsy  flrom  this  Court  to 
Turkey,  iidee  Janttaty,  18S7:  alto  an  Aocount  of  the 
Number  ^  Persons  OfRdally  Employod  by  each  Member 
of  his  Mi^csty's  Treasury,  and  the  Salary  and  Emoluments 
enjoyed  by  each  ^enon  M  Employed  in  the  years  1S33, 
1SS3 :  also  an  Aooount  of  the  Pnsions  paid  at  the  Trea- 
sury, for  which  14,U(NM.  is  required  in  the  Esthnates  on 
the  Table:  also  an  Account  of  the  Manner  in  wbidi 
.t8,195/.  TOted  in  ISJt,  fbr  defraying  Contingent  Expenses, 
and  fbr  MeMengcn,  have  been  Etpended:  also  how  tho 
sum  of  S^,0(XML  TOted  fbr  the  Expenses  of  the  Houses  of 
Ldrds  and  Commons,  in  1832,  and  also  the  Arrears  of 
\50KiU  were  Expended :  also  an  Account  of  the  Manner  in 
which  lt,6?4l.,  Toted  in  ISSt,  fbr  dofiraying  the  Expenses 
of  the  Insohrent  Debtors'  Court,  were  Expended,  as  also  of 
the  total  Amount  of  Fees  recdred  In  that  Court :  also  an 
Account  of  the  total  Amouht  received  f()r,  and  forming  tho 
Fee  Fnnds  bi  the  several  Offloei  in  his  Mi^esty^  TrcMury, 
h&  the  year  1S32,  and  the  Manner  of  its  Appropriation : 
alto  an  Aocount  of  the  Funds  belonging  to  the  Uhivcrsitica 
of  Oxfotri  tad  Cambridge,  for  dcfVaying  the  Charge  and 
Salaries  of  the  Proilessors,  in  aid  of  which  the  House  has 
hitherto  voted  Mon^,  and  is  called  upon  to  gnmt  i^irther 
Sums. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  STxcLAra,  flrom  St  George's, 
Hafaover  Square;  by  Mr.  Spar,  fhnn  Bodmhi,  and  oUicr 
Places;  and  by  Mr.  Laxoston,  fVom  St  Clemcni's,  Ox- 
ford,—against  the  Assessed  I'axcs.— By  Sir  H.  ParnkLl, 
flrom  Dundee;  and  Mr.  DtivLop,  from  Rutherglen, 
—against  the  Royal  Buigh  (Scotlahd)  Bill.— By  Colonel 
Wi  CMAUH,  flrom  the  Members  of  the  Subscription  Library 
at  Brighton,  against  the  Duty  on  Newspapers.— By  Mr. 
EwAftT,  flrom  UTcr]pdo)|  ligaiait  Mr*  STunofs  BouBif s'i 
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1797  to  iai9,  was  2«.  Hid.  per  )b<; 
from  1819  to  1826,  Ud.;  from  1826 
to  1833,  9d.  What,  then,  must  the 
etfects  of  this  Bill  have  been  upon  the 
&rmer,  the  landlord,  and  the  labourer?  In 
many  parts  of  the  country  the  amount  of 
the  wool  used  to  be  sufficient  to  pay  the 
rent  of  the  farm*  How  are  farmers  to  pay 
their  vent  now,  and  without  that  rant,  how 
are  the  landlords  to  pay  the  interest  of 
the  mortgage  on  their  estates  ?  The  con- 
sequences have  been  such,  that  the  land 
has  passed  away  from  its  owners  in  innu* 
merable  cases ;  and,  though  I  verily  be-» 
lieve  there  are  many  landlords  in  the 
House  who  have  lost  more  than  the  half 
of  their  estates  by  this  Bill,  yet  I  also 
believe,  though  they  know  that  every 
word  of  this  Resolution  is  true,  not 
one  of  them  will  vote  for  it.  Not  only  has 
agriculture  suffered  by  these  proceedings ; 
manufactures  have  suffered  the  same  fate. 
Let  us  take  iron  for  instance.  The  price 
of  iron  (British  pig),  from  1797  to  1819, 
was  8/.  per  ton  ;  from  1819  to  1826,  SL; 
from  1826  to  1833,2/.  15s.  The  iron- 
master  had  the  same  rent  to  pay ;  if  he 
had  moi'tgages,  the  same  amount  of  inter* 
est ;  and  every  one  must  see,  that  such  a 
process  must  bring  him  down  to  ruin; 
and  this  is  what  ought  to  have  been  fore^ 
seen  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  Nor  were 
the  effects  confined  to  the  King's  European 
dominions.  I  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies)  assert,  the  other  night,  that 
the  pecuniary  distress  of  the  West-Indians 
had  arisen  from  their  having  produced  too 
much  sugar  of  late  years;  that  it  was 
over-production,  and  not  the  agitation  of 
the  slave  question.  If  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman  were  to  go  to  Preston,  be  would 
And,  that  the  greater  part  of  thoae  naughty 
pretty  girls,  whom  he  and  I  so  well  re- 
member, are  now,  for  the  greater  part, 
become  wives;  and  he  would  find  them, 
in  too  many  cases,  obliged  to  drink  their 
tea  without  sugar:  let  him  go  and  tell 
them,  that  the  West-Indians  bring  too 
much  sugar  to  England,  and  that  that  is 
the  cause  of  their  ruin.  I  was  in  hopes, 
that  this  strange  notion  was  buried  in  the 
grave  with  the  late  Lord  Liverpool,  who, 
at  the  very  moment  when  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  the  Irish  were  starving ;  at 
that  very  moment,  when  we  were  called 
upon  to  subscribe  to  send  them  oatmeal 
and  potatoies*  declared,  in  the  most  post- 
live  manner,  that  the  distress  arose  from  the 


over-production  of  food  in  both  oooiitriea; 
Before  the  right  hon.  Oen^eman  again 
ascribes  distress  to  over-productioti,  I  be* 
seech  him  to  attend  to  the  progress  of 
prices  in  coffee  and  sugar,  from  the  time 
of  passing  the  fatal  Bill  of  1819;  which 
prices  are  as  follows: — Coffee  from  1797 
to  1819,  147s,  per  ewt.;  (torn  1819  to 
1826,  90s.;  from  1826  to  1833i  53s.-*- 
Sugar,  from  1797  to  1819,  82«.;  from 
1819  to  1836,  261.;  from  1M6  to  1833. 
3fis.  There  have  been  failures  of  \nU  to 
the  amount  of  10,000,000/.  in  Indian 
People  wonder  what  is  comd  over  the  Bast 
Indies :  thousands  upon  thousands  of  Bast 
Indian  familtea  are  in  a  statto  of  the 
deepest  distress.  Indigo  and  saltpetre  aro 
the  two  great  articles  of  produce  in  the 
East  Indies.  The  progees  of  the  prices 
of  these  downwards,  in  consequence  of 
the  Bill  of  1819,  will  aoeount  for  the 
rain  and  bankruptcies  in  that  country. 
The  priee  of  Indigo,  from  1797  to  1S10 
was  7s.  Sd,  per  lb.  j  from  I8I9  to  I8ft6 
5#.  nd.;  from  1626  to  IMS  4t.  11A( 
present  price,  4».  SM.  t  and  non^  of  Id# 
quality  now  is  produced,  as  there  was  ten 
years  agoi  Saltpetre,  from  1797  to  18 19, 
was  65s.  per  cwt ;  from  1819  to  18S6 
28s.  i  from  1826  to  16^3^  ftSs.  Such 
are  amongst  the  consequenees  of  this 
first-mentioned  Bill ;  and  for  these  conse* 
quenoes  the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  answer- 
able.  Others  were  to  blame  as  much  or 
more  than  he ;  Mr.  Huskisson,  Mn  Tiei^ 
ney,'  and  Mr.  Ricardo ;  but  it  was  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  who  brought  in  the  Bill,  and 
what  is  more,  he  is  now  nere  himself.  Had 
he  been  nothing  more  tlian  a  mere  Mem- 
ber of  I'arliament,  that  would  have  been 
another  thing ;  but  he  was  the  author  of 
the  Bill  by  which  this  great  and  mighty 
mischief  Was  done.  He  was,  too,  a  Privy 
Councillor  at  the  time.  What  mere  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  said  upon  the  subject 
amounted  to  nothing.  The  hon.  member 
for  Hertfordshire,  for  instance,  said,  upon 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  that,  "  if  ever 
there  was  a  moment  of  his  (Mr.  Peel's)  life, 
in  which  he  was  most  unquestionably  and 
most  eminently  entitled  to  the  gratitade  of 
his  country^  it  was  the  present  One.**  One 
of  three  courses  must  be  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet :  he  must  contend,  thai  it  was 
right  to  do  all  this  enormous  mischief ;  that 
it  was  right  to  bring  down  to  ruin  so  many 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  families ;  or  ^lal 
he  is  not  answerable  fbr  it  seeing  that  U 
was  done  by  the  Parliament ;  or  that  no 
such  eonsequenoes  were  produced  hj  she 
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Lord  Morpeth  was  not  prepared  to 
answer  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
but  he  was  well  satisfied  that  his  right 
hon.  friend  would  have  no  difficulty  on  the 
subject,  if  he  were  present  The  allegation 
made  by  his  right  hon.  friend  with  respect 
to  the  power  of  a  master  to  inflict  thirty- 
nine  stripes  on  his  slave,  was,  in  fact,  the 
statement  of  a  West-India  proprietor. 

Mr.  CyConnell  said,  that  the  knowledge 
of  which  he  was  possessed  on  the  subject 
came  from  the  evidence  laid  before  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.  The  question  in 
dispute  seemed  to  be  whether  a  West- 
Indian  slave  master  could  inflict  thirty-nine 
lashes  on  a  negro  for  a  certain  offence,  and 
the  evidence  of  a  West- India  proprietor, 
and  of  other  men,  stated  clearly  that  he 
could.  An  overseer  could  not  only  admin- 
ister thirty-nine  lashes  for  looking  him  in 
the  face,  he  could  do  so  without  assigning 
any  reason.  That  he  could  inflict  corporal 
punishment  either  with  or  without  assign, 
ing  any  reason  had  been  proved  upon 
authority  which  did  not  admit  of  a  doubt. 
The  fact  was  so  revolting  to  every  feeling 
of  humanity,  that  the  House  would  not  be 
imbued  with  a  particle  of  sympathy  if  a 
law  were  not  immediately  passed  to  render 
it  impossible  for  one  human  being  to  strike 
another  with  impunity. 

Colonel  Leith  Hay  was  enabled  to  cor- 
roborate the  assertions  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
by  his  own  personal  observation.  The 
statements  of  the  right  hon.  Secretary,  he 
did  not  hesitate  to  say,  were  greatly  exag. 
gerated.  The  allegations  were  made  upon 
evidence  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
believed  to  be  true,  but  that  evidence  was 
of  a  most  exaggerated  description.  He 
thought  an  ex  parte  statement,  armed  with 
the  powerful  eloquence  of  the  right  hon. 
Secretary,  and  the  feeling  that  existed  out 
of  doors  at  the  present  moment  on  the  sub- 
ject of  slavery,  without  any  expression  of 
the  sentiments  of  the  House  upon  the 
subject,  ought  not  to  be  permitted  to  reach 
the  public  ear  without  the  earliest  contra- 
diction. 

Mr.  Harvei/  said,  that  this  meeting,  for 
the  purpose  of  presenting  the  petitions  of 
the  people,  was  worth  nothing  if  a  respon- 
sible Minister  was  not  present  to  hear  the 
complaints  of  the  country.  He  very  much 
regretted  the  absence  of  every  Minister  on 
the  present  occasion.  It  was  disgraceful 
to  any  Ministry  that  the  petitions  should 
thus,  day  after  day,  be  ludicrously  consigned 
to  the  bag.  He  very  much  approved  of 
conversational  debates  of  this  description. 


It  gave  every  individual  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  an  opinion,  and  asking  any  ques- 
tion he  might  think  necessary,  and  which 
he  must  be  prevented  from  doing  on  the 
occasion  of  a  set  debate,  when  the  whole  time 
was  consumed  by  a  few  prepared  speeches 
each  three  or  four  hours'  long.  The  ques- 
tion he  was  anxious  to  put  to  the  Govern- 
ment was,  whether  the  scheme  of  emancipa- 
tion was  to  go  hand-in-hand  with  compen- 
sation ;  or  whether  emancipation  was  to  be 
carried  without  compensation  ^  And  if  it 
was  not,  he  wished  to  know  from  what 
quarter  compensation  was  to  come?  He 
understood  from  the  speech  of  a  noble  Lord, 
who  had  filled  the  office  of  Under-Secretary, 
until  within  a  very  short  period,  that  he 
had  spent  two  years  in  maturing  a  plan  for 
the  emancipation  of  the  slaves,  which  dif- 
fered in  many  important  particulars  from 
the  scheme  produced  by  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  in  a  very  short  space  of  time ; 
and  he  wished  to  know  why  the  plans  of 
that  noble  Lord  were  not  submitted  to  the 
House  as  well  as  the  Resolutions  of  the 
right  hon.  Secretary?  Conversations  of 
this  description  tended  to  elucidate  facts 
much  better  than  luminous  and  elaborate 
speeches,  and  he,  therefore,  regretted  that 
no  Minister  was  present  to  answer  the 
inquiries  of  hon.  Members ;  it  was  certainly 
a  part  of  the  original  agreement  between 
Ministers  and  the  House. 

Mr.  Petre  said,  that  the  statements  which 
had  gone  forth  were  not  in  any  degree 
exaggerated.  The  House  and  the  country 
had  heard  repeatedly  of  worse  instances 
than  any  which  were  last  night  mentioned 
by  the  right  hon.  Secretary,  who  had, 
indeed,  shown  great  forbearance  in  not 
alluding  to  individual  cases. 

The  Conversation  dropped. 

Municipal  Corporations  —  Sliqo.] 
Mr.  John  Martin  (of  Sligo^  presented  a 
Petition  from  Sligo,  complaining  of  certain 
abuses  which  existed  in  the  Corporation. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  he  trusted  that  he 
should  be  excused  if  he  trespassed  on  the 
time  of  the  House,  while  he  showed  that 
the  petition  which  complained  of  the  Sligo 
Corporation  contained  gross  and  calumnious 
falsehoods,  as  applied  to  a  most  estimable 
person ;  he  meant  his  very  respected  friend, 
Mr.  Wynne,  who  is  a  proprietor  of  certain 
tolls  in  the  town,  who  is  a  constant  resident 
in  the  country,  and  whose  example  he 
heartily  wishal  other  proprietors  would 
follow.  The  petition  stated  that  this  res- 
pectable gentleman  bad  appropriated  a  part 
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AcL— -ByBI^  Bbauclbrx,  ftom  WimbMoo ;  and  by 
Lord  G.  Lknnox,  from  Oving,— agaiiut  Tithes. — By  Mr. 
Caylby,  ftora  Tadcaster,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Malt 
Tax  aod  Aaiened  TaxM.— By  Sir  J.  JoBiiarroxB,  from 
Scarborough,  for  an  Inquiry  into  the  State  of  the  British 
Shipping  interest — By  Mr.  J.  FisLnaN,  fh>ni  Blackburn, 
against  the  Irish  Church  Temporalltia  Bill.— By  Mr. 
Caylbt,  and  Sir  B.  W.  Guisb,  flrom  Kvcnl  Plaoea, 
—for  a  Repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax.— By  Mr.  SurcLAiR, 
fh>m  several  Places  in  Scotland,  for  Amending  the  Exist- 
ing System  of  Chureh  Patronage  in  Scotland. — By  Mr. 
O'CoNNBLL,  Ciom  Balmerino,  for  Relief  to  Irdaad  %  Atom 
the  Saddlers  of  Dublin,  and  from  Enniscorthy  and  Temple- 
shannon,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Union ;  (torn  Strathmiglo, 
for  the  Abolition  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  as  connected 
with  the  State}  and  Ihnn  two  Placet,  against  Tithea  and 
Church  Cess :  also  from  several  Parishes  in  Dublin,  and 
other  Places ;  and  by  Mr.  F.  O'Connor,  firom  Ballymoney, 
and  Kenneigh,— agunst  the  Suppression  of  Disturbances 
(Ireland)  Bill. — ^By  Mr.  Wtnn  Ellis,  fhira  a  Diaunting 
Congregation,  Liverpool;  and  by  Cokmel  Wiluams, 
fh>m  the  Dissenters  of  Ashtoo-imder-Lyne,  for  Relief  to 
the  Dissenters,  from  their  present  Grievances. — ^By  Mr. 
J.  OswALO,  and  Mr.  Dvnlop,  fW>m  the  Handloom 
Weavers  of  several  Places,  for  the  Appointment!^  a  Board 
of  Trade  to  Regulate  Wages. — By  Mr.  Ouphant,  and 
Mr.  J.  Oswald,  fhnn  Perth  and  Galston,  against  the  Com 
Laws. — By  Sbr  H.  Parkbll,  fhnn  Maryborough;  and  Mr. 
Sinclair,  from  Armagh,  for  substituting  a  Solemn  Affir- 
mation for  an  Oath. — By  Sir  H.  Parnkll.  from  the 
Coach  Proprietors  and  Postmasters,  on  the  Lines  of  Road 
between  London,  Worcester,  &c.,  that  the  same  Prindple 
of  Taxation  may  be  applied  to  both  Rail-roads  and  Com- 
mon-roads ;  and  from  Dundee,  for  certain  Alterations  in 
the  Law  of  Scotland. — By  Mr.  O'Connbll,  from  Dublin ; 
Mr.  RoBBOCK,  fkom  Bath  i  Mr.  Siwclaib,  from  Brighton ; 
and  Mr.  Collibr,  f^om  Plymouth,~liDT  granting  to  the 
Inhabitants  of  Corporate  Towns  the  Right  of  Electing 
their  own  Municipal  and  Local  Magistrates.— By  Mr. 
FiNCB,  ftom  Stamfbrd;  Mr.  Brodib,  flrom  Salisbury; 
and  Mr.  Wionbt,  fhnn  Brighton — ^for  the  Repeal  or 
Amendment  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act — By  Mr.  Robbuck, 
Mr.  O'Connbll,  and  Sir  W.  Molbsworth,  from  several 
Places,— agahist  Tithea. — ^By  Sir  R.  Inolfs,  Sir  John 
AsTLBY,  Lord  MoBPBTH,  Sir  H.  Parnbll,  Sir  W. 
GuisB,  Lord  G.  Lbnnox,  Lord  G.  Bbntinck,  Lord 
LuMLBY,  Colonel  Davibs,  Sir  W.  Molxrworth,  Colonel 
T0RBBN8,  Bfi^ar  Fancoubt,  Lord  Dalmbny,  and 
Messrs.  A.  Johnston,  Gully,  Hurst,  Ewabt,  Dillwvn, 
RuPBR,  CoLUBR,  Wbyland,  H.  A.  Fbllowks,  Chich- 
xstbr,  Ramsbottom,  Caylby,  Sinclair,  O'Connbll, 
Wynn  Ellis,  J.  Oswald,  Bannbrman,  J.  Martin, 
Whitmorb,  Philips,  Todd,  and  Hornby,  from  a  great 
Number  of  Places,— against  Slavery. — By  Lord  Mor- 
PRTH,  Lord  G.  Bbntinck,  Sir  R.  Inolis,  Sir  Eardlry 
WiLMOT,  Sir  Anorbw  Aonbw,  Sir  Robbrt  Simbon, 
Sir  W.  GuisB,  Colonel  G.  Wiluams,  Messrs.  A.  John- 
ston, HopB,  Wbyland,  Strutt,  and  Sinclair,  fhnn  a 
Number  of  Places,— for  the  Better  Observance  of  the 
Sabbath. — By  Mr.  Oliphant,  from  Perth,  for  Amending 
the  Scotch  Law  of  Bankruptcy. — ^By  Mr.  Clay,  from 
SL  Paul's,  Deptford,  for  Relief  from  the  General  Distress, 
and  fhnn  the  Expense  of  the  Metropolitan  Police. — ^By 
Mr.  Bannbrman,  fh>m  Aberdeen,  for  a  Revision  of  the 
Apothecaries  Act. — ^By  Mr.  J.  BIartin,  fhim  SUgo,  for 
Substituting  a  Solemn  Affirmation  for  an  Oath. — By  Lord 
Morpbth,  f^om  Leeds,  against  the  Com  Laws. — By  Sir 
John  Astlby,  fhnn  Bristow,  against  the  Malt  Tax. — ^By 
Mr.  Hornby,  from  Warrington,  for  Transferring  the 
Asrizes  fh>m  Lancaster  to  the  former  Place;  and  for 
Relief  to  the  Diuenters  ftom  their  present  Grievances. — 
By  Mr.  Hornby,  fhnn  Warrington;  Mr.  Clay,  fhnn 
St.  Mary's,  Whitecfaapel ;  and  Mr.  Tooo,  fhnn  Honiton, 
against  the  Assessed  Taxes. — By  Sir  R.  Inolts,  from  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Ely.  against  the  Church  Temporalities 
(Ireland)  BilL^By  Lord  Morpbth.  Mr.  Hornby,  and 
Sir  R.  Indus,  firom  sevenl  Places,— Ibr  Amending  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act 

Abolition  of  Slaveby.J  Sir  Richard 


Vffvyan  took  the  opportunity^  upon,  the 
presentation  of  some  Petitions  agniiist  negro 
slavery^  of  giving  a  positive  oontiadkdai 
to  some  of  the  statements  made  by  the  light 
hon.  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  to  the  House  last 
night.  That  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated^  that  the  recommendations  of  Govern. 
ment  had  heen  totally  disregarded  hj  the 
slave-owners  in  the  West  Indies^  and  the 
colonial  legislatures^  and  applied  the  ohser- 
vation  more  particularly  to  the  ialand  of 
Jamaica.  This  statement  was  inooitect, 
for  the  legislature  there  had  passed  an  Act 
in  the  year  1832^  wherehy  the  evidence  of 
the  slave  was  not  only  admitted  against  bis 
master,  hut  also  against  the  overseer.  An. 
other  of  the  allegations  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  that  the  evidence  of 
the  slave  could  only,  be  received  dogged 
with  the  recommendation  of  his  master. 
But  this  allegation  had  reference  to  one 
part  of  the  colonies  only,  the  ialand  of 
Antigua.  It  was  also  most  emmeoosly 
stated  that  a  slave  could  receive  thirty-nine 
lashes  for  only  looking  hb  master  in  the 
face. 

Mr.  Hume  rose  to  order.  That  was  not 
the  proper  period  to  answer  a  debate  which 
took  place  on  a  former  occasion. 

The  Speaker  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  not  strictly  out  of  order. 
It  was  for  him  to  consider  how  far  the 
course  he  was  pursuing  promoted  the  con- 
venience of  the  House. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  was  merely  anxious 
to  native  allegations  which  had   heen 
brought  against  a  most  respectable  body  of 
men  by  the  Secretary  and  Under-Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  and  which  ought  not  to 
be  suffered  to  go  forth  to  the  public  with- 
out a  contradiction  on  the  earliest  opportu- 
nity.    The  right  hon.  Secretary  was  mis- 
informed with  regard  to  the  corporal  pun- 
ishment of  the  negroes.    He  k^w  man/ 
instances  in  which  a  much  heavier  punish- 
ment than  the  infliction    of  thiity-nme 
stripes  had  been  visited  upon  those  who  had 
inflicted  a  very  small  corporal  punishment 
upon  an  offending  slave.      Instances  had 
occurred  in  the  colonies  of  100/.  hariog 
been  handed  over  to  the  overseer  for  the 
manumission  of  a  slave  who  had  been  ifl« 
treated.  If  these  facts  had  not  been  brought 
forward  at  the  present  moment,  it  would 
operate  very  much  to  the  injury  of  justice 
Justice  he  wished  tobedone  toall  parties^  and 
surely  justice  was  due  to  those  individuals 
whose  property  must  greatly  suffer  by  the 
ministerial  propositions. 
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MmuTSs.]  Pftpen  ofdered.  On  die  Motian  of  Mr.  0*Coi^- 
KBLL,  the  Order  nuide  on  Norcmber  IJth,  18Sf ,  for  tiie 
Payment  of  the  Juxon  in  the  Case  o^  his  Majeity  against 
the  Lord  Primate  of  Ireland,  &tc. :  also  an  Acobnnt  of  aU 
Wines  Imported  and  Warehoused  In  the  Port  of  DabUn 
in  each  of  the  seven  years,  ending  April  5th,  1833 :  also 
ftom  the  5th  of  April,  1831,  to  the  latest  period  to  which  It 
eah  be  torooght  down  of  all  Wliics  with  their  denomlna- 
tionSy  whldn  under  the  Warehousing  Aet  have  been  mixed 
and  branded  **  Mixed  ^ines"  In  the  Port  of  Dublin.— On 
the  Motion  of  Mr.  CaiRUBs  Walker,  an  Aootlunt  of  all 
Newspaper  Stamps  in  Ireland,  Ihun  thtf  1st  of  January, 
1832,  to  the  1st  of  April,  1833.— On  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
Spring  Rick,  an  Account  of  the  Number  of  Persons  con- 
Vidied  of  Smuggling  under  the  Act  Gth  George  4th, 
cap.  108,  sec  80,  and  the  Penalties  hiflictcd  as  Punish- 
ments :  also  a  Statement  ot  the  several  Situations  in  the 
Public  Service  in  whidi  each  of  the  Persons  now  receiving 
Pensions  for  Diplomatic  Services  have  beoi  Employed,  as 
also  the  length  of  their  Services  respectively. 

BilL    R  cad  a  second  time : — Quakers  Afflrmation. 

Pctidcns  presented.  By  Mr.  SrRVTt,  from  the  Dyers  and 
Blendiera  of  Dertiy,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Soap.— 
By  Sir  R.  Fuamkej^md,  Lord  HaxNiKRR,  Mr.  Hall 
Dark,  Mr.  Hops  J;>HN8ToiirB,  Mr.  Briscos,  and  Mr. 
M'Lkoo,  fhrtn  a  Number  of  Plioes, — for  the  Better  Ob- 

>  servanoe  of  tha  Sabbath.— By  Mr.  H.  Grattan,  flrom 
Abbey  Cromhir,  against  Tithes  and  Church  Rates.— By 
Mr.  Christmah,  from  the  Ladies  of  Waterford;  and  by 
Mr.  MARjoRiRANsa,  flrom  Hythe,— against  l^lavery. 

COLDBATH-riELDS     MEETING.]      Mr. 

Roebnck  wished  to  ask  A  qtiestion  of  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Hom^ 
Department,  whom  he  saw  in  his  place, 
relative  to  a  tranfiaction  that  had  occurred 
within  the  last  few  days.  It  appeared 
that  a  Proclamation,  or  a  paper  in  the 
nature  of  a  Proclamation,  had  iMUed  from 
the  Secretai7  of  State'*  office  respecting  a 
meeting  then  about  to  take  place  id  Cold- 
bath- fields.  This  Proclamation,  if  so  it 
might  be  called,  had  no  official,  or  indeed 
any*  signature  whatever  affixed  to  it  to 
indicate  its  authority;  but  such  a  document 
had  been  stuck  upon  the  walls  in  different 
parts  of  the  metropolis.  It  was  supposed 
by  many  that  it  could  not  have  proceeded 
from  any  official  quarter,  and  that  the 
meeting  consequently  was  not  illegal. 
As  a  judicial  inquiry  was  going  on,  he 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  did  not  mean  to  enter 
further  into  the  subject  at  present;  but 
what  he  desired  to  know  was,  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would  have  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  information  which  he  had  re- 
ceived respecting  this  meeting,  and  which 
hall  induced  the  Proclamation  to  be  issued? 
Mr.  Lamb  begged  to  suggest  to  the 
hon.  Member,  whether  he  ought  to  put  a 
question  on  the  subject  at  present.  It 
would  not  only  be  extremely  inconvenient 
to  answer  such  a  question  under  existing 
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circtliiistances,  but  doing  so  tfiight  tend 
materially  to  frustrate  the  euds  of  justice. 
When  the  judicial  inquiries  now  in  pro- 
gress had  concluded  the  hon.  Meniber 
might  put  any  question  he  pleased,  and 
his  Majesty's  'Government  would  be  ready 
to  answer  it.  At  the  same  time  he  must 
say,  that  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  Proclamation  was  perfectly  proper, 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that^  he  would  be 
one  of  the  last  men  in  that  House  to  take 
any  step  likely  to  frustrate  the  ends  of 
justice  in  this  or  in  any  other  case ;  atnd  if 
such  would  be  the  effect  of  having  his 
question  answered,  he  was  perfectly  willing 
to  postpone  it  until  after  the  Coroner's 
Jury  had  come  to  a  decision,  provided  it 
was  understood  that  then  his  present  re- 
quest would  be  complied  with.  [The  hon. 
Gentleman  paused^  but  no  answer  was 
given.]  On  no  other  condition  could  be 
acquiesce  in  postponing  his  inquiry,  for  in 
his  opinion  questions  respecting  such 
transactions  could  not  be  put  too  soon. 
As  the  Under  Secretary  refused  to  accede 
to  his  proposition,  he  should  go  on,  but  he 
would  of  course  studiously  avoid  anything 
that  could  at  all  bear  upon  the  case  of 
murder,  regarding  which  an  investigation 
was  then  in  progress  before  the  Coroner. 
His  object  was  to  ascertain  what  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  had  been  in  the 
affair,  and  not  to  touch  upon  any  other 
topic  connected  with  it. 

The  Solicitor  General  rose  to  order.  It 
was,  he  believed,  unparliamentary  to  bring 
forward  a  subject  for  discussion  in  that 
House  which  was  undergding  judicial 
inquiry  elsewhete. 

The  Speaker  decided  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Bath  was  not  disorderly.  lie 
had  a  right  to  ask  the  question  he  had 
put  to  the  hon.  the  Under  Secretary,  but 
it  would  be  for  the  House  to  deal  with 
that  question  as  they  pleased. 

Mr.  Roebuck  again  repeated  that  he 
would  forego  his  question  if  such  an  un- 
derstanding was  come  to,  or  if  it  was  the 
opinion  of  the  House  that  his  pretoing  it 
would  be  likely  to  frustrate  the  ends  of 
justice. 

Mr.  Lamb  declined  giving  any  pledge 
of  the  kind  required  by  the  hon.  Member, 

Mr.  Roebuck  continued.     He   merely 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Government 
had  doniB  its  duty,  on  what  information  it 
had  acted,  and  if  the  Proclamation  to  whicl 
he  had  alluded  had  really  issued  from  th 
Home  Officei  and  received  the  sanction  i 
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1797  to  iai9,  was  2«.  n^d.  per  lb.; 
from  1819  to  1826,  lid.;  from  1826 
to  1833,  9d.  What,  then,  must  the 
etfects  of  this  Bill  have  been  upon  the 
&rmer,  the  landlord,  and  the  labourer?  In 
many  parts  of  the  country  the  amount  of 
the  wool  used  to  be  sufficient  to  pay  the 
rent  of  the  farm.  How  are  farmers  to  pay 
Iheir  rent  now,  and  without  that  rent,  how 
are  the  landlords  to  pay  the  interest  of 
the  mortgage  on  their  estates  ?  The  con- 
sequences have  been  such,  that  the  land 
has  passed  away  from  its  owners  in  innu* 
merable  cases ;  and,  though  I  verily  be-^ 
lieve  there  are  many  landlords  in  the 
House  who  have  lost  more  than  the  half 
of  their  estates  by  this  Bill,  yet  I  also 
believe,  though  they  know  that  every 
word  of  this  Resolution  is  true,  not 
•ne  of  them  will  vote  for  it.  Not  only  has 
agriculture  suffered  by  these  proteedings ; 
manufactures  have  suffered  the  same  fate. 
Let  us  take  iron  for  instance.  The  price 
of  iron  (British  pig),  from  1797  to  1819, 
was  8/.  per  ton  ;  from  1819  to  1826,  5L ; 
from  1826  to  1833,2/.  15i.  The  iron- 
master had  the  same  rent  to  pay ;  if  he 
had  moi'tgages,  the  same  amount  of  in  ters- 
est ;  and  every  one  must  see,  that  such  a 
process  must  bring  him  down  to  ruin; 
and  this  is  what  ought  to  have  been  fore-* 
seen  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet*  Nor  were 
the  effects  confined  to  the  King's  European 
dominions.  I  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  (the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies)  assert,  the  other  night,  that 
the  pecuniary  distress  of  the  West- Indians 
had  arisen  from  their  having  produced  too 
much  suear  of  late  years;  that  it  was 
over-proouction,  and  not  the  agitation  of 
the  slave  question.  If  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  were  to  go  to  Prestoii,  he  would 
And,  that  the  greater  part  of  those  naughty 
(iretty  girls,  whom  he  and  I  so  well  re* 
member,  are  now,  for  the  greater  part, 
become  wives;  and  he  would  find  them, 
in  too  many  cases,  obliged  to  drink  their 
tea  without  sugar:  let  him  go  and  tell 
them,  that  the  West-Indians  bring  too 
much  sugar  to  England,  and  that  that  is 
the  cause  of  their  ruin.  I  was  in  hopes, 
that  this  strange  notion  was  buried  in  the 
grave  with  the  late  Lord  Liverpool,  who, 
at  the  very  moment  when  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  the  Irish  were  starving ;  at 
that  very  moment,  when  we  were  called 
upon  to  subscribe  to  send  them  oatmeal 
And  potatoes,  declared,  in  the  most  posi- 
tive manner,  that  the  distress  arose  from  the 


over-production  of  food  in  both  connttiei. 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentletnan  again 
ascribes  distress  to  over-production,  I  be- 
seech him  to  attend  to  the  progress  of 
prices  in  cofiee  and  sugar,  from  the  time 
of  passing  the  fatal  Bill  of  1819 ;  which 
prices  are  as  follows: — Coffee  froib  1797 
to  1819,  147s.  per  owt.;  (torn  1819  to 
1826,  90f.;  from  1826  to  1833,  53f.^ 
Sugar,  from  1797  to  1819,  82f.;  from 
1819  to  1826,  261.;  from  1826  to  1833* 
22s.    There  have  been  hilures  of  lattf  to 
the   amount   of  10,000,000/.  in   India* 
People  wonder  what  is  come  over  the  B«tt 
Indies :  thousands  upon  thousands  of  Bnit 
Indian  families  are  in    a  state  of  the 
deepest  distress.     Indigo  and  saltpetre  are 
the  two  great  articles  of  produce  in  the 
East  Indies.    The  progess  of  the  prices 
of  these  downwards,  in  i^nsequenco  of 
the  Bill  of  1819,  will  account  for  the 
ruin  and  bankruptcies  in  that  country. 
The  pride  of  Indigo,  fran  1797  lo  1819 
was  7s.  Sd.  per  lb.)  from  1819  to  I8S6 
5#.  lid.;  from  1626  to  IMS  4t.  11A( 
present  price,  4».  9id.  i  and  nonrt  of  loW 
quality  now  is  produced,  as  there  was  ten 
years  ago.    Saltpetre,  from  1797  to  1810, 
was  65s,  per  cwt ;  from   1819  to   1896 
28s »i    from   1826  to  18S%   28#.     Such 
are   amongst   the    consequences   of   this 
first-mentioned  Bill ;  and  for  these  conae* 
quenoes  the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  answer- 
able.    Others  were  to  blame  as  much  or 
more  than  he ;  Mr.  Huskisson,  Mn  Tier* 
ney '  and  Mr.  Ricardo ;  but  it  was  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  who  brought  in  the  Bill,  and 
what  is  more,  he  is  now  here  himself.     Mad 
he  been  nothing  more  tlian  a  mere  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  that  would  have  been 
another  thing ;  but  he  was  thd  author  of 
the  Bill  by  which  this  great  and  mighty 
mischief  Was  done.     He  was,  too,  a  rtivf 
Councillor  at  the  time.     What  mere  Mem- 
bers df  Parliament  said  upon  the  subject 
amounted  to  nothing.    The  hon.  member 
for  Hertfordshire,  for  instance,  said,  upon 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  that,  "  if  ever 
there  was  a  moment  of  his  (Mr.  Peel's)  life, 
in  which  he  was  most  unquestionably  and 
most  eminently  entitled  to  the  gratitude  of 
his  country^  it  was  the  present  one.**    One 
ci  three  courses  must  be  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet :  he  must  contend,  that  it  was 
right  to  do  all  this  enormous  mischief;  that 
it  was  right  to  bring  down  to  ruin  so  nasnf 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  families ;  or  that 
he  is  not  answerable  for  it  seeing  that  il 
was  done  by  the  Paiiiament ;  or  that  im» 
such  consequences  were  produced  fay  fim 
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stance  of  the  illegality  of  the  meeting  was 


'  The  Solicitor  General  said,  that  con- 


published  and  circulated,  and  the  result   sidering  the  investigation  now  proceeding 
was,  that  the  people,  being  better  advised    might  lead  to  a  trial  of  a  grave  and  highly 


than  they  had  been  with  respect  to  the  >  penal  nature — namely,  the  trial  for  life  or 


meeting  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
did  not  assemble. 

Mr.  O'Connell  observed,  there  could  be 


death  of  one  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  at 
the  Old  Bailey — he  thought  the  hon. 
member  for  Bath  would  have  done  much 


no  doubt  the  notice  for  holding  the  meet-  better  if  he  had  abstained  from  the  ob- 

ing  was  foolish  in  the  extreme ;  but,  at  servations  in  which  he  had  indulged.    He 

the  same  time,  he  knew  of  no  law  in  this  (the  Solicitor  General)  also  wished   the 

country  prohibiting  meetings  for  estab-  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Dublin  had 

lishing  a  National  Convention.     In  1792,  refrained  from  the  remarks  which  he  had 

the  Roman    Catholics  of   Ireland   held  made.     The  legality  of  the  meeting  would 

meetings  for  this  purpose,  and,  what  was  be  inquired  into  by  the  competent  au- 

more,  a  deputation  from  that  Convention  thorities,  and  that  being  the  case,  he  (the 

presented  an  Address  to  the  King  upon  Solicitor  General)  had  nothing  more  to 

the  Throne,  so  that  at  that  period  at  least  say  at   present  but  to  enter  his  protest 

such  a  Convention  was  not  illegal.   Now,  against  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the  hon. 

however,  such  a  thing  would  be  illegal  in  and  learned  member  for  Dublin,  that  an 

Ireland,  because  a  prohibitory  statute  had  illegal    meeting  could  *not  be  dispersed 

been  passed  upon  the  subject ;  and  he  without  reading  the  Riot  Act.    The  con« 

threw  out  this  explanation  in  order  that  trary  was  the  law, 
the  statement  of   the  Under   Secretary 

might  not  in  its  turn  affect  the  investiga-  Crown  Lands — Baron  Joy.]]     Mr. 

tion   that  was  in   progress.     But  if  the  Harvey  said,  that  the  object  of  his  Motion 

meeting  in  question  leally  was,  as  had  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 

been    stated    by   the   Under    Secretary,  land  revenues  of  the  Crown  under  the 

illegal,  a  Magistrate  ought  to  have  been  Commissioners    of    Woods    and    Forests 

present,   and  to  have  accompanied   the  having  been  answered,  by  the  appointment 

police  to  the  spot  to  read  the  Riot  Act,  in  of  a  Committee  on  the  subject,  by  the  noble 

case  the  people  refused  to  disperse.    The  Lord  (Althorp)  he  did  not  mean  to  press 

people  were  not  obliged  by  law  to  disperse  ^^  Motion,  provided  it  was  understood  that 

until  the  Riot  Act  had  been  read  ;  but  he  ^^^  present  Committee  was  to  have  power 

was  prepared   to   admit,  if,   previous  to  to  enter  into  the  whole  question  connected 

that,  the  police  had  been  attacked  by  the  ^^^^  *^®  management  and  disposal  of  the 

populace — that  if  force  had  been  used  on  ^^own  lands. 

the  one  side— force  was  perfectly  justifi-  ^^^  Duncannon  replied,  that  the  Com. 

able  on  the  other  ;  for  the  maxim  of  the  ^^^^^  ^°"^^  ^»^^  full  power  to  investigate 

law  was,  that  force  might  be  repelled  by  the  whole  subject. 

force,  and  in  such  a  case  every  constable  ,¥'"  OCofinelliooV  that  opportumty  of 

had  aright  to  act  uponjthe  defensive.  This  "f^"'?  ^^^  "^^.^®  Lord  whether  it  was  true 

he  conceived  to  be  the  law  in  this  coun-  *^^*>  m  an  action  tried  some  time  ago  be- 

try,  although  it  was  different  with  respect  f ^^"  ^^f,  ^^°^"  ^"^,  *^^  ^.^"^J?  n[^% 

to  Ireland  •  for  bv  a  oarticular  Act  if  a  ^^""'^l^tive  to  those  lands,  the  Lord  Chief 

«»^..»:«^  r./ ^K^  T,:oU  ^r^^^^l«     ^c    1a  *  Baron  had  ordered  the  Solicitor  of  the  Crown 

^r!™.!   iu£  ?J!   n,^  ?        ft      1  °  '»  W  five  guineas  to  each  of  the  Jury  for 

separate   within  five  minutes  after  they  thek  attendance ;  and  whether,  in  f«t,  a 

were  ordered  to  disperse  by  a  Magistrate  ,„„  „f  g^g^.  ^  J  ^^  ^  ^^  '  f       .^ ' 

the   persons  then   and   there    assembled  „„,hi„     eould  have  been  more  unprece- 

would  be  guilty  of  an  offence  punishable  dented  or  unauthorised?     Should  the  in. 

at  law.     For  the  present,  while  a  judicial  qui^y  be  answered  in  the  aflfinnative  it  was 

inquiry  was  pending,  they  should  cautious-  his  intention,  if  nobody  else  did  so,  to  brine 

ly  absUin  from  all  observations  that  might  the  subject  before  Parliament,  for  as  well 

bear  upon  the  subject  of  that  investigation,  might  the  Chief  Baron  have  ordered  the 

for  no  man  ought  to   attempt  even  to  payment  of  a  million  of  money  as  this 

anticipate  its  result ;  but  if  a  murder  had  sura. 

been  committed,  if  life  had  been  sacri-  Lord  Duncannon  in  reply  said,  that  the 

ficeci,  those  by  whom  the  measures  taken  cngo  hud  been  removed  from  the  Assicei  of 

OR  the  oooAiion  bad  be«n  advlwd  lay  the  county  of  Cavan  to  be  tried  in  the  oity 

«R4ir »  d««p  imd  Hrioui  mponiibllity,  gf  Dublin,  b^  eoQMnt  qf  VtOx'^^^  Xh»9v 
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have'one  vote/at  waj  rate.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  in  a  very  elaborate  performance^ 
had  insisted  upon  the  justice  of  taking 
thirty  per  cent  from  the  interest  of  the 
fundholders ;  and  he  justified  the  propo- 
sition upon  the  ground,  that  the  Bill  of 
18 19  had  given  to  the  fundholders  thirty 
per  cent  more  than  they  ought  to  receive. 
He  had  voted  for  the  Bill  of  1819.  misled 
by  the  high  authority,  of  Oracle  Ricardo ; 
he  had  made  the  ainende  honorable ;  but 
to  make  it  complete,  he  must  vote  for  this 
Resolution.  There  is  another  person,  too^ 
who  must  not  be  forgotten  upon  this  occa- 
sion; namely,  the  present  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  who  had  declared  in  his 
place  in  Parliament,  twenty  times  over, 
that  all  the  great  difficulties  of  the  country 
arose  from  the  Bill  of  18 19  having  com- 
pelled the  people  to  pay  in  sterling  gold  a 
debt  contracted  in  depreciated  paper.  Well, 
the  noble  Lord  has  now  the  power  to 
cause  justice  to  be  done ;  and  why  does  he 
not  cause  justice  to  be  done  ?  It  has  been 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself,  that 
there  had  been  great  distress  as  to  the 
changes  in  the  value  of  money  before  I8I9 ; 
and  who  has  ever  denied  it  ?  The  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  has  said,  with  an  air 
of  triumph,  against  the  poor  West  Indians, 
that  their  distress  was  stated  to  exist  so  far 
back  as  1804.  The  right  hon.  Secretary 
was  then  a  very  little  boy ;  if  he  had  been 
a  man  then,  he  would  have  known  that  that 
distress  arose  from  a  cause  precisely  similar 
to  that  which  is  now  in  operation.  The 
peace  of  Amiens  had  been  made ;  and  the 
Bank  of  England  had,  agreeably  to  the 
then  law,  been  preparing  for  a  return  to 
cash  payments.  There  was  always  a  state 
of  uncertainty,  during  peace,  as  to  the  time 
when  the  Bank  would  be  called  upon  to 
pay  in  gold ;  •  and,  of  course,  there  were 
frequent  fluctuations  in  the  value  of  money ; 
but  this. was  all  well  known  in  1819 ;  ^e 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  had  the  experience 
of  all  this ;  and,  therefore,  these  were  so 
many  beacons  for  him  to  shun,  instead  of 
examples  for  him  to  follow.  In  1810  and 
1811,  in  the  midst  of  war  and  of  loans,  it 
was  proposed  by  Mr.  Huskisson  and  a  Qmi- 
mittee  of  that  House,  that  the  Bank  should 
be  compelled  to  pay  in  gold  at  the  end  of  two 
years.  Out  of  Bedlam  such  a  proposition 
never  .was  made  before ;  yet,  even  the  au- 
thors of  that  proposition,  have,  in  this 
House^  been  extolled  to  the  skies.  The 
next  defence  is,  as  I  gather  from  the  debate 
on  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Whitehaven,  that  it  was  necessary  to  do 


something  in  1819;' that  it  was  neoesRoy 
no  longer  to  suffer  the  curcency  •  of  ihe: 
country  to  be  in  its  then  degraded  and  inu* 
certain  state.  Whoever  denied  that  ?  Not 
I  at  any  rate.  Every  man  that  I  convened 
with  at  the  time  wished  for  a  return  to  the 
ancient  standard  of  value.  But  does  it  foU 
low  that  it  was  necessary  that  it  should  be 
done  in  that  unjust  and  wicked  or  fooliah 
manner  in  which  it  was  done?  If  there - 
be  a  mortification  in  a  man's  foot  whidi,  if 
left  alone,  will  certainly  kill  him  in  time, 
does  it  follow  that  it  is  right  to  cut  off  his. 
head,  in  order  to  put  a  stop  to  the  effects 
of  mortification  ?  And,  did  no  one  point 
out  the  proper  and  just  thing  to  do?  Was 
there  nothing  pointed  out  but  the  loweiing 
of  the  standard  or  a  depreciated  paper- 
money  ?  Had  the  right  hon.  Baronet  no 
choice,  except  that  which  lay  between  the 
little  shilling  and  the  worthless  n^  ?  Oh 
yes !  there  was  something  else  pointed  out 
to  him ;  and  that,  too,  by  parties  to  whom 
he  oueht  to  have  listened  with  the  greatest 
attention.  In  the  year  1817  about  a  mil- 
lion and  a-half  of  Englishmen  and  Scotch- 
men petitioned,  the  then  House  of  Com- 
mons for  a  Parliamentary  Reform.  But 
those  Reformers  were  not  such  fools  as  to 
want  a  Reform  that  was  to  bring  them  no 
good.  They  petitioned  to  be  relieved  from 
their  burthens;  for  a  lowering  of  salaries 
and  public  pay  in  proportion  to  the 
then  rise  in  the  value  of  money ;  they  pe- 
titioned for  a  reduction  of  the  interest  of 
the  debt,  proportioned  to  the  recent  rise 
in  the  value  of  money;  they  petitioned 
against  being  compelled  to  pay  in  sterling 
gold  a  debt  which  had  been  contracted  in 
depreciated  paper :  they  complained,  as  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  pre> 
sent  Prime  Minister  have  complained,  of 
being  compelled  to  pay,  in  a  high  currency, 
debts  contracted  in  a  low  currency.  In 
justice  to  those  men;  in  josdce  to  those 
Reformers,  chiefly  belonging  to  the  wock« 
ing  classes,  I  must  beg  the  House  to  sufo 
me  to  read  a  small  part  of  one  of  their  pe- 
titions, sent  from  Hampshire  on  the  10th 
of  February,  1817 : — '  With  regard  to  sal»> 
'  ries  paid  out  of  the  public  money,  your 
'  petitioners  beg  leave  humbly  to  observe, 
'  that  they  have  only  to  refer  your  hon-' 
'ouraUe  House,  to  your  own  Journals, 

*  and  to  the  Statute  Book,  for  the  space  of 

*  the  last  twenty  years,  in  order  to  affind 

*  your  honourable  House  ample  oonvictioQ 
'  of  the  fact  that  the  salaries  of  the  Judgas 
''have  been  doubled,  that  the  salaries  of 
'  the  Police  Justices  have  been  greatly 
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Mb.  Cob^ett's  Charge  aoaivst 
Sm  Robert  Peel.]  Mr.  Cobbeti  spoke 
to  the  following:  effect*  —  Mr.  Speaker, 
in  risrng  to  make  the  Motion  of  which 
I  have  given  notice,  f  will  trouble  the 
House  with  neither  apologies  nor  pro- 
fessions: I  make  the  Motion  because  I 
have  a  right  to  do  it,  and  because  I 
choose  to  exercise  that  right ;  and,  with 
regard  to  my  motives,  I  leave  them 
to  be  gathered  from  the  tenor  and  the 
tendency  of  the  Resolution  which  I  am 
about  to  propose.  It  appears  to  me,  that 
the  best  and  most  convenient  way  of  pro- 
ceeding will  be,  first,  to  read  the  Resolu- 
tion throughout;  because  hon.  Members 
will  thereby  be  put  in  full  possession, 
not  only  of  what  I  am  about  to  propose 
to  the  House  to  adopt;  but  of  the  grounds 
of  the  proposition  which  I  have  to  make ; 
and,  when  in  possession  of  these,  they  will 
be  th3  better  able  to  judge  of  the  sound- 
ness or  unsoundness  of  those  arguments 
which  it  will  be  my  duty  to  produce  in 
support  of  the  Resolution  itself.  The  hop. 
Member  apcordingly  read  th^  fpllpvifing 
Reiioiutiop*.:— 

JUsph^:  That,  according  to  the  laws  and 
custooBS  of  this  kingdom,  the  King,  our  Sove- 
reign Lord,  can  do  no  wrong  to  the  whole,  to 
any  part,  or  to  any  one  of  bis  subjects ;  that, 
however,  efiectually  to  guard  against  wrong 
being  in  his  Majesty's  name,  and  under  his 
authority  done  to  his  subjects  with  impunity, 
the  same  laws  and  customs,  which  have,  af 
our  birthright,  descended  to  us  from  our  just 
and  wise  forefathers,  make  all  and  every  one, 
acting  in  that  name  and  under  that  authority, 
fully  and  really  responsible  to  the  good  people 
of  this  kingdom,  for  every  wrong  done  unto 
them  by  any  and  every  person  invested  with 
suob  authority,  and  that  in  virtue  of  such  re- 
sponsibility, the  wrong-doing  party  is  subject 
to  such  censures,  pains,  and  penalties,  as  in 
virtue  of  the  said  laws  and  customs,  the  seve- 
ral tribunals  of  the  kingdom  have  in  all  ages 
been  wont  to  inflict;  that,  if  this  responsi- 
bility were  not  real  and  practical,  we 
should  be  living  under  not  only  a  des- 
potism, hut  an  avowed  despotism,  for  the 
king  being  incapable  of  wrong-doing,  and  his 
servants  being  responsible  merely  in  name 
and  form,  and  not  in  practice,  they  also  could 
do  no  wrong,  and  then  the  people  of  this  re- 
nowned kingdom,  the  cradle  of  true  liberty, 
would  be  the  most  wretched  slaves  ever  yet 
beard  of  under  the  sun ;  that,  in  cases  where 
the  wrong-doing  is  committed  by  inferior  hinc- 
tionaries,  or  is,  in  its  effects,  confined  to  indi- 
viduals, or  to  small  numbers  of  sufferers,  the 

*  Reprinted  from  the  corrected  Report  pub- 
lished by  Mr.  Cobbett. 


ordinary  courts  of  justice  have  usually  been 
deemed  competent  to  afford  redress  to  the 
injured ;  but  that,  when  the  wrong  is  the  act 
of  a  Minister  of  State,  sworn  to  advise  the 
King  for  the  good  of  his  peoplp,  when  that 
Minister  of  State  receives  as  a  reward  for  his 
fidehty  and  skill  large  sums  of  the  people*s 
money,  and  when  the  wrong  by  him  done  is, 
in  its  efiects,  so  deeply  and  so  generally  mis- 
chievous, as  to  send  ruin  and  misery  to  sweep 
over  the  kingdom  like  the  pestilence,  then 
there  is,  for  the  purpose  of  yielding  justice  to 
the  sufferiug  millions,  no  power  competent 
but  that  which  is  possessed  by  their  faith- 
ful Representatives  assembled  in  this  House. 

That,  in  the  year  1819,  there  had  long  been 
and  then  was,  in  virtue  of  divers  Acts  of  Par- 
liament theretofore  passed,  a  paper-money 
in  circulation  throughout  this  kingdom,  which 
paper-money  was,  in  effect,  a  legal  tender  in 
payment  of  all  private  debts,  as  well  as  in  the 
payment  of  taxes;  that  this  paper-money« 
descending  so  low  as  to  notes  of  one  pound, 
had  been  the  almost  only  circulating  n^oney 
of  the  country,  from  the  month  of  Abruary, 
179T»  that  is  to  say,  for  the  spape  of  tfventy- 
one  years ;  that  this  paper-money  seop  becaaae 
depreciated  to  so  great  an  extent,  that  the 
prices  of  commodities  had,  during  the  said 
twenty-one  years,  risen  on  an  average  of  years 
and  of  commodities!  to  about  double  the 
amount  of  the  prices  at  which  the  same  com- 
modities were  usually  sold  before  the  issue  of 
the  said  legal-tender  paper-money;  that  the 
depreciation  of  the  money  was  so  notorious 
and  so  amply  avowed  in  Parliament,  that 
divers  Acts  were  passed,  during  the  said 
twenty-one  years,  to  raise  the  allowances  to 
the  royal  family,  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  of 
the  police  Magistrates,  of  the  army,  of  the  navy, 
and  of  almost  every  one  in  public  employ,  for 
the  purpose  of  counteracting  the  effect  of  this 
very  great  depreciation ;  that,  during  the  said 
twenty-one  years  next  preceding  1819,  all 
mortgages,  rent-charges,  leases,  settlements, 
annuities,  bonds,  and  other  contracts  for  time, 
together  with  all  wills  and  testaments,  had 
been  agreed  on, settled,  and  made,  on  the  basis 
of  this  depreciated  money;  and  that,  durinc 
the  said  twenty-one  years,  about  500,000,000/. 
of  the  public  debt  had  been  contracted  in  the 
said  depreciated  paper*money;  that,  therefore, 
to  pass  an  Act  compelling  the  debtor  parties 
to  make  good  these  contracts  for  time,  to  the 
very  letter,  in  sterling  gold,  must  be,  in  fact, 
an  act  of  confiscation  against,  and  a  sentence 
of  ruin  pronounced  upon  these  parties  ;  while, 
with  regard  to  the  people  at  large,  such  Act 
roust,  in  reality,  nearly  double  the  amount  of 
the  public  debt,  nearly  double  the  amount  of 
all  the  above-mentioned  augmented  salaries 
and  public  pay,  and,  of  course,  nearly  double 
the  real  amount  of  the  taxes. 

That,  notwithstandina  these  premises  and 
conclusions,  so  indubitably  true,  and  so  clear 
to  the  understanding  of  every  man -tof  common 
seuse^  the  right  bon.  Hobert  Peel»  then  one  of 
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sion  come  to  put  an  end  to  our  fears  by 
realising  that  which  we  fear.  This  state 
of  things  has  been  produced  by  the  Bill  of 
1819>  and  its  consequent  measures ;  and  if 
there  be  no  responsibility  on  those  who 
inflict  sufferings  and  dangers  like  these  on 
a  people,  then  let  the  wrad  responsibility 
be  effaced  from  our  language;  or^  at  any 
rate,  never  let  it  be  again  pronounced  in 
this  House.  Before  I  condude^  I  must 
notice  the  effects  of  the  Bill  of  18)9  upon 
the  condition  of  the  working  people 
throughout  the  kingdom.  Had  the  evils  of 
this  bill  flown  over  their  beads,  left  I  hem 
unharmed,  I  should  hs^ve  given  myself 
very  little  trouble  about  its  other  conse- 
quences, and  should  certainly  not  have 
troubled  the  House  with  the  Resolution 
now  before  it ;  but,  having  witnessed  the 
ruin  and  misery  brought  upon  them,  and 
having  once  heard  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
assert  that  bis  Bill  bad  mended  their  lot 
by  making  provisions  cheaper,  1  cannot 
refrain  from  describiog  the  consequences 
of  this  Bill  to  them  ;  so  mischievous  have 
those  consequences  been,  •  that,  in  my 
estimation,  they  surpass,  and  far  surpass, 
all  its  other  evil  consequences  put  toge- 
ther. When  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
speaking  upon  this  subject,  he  forgot  that 
lowering  of  wages  could  take  place  as  well 
as  lowering  of  prices;  and  I  will  now 
show  him,  by  a  document  as  authentic  as 
any  that  can  exist  in  the  world,  that  his 
Bill,  while  it  was  producing  all  the  other 
evils  which  I  have  attempted  to  describe, 
was  absolutely  working  the  destruction, 
either  of  the  bodies,  or  the  morals,  of  the 
labourers  in  agriculture.  The  document 
to  which  I  refer,  is,  "  a  new  regulation  of 
allowance  to  the  poor,*'  dated  from  the 
Grand  Jnry  Chamber, Winchester,  August 
31st,  1822 ;  and  issued  by  the  authority 
of  Sir  Thomas  Baring,  two  other  Lay 
Magistrates,  and  five  other  Magistrates 
being  highly  beneficed  clergymen.  It  is 
signed  by  Mr.  Woodham,  of  Winchester, 
their  clerk.  From  this  document,  which  I 
put  upon  record  at  the  time,  and  which  will 
now  reach  every  part  of  this  kingdom,  it 
appears,  that  these  Magistrates,  *  recom- 

*  mended  the  oflBcers  of  every  parish  tooffer 
'  three  shillings  a- week  from  Michaelmas  to 

*  Lady- Day  to  every  unmarried  man,  and 
'  four  shillings  a-week  from  Lady  Day  to 
'  Michaelmas,  so  that  he  may  be  engaged 

*  to  work  the  whole  year ;  and  any  un- 
'  married  man  refasing  that  offer  shall  not 

*  b^  faUtkd  to  any  i^iel^' 


This  '*  new  regulation''  was  adopted  in 
consequence  of  the  Act  of  1819;  and, 
those  regulations  continued  up  to  the  fdl 
of  1830,  when  they  produced  their  nttartl 
effects;  and,  thoagh  acts  of  violence  and 
revenge  are  in  a  very  few  eases  ever  to  be 
defended;  and  though  i,  by  no  means, 
defend  those  acts  to  which  1  now  allude, 
let  roe  ask  the  Members  of  this  House  to 
look  at  those  regtilations ;  to  look  at  the 
hale  young  man  condemned  to  labour 
throughout  the  whole  year  for  3s.  6d.  a- 
week,  without  food,  without  drink,  without 
lodging,  without  anything  but  the  bare 
dff.  6d.  A  hundred  and  thirty-five  labour- 
ers (most  of  them  amongst  the  best  of  the 
county)  transported,  and  most  of  them 
for  life,  leaving  behind  them  sevenly-Qine 
wives,  and  upwards  of  200  fetnerless 
children :  these,  in  Hampshire  alone,  we 
are  to  look  at  as  amongst  the  consequences 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  Bill  of  1819. 
I  call  not  upon  the  House  to  ascribe  any 
portion  of  this  shocking  result  to  the  right 
lion.  Baronet's  intention  ;  for  it  is  impos- 
sible that  he  ever  could  have  dreamed  that 
such  dreadful  consequences  could  have 
proceeded  from  that  Bill :  what  I  ascribe 
to  him  is  a  want  of  that  sort  of  knowledge 
which  he  ought  to  have  possessed  before 
he  attempted  to  bring  forward  that  mear 
sure.  If,  in  sitting  down,  Sir,  I  cannot 
boast  of  the  forbearance  of  the  House 
towards  me,  I  have  no  wish  to  complain  of 
the  contrary.  I  have  simply  done  my 
duty,  in  bringing  before  the  House  a  sub- 
ject of  greater  importance  than  any  that 
can  be  named.  1  have  done  it  in  a  manner 
conformable  with  the  practice  of  Parlia- 
ment; and  I  now  leave  it  to  the  House  te 
dispose  of  the  Resolution  in  any  manner 
that  it  pleases. 

Mr.  John  Fielden^  in  rising  to  second 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  colleague,  begged 
to  claim  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while 
he  stated  to  them  his  reasons  for  doing  so. 
He  was  actuated  by  no  feelings  of  personal 
hostility  to  the  right  bon.  Baronet,  who 
was  the  subject  of  the  Motion,  bat  felt 
compelled  from  a  sense  of  duty  to  adopt 
the  course  he  had  done.  Whatever  wers 
the  opinions  of  this  House  on  the  Bill  of 
1819,  and  the  measures  subsequently 
connected  with  it,  the  prevailing  opinion 
out  of  doors  was,  that  it  had  produced 
misery  and  suffering  such  as  were  ne%*er 
before  inflicted  on  any  people  so  indnstri* 
otts  and  productive  as  were  the  people  of 
Engtand.    His  hon,  colkaj^ne  hwi  stated 
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that  the  taxes  had  been  doubled  since  the 
BUI  w^  adnptedy  and  be  (Mr.  Fielden) 
hoped  the  House  would  have  patience  with 
him  while  be  ahowed  them  that  the  scale  of 
taxes  imposed  on  him*  and  the  class  of  ma* 
nufacturers  tu  whom  ho  belonged, had  been 
trebled  since  the  year  1816 — the  close  of 
the  war ;  he  had  a  right  to  complain  of 
this.  A  responsibility  for  having  done 
this  injustice  rested  somewhere ;  and, 
believing,  as  be  didt  that  it  bad  been 
caused  by  a  contraction  of  the  currency, 
and  what  was  called  a  return  to  eash  pay- 
ments, without  any  measure  being  adopted 
to  reduce  the  taxes  to  the  alteration  made 
in  the  value  of  money  by  the  Bill  of  the 
right  bon.  Baronet;  he  complained  of 
the  operations  of  that  Bill ;  and  as  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  had  in  this  Session 
set  up  a  justification  of  his  Bill,  and  said 
he  would  not  shiin)^  from  the  responsibility 
it  involved,  and  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  stil)  oppdped  to  that  adjustment 
which  should  have  accompanied  it  in 
1819,  he  had  a  right  to  complain  of  him. 
He  had  heard  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
father  had  warned  him  of  the  consequences 
of  that  Bill,  and  had  $tated  to  him*  that  if 
it  were  pa99ed,  it  would  double  the  value 
of  his  funded  property,  but  somebody 
would  lose  it;  whether  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  had  such  a  warning  or  not, 
he  could  not  say,  but  such,  he  would 
endeavour  to  show  to  the  House,  had  been 
its  eirects.  He  would  suppose  a  case,  that 
a  parent,  at  the  close  of  the  war  in  1815, 
had  two  sons,  A  and  B,  to  whom  he 
bequeathed  the  sum  of  1,000/.  each,  to 
be  vested  in  the  bands  of  trustees  until 
they  came  of  age,  with  a  direction  that 
A*s  1,0001.  should  be  invested  in  the  three 
per  cent  consolsj  which  at  57/.  10s.,  the 


price  of  that  day,  would  purchase  1,740/. 
and  that  B's  1,000/.  shoqld  be  invested  in 
land.  The  present  price  of  three  per 
cents,  was  87/.  lOs.  and  this  would  give 
for  A  1,522/.  10s.  The  1,000/.  of  B's, 
invested  in  land,  was  not  now  worth  more 
than  750/.,  so  that  the  principal  belonging 
to  A  was  more  than  double  the  principal 
belonging  to  B.  The  interest  the  trustees 
of  A  received,  from  the  time  of  the  invest- 
ment to  the  present  period,  amounted  to 
939/.  12«.,  while  the  interest  upon  B's 
investment  would  not  be  more  than  540/. 
so  that  the  trustee  pf  A  now  was  in 
possession  of  2,462/.  25.,  while  the  trustee 
of  B  had  only  1,290/.  Now,  neither  of 
these  children  nor  these  trustees  had  done 
any  act  to  produce  these  results;  but  A 
was  now  possessed  of  double  the  property 
of  B.  Were  changes  like  this,  arising 
from  the  alteration  in  the  value  of  money, 
to  be  overlooked?  Was  it  just?  Was 
it  reasonable  ?  He  would  then  proceed  to 
show  what  had  been  the  effects  of  the 
alteration  in  the  value  of  money  as  mea- 
sured in  the  manufactures  which  he  (Mr. 
Fielden)  produced ;  and  the  intrinsic  valu^ 
of  which  is  the  same  now  as  in  1815,  not- 
withstanding such  alteration.  He  should 
here  have  the  support  of  the  hon.  membei: 
for  fessex,  who,  on  a  former  night  declared, 
that  money,  which  was  the  mere  measure 
of  commodities,  did  not  alter  their  value. 
To  illustrate  what  he  had  to  show  to  the 
House,  he  would  claim  their  indulgence, 
while  he  read  to  them  a  tabic,  showing 
the  prices  of  cotton,  and  of  articles  manu- 
factured from  it  from  1815  to  the  end  of 
1832.  The  table  contained  twelve  co- 
lumns, and  he  would  first  read  what  those 
columns  contain:  [Here  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber read  the  following  table.] 
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sion  come  to  put  an  end  to  our  fears  by 
realising  that  which  we  fear.  This  state 
of  things  has  been  produced  by  the  Bill  of 
1819j  and  its  consequent  measures ;  and  if 
there  be  no  responsibility  on  those  who 
inflict  sufferings  and  dangers  like  these  on 
a  people^  then  let  the  word  responsibility 
be  effaced  from  our  language;  or>  at  any 
rate,  never  let  it  be  again  pronounced  in 
this  House.  Before  I  conclude,  I  must 
notice  the  effects  of  the  Bill  of  18)9  upon 
the  condition  of  the  working  people 
throughout  the  kingdom.  Had  me  evils  of 
this  biU  flown  over  their  heads,  left  them 
unharmed,  I  should  ha^ve  given  royaelf 
very  little  trouble  about  its  other  conse- 
quences, and  should  certainly  not  have 
troubled  the  House  with  the  Resolution 
now  before  it ;  but,  having  witnessed  the 
ruin  and  misery  brought  upon  them,  and 
having  once  heard  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
assert  that  bis  Bill  had  mended  their  lot 
by  making  provisions  cheaper,  1  cannot 
refrain  from  describing  the  consequences 
of  this  Bill  to  them  ;  so  miacbievous  have 
those  contequencea  been,  -  that,  in  my 
estimation,  they  surpass,  and  far  surpass, 
all  its  other  evil  consequences  put  toge- 
ther. When  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
speaking  upon  this  subject,  he  forgot  that 
lowering  of  wages  could  take  place  as  well 
as  lowering  of  prices;  and  I  will  now 
show  him,  by  a  document  as  authentic  as 
any  that  can  exist  in  the  world,  that  his 
Bill,  while  it  was  producing  all  the  other 
evils  which  I  have  attempted  to  describe, 
was  absolutely  working  the  destruction, 
either  of  the  bodies,  or  the  morals,  of  the 
labourers  in  agriculture.  The  document 
to  which  I  refer,  is,  '*  a  new  regulation  of 
allowance  to  the  poor,"  dated  from  the 
Grand  Jury  Chamber, Winchester,  August 
31st,  1822;  and  issued  by  the  authority 
of  Sir  Thomas  Baring,  two  other  Lay 
Magistrates,  and  five  other  Magistrates 
being  highly  beneficed  clergymen.  It  is 
signed  by  Mr.  Woodham,  of  Winchester, 
their  clerk.  From  this  document,  which  I 
put  upon  record  at  the  time,  and  which  will 
now  reach  every  part  of  this  kitigdom,  it 
appears,  that  these  Magistrates,  '  recom* 
'  mended  the  oflBcera  of  every  parish  to  offer 

*  three  shillings  a- week  from  Michaelmas  to 
'  Lady- Day  to  every  unmarried  man,  and 

*  four  shillings  a-week  from  Lady  Day  to 

*  Michaelmas,  so  that  he  may  be  engaged 

*  to  work  the  whole  year ;  and  any  on- 
'  married  man  refusing  that  offer  shdl  not 

*  b^  entitled  to  anj  r^el^' 
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This  <<  new  regulation"  waa  adopted  id 
consequence  of  the  Act  of  1819;  and, 
those  regulations  continued  up  to  the  fail 
of  1830,  when  they  produced  their  netoral 
effects ;  and,  though  acts  of  violence  and 
revenge  are  in  a  very  few  eases  ever  to  be 
defended;  and  though  i,  by  no  meant, 
defend  those  acts  to  which  1  now  allude, 
let  roe  ask  the  Members  of  this  House  to 
look  at  those  regulations ;  to  look  at  the 
hale  young  man  condemned  to  labour 
throughout  the  whole  year  for  3f.  64.  a- 
week,  without  food,  without  drink,  without 
lodging,  without  anything  but  the  bare 
3s.  6d.  A  hundred  and  thirty-five  labour- 
ers (most  of  them  amongst  the  best  of  the 
county)  transported,  and  most  of  them 
for  life,  leaving  behind  them  seventy-nine 
wives,  and  upwards  of  200  fotnerleas 
children :  these,  in  Hampshire  alone,  we 
are  to  look  at  as  amongst  the  consequences 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  Bill  of  1819. 
I  call  not  upon  the  House  to  ascribe  any 
portion  of  this  shocking  result  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  intention  ;  for  it  is  impoa- 
sible  that  he  ever  could  have  dreamed  that 
such  dreadful  consequences  could  have 
proceeded  from  that  Bill :  what  I  ascribe 
to  him  is  a  want  of  that  sort  of  knowledge 
which  he  ought  to  have  possessed  before 
he  attempted  to  bring  forward  that  mea^ 
sure.  If,  in  silting  down,  Sir,  I  cannot 
boast  of  the  forbearance  of  the  House 
towards  me,  I  have  no  wish  to  complain  of 
the  contrary.  I  have  simply  done  my 
duty,  in  bringing  before  the  House  a  aobK 
ject  of  greater  importance  than  any  that 
can  be  named.  I  have  done  it  in  a  manner 
conforipable  with  the  practice  of  Parlia- 
ment; and  I  now  leave  it  to  the  House  to 
dispose  of  the  Resolution  in  any  manner 
that  it  pleases. 

Mr.  John  FUlden^  in  rising  to  second 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  colleague,  begged 
to  claim  the  indulgence  of  the  House  whik 
he  stated  to  them  his  reasona  for  doing  ao* 
He  waa  actuated  by  no  feelings  of  personal 
hostility  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who 
waa  the  subject  of  the  Motion,  but  felt 
compelled  from  a  sense  of  duty  to  adopt 
the  course  he  had  done.  Whatever  were 
the  opinions  of  this  House  on  the  Bill  of 
1819,  and  the  measures  snbaequeotly 
connected  with  it,  the  prevailing  optoion 
out  of  doors  was,  that  it  had  prcdoced 
misery  and  sufiering  such  as  were  never 
before  inflicted  on  any  people  so  industri- 
ous and  productive  as  were  the  people  of 
Engtettd,    Hia  hon,  coUea^e  had  stated 
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th^t  th9  taxea  |ia<l  been  doubled  sioce  the 
Bill  w^s  adopUdy  and  he  (Mr.  Fieldeh) 
hoped  the  House  would  have  patience  wiih 
him  while  he  showed  them  that  the  scale  of 
tax^s  imposed  on  himi  and  the  class  of  ma- 
nufacturers tu  whom  \ie  belonged, had  been 
trebled  since  (he  year  18 16-^ the  close  of 
the  war;  be  had  aright  to  corpplain  of 
this*  A  responsibility  for  having  done 
this  injustice  rested  somewhere;  and, 
believing,  as  be  did>  that  it  bad  been 
caused  by  a  contraction  of  the  currency, 
and  what  was  called  a  return  to  cash  pay- 
ments, without  any  measure  being  adopted 
to  reduce  the  ta^ies  to  the  alteration  made 
in  the  value  of  money  by  the  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Bavonet;  he  complained  of 
the  operations  of  that  Bill ;  and  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  in  this  Session 
set  up  a  justification  of  his  Bill,  and  said 
he  would  not  shrinl^  from  the  responsibility 
it  involved,  and  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  still  oppOfted  to  that  adjustment 
wtiich  should  nave  accompanied  it  in 
1819,  he  had  a  right  to  complain  of  him. 
He  had  heard  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
father  had  warned  him  of  the  consequences 
of  that  Bill,  and  had  stated  to  him,  that  if 
it  were  passed,  it  would  double  the  value 
of  his  funded  property,  but  somebody 
would  lose  it;  whether  the  right  hon. 
Bayonet  had  had  such  a  warning  or  not, 
be  could  not  say,  but  such,  he  would 
endeavour  to  show  to  the  House,  had  been 
its  effects.  He  would  suppose  a  case,  that 
a  parent,  at  the  close  of  the  war  in  1815, 
had  twQ  sons,  A  and  B,  to  whom  he 
bequeathed  the  sum  of  1,000/.  each,  to 
be  vested  in  the  hands  of  trustees  until 
they  camp  of  age»  with  a  direction  that 
A*s  1,000{.  should  be  invested  in  the  three 
per  cent  consols,  which  at  57/,  10$.,  the 


price  of  that  day,  would  purchase  1,740/. 
and  that  B's  1,OQO/.  sfaoqld  be  invested  in 
land.  The  present  price  of  three  per 
cents,  was  87/.  lOs.  and  this  would  give 
for  A  1,522/.  lOf.  The  1,000/.  of  B's, 
invested  in  land,  was  not  now  worth  more 
than  750/.,  so  that  the  principal  belonging 
to  A  was  more  than  double  the  principal 
belonging  to  B.  The  interest  the  trustees 
of  A  received,  from  the  time  of  the  invest* 
ment  to  the  present  period,  amounted  to 
939i.  12«.,  while  the  interest  upon  B's 
investment  would  not  be  more  than  540/. 
so  that  the  trustee  of  A  now  was  in 
possession  of  2,462/.  2s.,  while  the  trustee 
of  B  had  only  1,290/.  Now,  neither  of 
these  children  nor  these  trustees  had  done 
any  act  to  produce  these  results;  but  A 
was  now  possessed  of  double  the  property 
of  B«  Were  changes  like  this,  arising 
from  the  alteration  in  the  value  of  money, 
to  be  overlooked?  Was  it  just?  Was 
it  reasonable  ?  He  would  then  proceed  to 
show  what  had  been  the  effects  of  the 
alteration  in  the  value  of  money  as  mea- 
sured in  the  manufactures  which  he  (Mr. 
Fielden)  produced ;  and  the  intrinsic  valu^ 
of  which  is  the  same  now  as  in  1815,  not- 
withstanding such  alteration.  He  should 
here  have  the  support  of  the  hon.  member 
for  felssex,  who,  on  a  former  night  declared, 
that  money,  which  was  the  mere  measure 
of  commodities,  did  not  alter  their  value. 
To  illustrate  what  he  had  to  show  to  the 
House,  he  would  claim  their  indulgence, 
while  he  read  to  them  a  tabic,  showing 
the  prices  of  cotton,  and  of  articles  manu- 
factured from  it  from  1815  to  the  end  of 
1832.  The  table  contained  twelve  co- 
lumns, and  he  would  first  read  what  those 
columns  contain :  [Here  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber read  the  following  table.] 

(See  over  kaf,J 
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have'one  vote,  at  any  rate.  The  ngjit  hon. 
Baronet,  in  a  very  elaborate  performance, 
had  insisted  upon  the  justice  of  taking 
thirty  per  cent  from  the  interest  of  the 
fundholders;  and  he  justified  the  propo- 
sition upon  the  ground,  that  the  bill  of 
18 19  had  given  to  the  fundholders  thirty 
per  cent  more  than  thev  ought  to  receive. 
He  had  voted  for  the  Bill  of  1819,  misled 
by  the  high  authority,  of  Oracle  Ricardo; 
he  had  made  the  amende  honorable;  but 
to  make  it  complete,  he  must  vote  for  this 
Resolution.  There  is  another  person,  too, 
who  must  not  be  forgotten  upon  this  occa. 
sion;  namely,  the  present  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  who  had  declared  in  his 
place  in  Parliament,  twenty  times  over, 
that  all  the  great  difficulties  of  the  country 
arose  from  the  Bill  of  I8I9  having  com- 
pelled the  people  to  pay  in  sterling  gold  a 
debt  contracted  in  depreciated  paper.  Well, 
the  noble  Lord  has  now  the  power  to 
cause  justice  to  be  done ;  and  why  does  he 
not  cause  justice  to  be  done  ?  It  has  been 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself,  that 
there  had  been  great  distress  as  to  the 
changes  in  the  value  of  money  before  I8I9 ; 
and  who  has  ever  denied  it?  The. Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  has  said,  with  an  air 
of  triumph,  against  the  poor  West  Indians, 
that  their  distress  was  stated  to  exist  so  far 
hack  as  1804.  The  right  hon.  Secretary 
was  then  a  very  little  boy ;  if  he  had  been 
a  man  then,  he  would  have  known  that  that 
distress  arose  from  a  cause  precisely  similar 
to  that  which  is  now  in  operation.  The 
peace  of  Amiens  had  been  made ;  and  the 
Bank  of  England  had,  agreeably  to  the 
then  law,  been  preparing  for  a  return  to 
cash  payments.  There  was  always  a  state 
of  uncertainty,  during  peace,  as  to  the  time 
when  the  Bank  would  be  called  upon  to 
pay  in  gold;  and,  of  course,  there  were 
firequent  fluctuations  in  the  value  of  money ; 
but  this  was  all  well  known  in  1819;  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  had  the  experience 
of  all  this ;  and,  therefore,  these  were  so 
many  beacons  for  him  to  shun,  instead  of 
examples  for  him  to  follow.  In  1810  and 
1811,  in  the  midst  of  war  and  of  loans,  it 
was  proposed  by  Mr.  Huskisson  and  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  House,  that  the  Bank  should 
be  compelled  to  pay  in  gold  at  the  end  of  two 
years*  Out  of  Bedlam  such  a  proposition 
never  was  made  before ;  yet,  even  the  au- 
thors of  that  proposition,  have,  in  this 
House,  been  extolled  to  the  skies.  The 
next  defence  is,  as  I  gather  from  the  debate 
on  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Whitehaven,  that  it  was  necessary  to  do 


something  in  1819;  that  it  was  neoopDj 
no  longer  to  su£^  the  corvency  •  of  the 
country  to  be  in  its  then  degraded  and  un. 
certain  state.     Whoever  denied  that  ?  Not 
I  at  any  rate.    Every  man  that  I  convened 
with  at  the  time  wished  for  a  zetum  to  tbe 
ancient  standard  of  value.    But  does  it  fd^ 
low  that  it  was  necessary  that  it  should  lie 
done  in  that  unjust  and  wicked  or  fooBii 
manner  in  which  it  was  done  ?     If  there 
be  a  mortification  in  a  man's  foot  whidi,  if 
left  alone,  will  certainly  kill  him  in  time, 
does  it  follow  that  it  is  right  to  cat  off  his 
head,  in  order  to  put  a  atop  to  the  effiuti 
of  mortification  ?    And,  did  no  one  point 
out  the  proper  and  just  thing  to  do  ?    Was 
there  nothing  pointed  out  hut  the  loweiing 
of  the  standard  or  a  depreciated  paper- 
money  ?    Had  the  right  hon.  Baronet  00 
choice,  except  that  which  lay  between  the 
little  shilling  and  the  worthless  m^?   Oh 
yes !  there  was  something  else  pointed  oot 
to  him ;  and  that,  too,  by  parties  to  whom 
he  ought  to  have  listened  with  thegieste^ 
attention.    In  the  year  1817  about  a  mil- 
lion and  fr-half  of  Englishmen  and  Scotch- 
men petitioned,  the  then  House  of  Com- 
mons for  a  Parliamentary  Befonn.    But 
those  Reformers  were  not  sudi  foob  u  to 
want  a  Reform  that  was  to  bring  them  do 
good.    They  petitioned  to  be  relieved  fitn 
Uieir  burthens;  for  a  lowering  of  ssknei 
and    public    pay    in    nroportion  to  the 
then  rise  in  the  value  of  money ;  they  pe- 
titioned for  a  reduction  of  the  interest  d 
the  debt,  proportioned  to  the  recent  nx 
in  the  value  of  money;  they  petitioned 
against  being  compelled  to  pay  in  sterling 
eold  a  debt  which  had  been  contracted  in 
depreciated  paper :  they  complained,  as  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  pre* 
sent  Prime  Minister  have  compluned,  d 
being  compelled  to  pay,  in  a  high  cuneocy, 
debts  contracted  in  a  low  cuirency.   I& 
justice  to  those  men ;  in  jostioe  to  those 
Reformers,  chiefly  bekmging  to  the  wod- 
ing  classes,  I  must  beg  the  House  to  snfier 
me  to  read  a  small  part  of  one  of  their  pe- 
titions, sent  from  Hampshire  on  the  lOlh 
of  February,  1817 :— '  With  regard  to  sals- 

*  ries  paid  out  of  the  public  money,  J^ 
'  petitioners  beg  leave  humbly  to  obserre, 
'  that  they  have  only  to  refer  yoarhes- 
'  ouraUe  House,  to  your  own  JoumA 
'  and  to  the  Statute  Book,  for  the  q»ccrf 
'  the  last  twenty  years,  in  order  to  smrf 
'  your  honourable  House  ample  eonvirtwn 
'  of  the  fact  that  the  salaries  of  the  Ju<>^ 

*  have  been  doubled,  that  the  saliri»  » 
'  the  Police  Justices  have  been  gw»* 
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thus  dealt  with  ?    The  manufactures  thiit 


he  had  been  speaking  of  were  wove  upon 
hand-looms,-  and  during  this  period  the 
hand-loom  weaver  had  had  his  wages 
reduced  from  4s.  6d.  to  Is.  3iL,  and  look- 
ing further  back  the  result  would  be  worse 
still.  He  had  limited  his  retrospective 
view  to  the  year  1815,  because  that  was 
the  year  when  the  war  ceased  and  the 
borrowing  ended,  and  from  which  period 
no  addition  to  the  burthens  of  the  people 
in  consequence  of  the  debt  should  have 


been  made.  It  was  the  duty  of  statesmen 
at  that  period  (and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  one),  so  to  have  regulated  the  currency 
as  to  have  prevented  any  increase  of  taxa- 
tion as  measured  in  things.  He  would 
now  read  to  the  House  what  had  been  the 
effect  upon  those  engaged  in  manufactur- 
ing upon  power-looms,  and  with  the  most 
improved  machinery  during  the  same 
period;  and  similar  results  would  be  mani- 
fest. [Here  the  hon.  Member  read  the 
three  following  tables.] 


72s.  Calico  made  by  Power-Lnofin. 


Year. 

nM.orcouua 

for 
one  piece. 

Price 

ofCottoa 

per  lb. 

Com  of 
CoUoD  for 
one  piece. 

Vtloe 

of 

jone  piece. 

Sun  Ibr  Labour, 
£xpeD8C9, 
ind  ProAu 

Leas  per 

Cent,  than 

iolSld. 

1815  .... 
1824  .... 

1831  .... 

1832  .... 

54 

54 

d. 
19J 

9,     d, 

8    8 
3    9 
2    6 
2  10 

t.     d. 

27    0 

13    6 

8    3 

8    3 

8.        (/a 

18    4 
9    9 
5    9i 
5    5 

1*» 

704 

Half.EU  Velveteens,  20  lbs.  Weight. 


lb«.  of  Cotton 

Price 

Coat  of 

Valne 

Sam  for  Labour, 

Leai  per- 

Year. 

for 

of  Cotton 

Cotton  Ibr 

of 

Expcnaea, 

cent,  than 

one  piece. 

per  lb. 

one  piece. 

one  piece- 

and  Profit. 

in  1815.  . 

d. 

«.    d. 

fa      d» 

«.    d. 

1815   .... 

211 

15* 

34     8 

100     0 

65    4 

1824   .... 

214 

84 

15     7 

51     8 

36    1 

*H 

1831   .... 

214 

H 

10     0 

33    4 

23    4 

6*i 

1832  .... 

214 

6| 

11     4 

30    0 

18    8 

nl 

SO  Hanks  Water  Twist. 


Yoir. 


1815 

1824    , 

laJl    

1832    ...  . 


Cotton  re- 
qnired  for 
1  lb.  Twirt. 


Price 

of  Cotton 

per  lb. 


d. 
194 

84 
H 


Coat  of 
Cotton  for 
1  lb  of  Tw. 


t.     d, 

1  104 
0  9} 
0  6| 
0     7J 


Value  of 

1  lb. 
of  Twiat. 


t.  d, 

3  S 

1  8 

1  0 

1  04 


Sam  for  Labour, 
Expenses, 
and  Profit. 

Len  per 

Cent  than 

in  1815a 

M       d. 

1     4i 

0  104 

0    5i 
0    5J 

d8| 

67 

68| 

•  He  was  sorry  to  see  such  impatience 
manifested  by  the  House.  He  was  aware 
how  unsatisfactory  it  was  to  them  to  hear 
details  of  this  sort,  and  in  terms  they  might 
hot  clearly  understand^  but  which  it  was 
necessary  for  him  to  use.  He  knew  the 
House  had  not  been  accustomed  to  have  its 
time  taken  up  in  this  way,  but  he  thought 
a  better  knowledge  of  manufiictures,  and 
of  the  state  of  those  engaged  in  them,  was 
necessary  in  this  House,  for  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind,  that  the  manufacturers  had 
to  pay  taxes  out  of  the  money  they  received 
for  their  labour ;  and  in  the  proportion  the 
money  value  of  their  labour  was  reduced, 
tbeir  means  of  paying  taxes  and  of  con- 


sumingtaxed  commodities  were  also  reduced. 
The  tables  he  had  read,  show  a  correspond- 
ing  decline  in  four  most  important  branches 
of  cotton  manufacture,  and  might  be  relied 
on  as  being  a  true  criterion  of  what  had 
been  the  state  of  the  whole  of  that  great 
business  for  the  last  eighteen  years,  and 
whether  the  weaving  part  had  been  done 
by  hand4ooms  or  by  power-looms.  Now, 
it  would  appear  that  great  injustice  had 
been  done  to  manufacturers  in  the  cotton 
trade,  and  we  were  not  yet  arrived  at  a 
safe  currency.  We  had  still  a  paper  money, 
consisting  of  five-pound  notes,  ten-pound 
notes  and  upwards,  and  what  assurance  had 
he,  if  the  right  boa.  Baronet  be  continued 
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Here he  had  shown  that  theclaMof 
[nanufacturerH  to  which  he  belonged  had, 
at  the  end  of  1832,  not  only  paid  both  in- 
terest and  principle,  if  the  account  between 
them  and  the  national  creditor  had  beeo 
kept  in  those  manufactures ;  but  that  they 
had  overpaid  ihe  account  by  eleven  pieces 
and  two-thirdi  of  a  piece.  The  Govern- 
ment had  had  from  the  cotton  manufac* 
turen  what  this  table  shows  for  this  ac- 
count, and,  if  it  be  not  settled,  proof  is 
here  gfiven  of  the  wrong  done  by  Oovern- 
ment  to  the  manufacturers  by  railing  the 
■Undard  of  ratue.  It  was  perfectly  right 
to  recur  to  a  metallic  standard,  but  wrong 
to  do  so  without  accompanying  it  with  an 


equitable  adjustment  between  the  public 
and  the  fundholder,  and  between  all 
debtors  and  creditors  who  would  be  seri- 
ously injured  by  such  a  change.  But  how 
do  the  manufacturers  now  stand  with 
regard  to  the  national  creditors  ?  They  are 
told  that  they  now  owe  not  sixty- sixpieccs 
and  two-thirds  for  every  60/.,  as  they  did 
in  13I5,but  that  they  now  owe  218  pieces 
for  every  60'.  Notwithstanding  this  he 
declared  that,  if  they  be  fairly  dealt  with, 
they  should  be  considered  as  having  paid 
off  the  whole  of  the  debt.  Here  is  crying 
injustice,  and  for  which  somebody  ought 
to  be  responsible.  He  would  ask,  was  it 
right  or  equitable  that  his  class  should  be 


REFERENCE3  TO  THE  TABLE. 
*  No.  I.  Shorn  the  anmher  of  ponndi  weight  of  cotton  required  to  make  ■  ^cce  of  tliird  74<.  calico- 

2.  The  average  price  of  cotton  per  pooDd. 

3.  The  average  coat  of  cotton  for  one  piec?. 

4.  The  nrersi{e  price  of  lucli  calico  in  the  Mancfaeitej  mirket 

5.  The  average  sum  the  manufacturer  had  for  Uboiir,  expenaes  and  profila,  In  erer;  year  fram 
1819  to  1832  IncliulTe. 

6.  The  averaje  sum  for  labour,  enpensea,  and  proQt,  for  three  periods  of  >ii  jean  each.  - 

7.  The  lutn  leii  per  cent  for  labour,  cxpenaei,  and  profit,  in  each  of  the  six  yean  Ihan  in  the  year 
181S,  the  close  of  the  irar. 

8.  The  number  of  pieces  of  said  ralicoc*  whirh  60/.  would  purchase  the  fandboliter  in  ISIG. 

9.  The  number  of  piecca  Ilie  fitnilholdrr  was  entitled  to  receive  annually,  at  the  nie  of  5  ^eccs 

10.  The  nninUir  of  piece*  the  manufuitaKr  has  bad  to  pay  annaally. 

1 1.  The  exceaa  of  pieces  over  and  above  5  per  cenL  he  has  had  to  )M.y  in  the  rcspectire  yean. 

12.  Tlie~^mple  intereat  on  luch  excess  from  the  year  in  which  the  msnafsctaTer  had  to  pay  it  to 
tltee«loftli«]rearlB38. 
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thut  the  Uxea  |ia<l  been  doubled  sioce  the 
Bill  w^  edgpUdy  end  bc^  (Mr.  Fielden) 
hoped  the  Houee  would  have  patience  with 
him  while  he  chowed  them  that  the  scale  of 
taxes  imposed  on  himi  and  the  class  of  ma* 
nufacturers  tu  whom  \ie  belonged,  had  been 
trebled  since  fbe  year  1816 — the  close  of 
the  war  s  be  had  a  right  to  complain  of 
this.  A  responsibility  for  having  done 
this  injustice  rested  somewhere;  and, 
believing,  as  be  did>  that  it  had  been 
caused  by  a  contraction  of  the  currency, 
and  what  was  called  a  return  to  oash  pay- 
ments, without  any  measure  being  adopted 
to  reduce  the  ta^iei  to  the  alteration  made 
in  the  value  of  money  by  the  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Basnet;  he  complained  of 
the  operations  of  that  Bill ;  and  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  in  this  Session 
set  up  a  JMstification  of  hif  Bill,  and  said 
he  would  not  shrin)^  from  the  responsibility 
it  involved,  and  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  sUl)  oppofted  to  that  adjustment 
which  should  nave  accompanied  it  in 
1819»  he  had  a  right  to  complain  of  him. 
He  had  heard  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
father  had  warned  him  of  the  consequences 
of  that  Bill,  and  had  stated  to  him,  that  if 
it  were  passed,  it  would  double  the  value 
of  his  funded  property,  but  somebody 
would  lose  it;  whether  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  h^d  had  such  a  warning  or  not, 
be  could  not  say,  but  such,  he  would 
endeavour  to  show  to  the  House,  had  been 
its  effects.  He  would  suppose  a  case,  that 
a  parent,  at  the  close  of  the  war  in  1815, 
had  two  sons,  A  and  B,  to  whom  he 
bequeathed  the  sum  of  1,000/.  each,  to 
be  vested  in  the  bands  of  trustees  until 
they  came  of  age,  with  a  direction  that 
A*8  lyOOOt.  should  be  invested  in  the  three 
per  cent  conspls,  which  at  57/,  lO;.,  the 


price  of  that  day,  would  purchase  1,740/. 
and  that  B's  1,0Q0/.  shoqld  be  invested  in 
land.  The  present  price  of  three  per 
cents,  was  87/.  10s.  qnd  this  would  give 
for  A  1,522/.  lOf.  The  1,000/.  of  B's, 
invested  in  land,  was  not  now  worth  more 
than  750/.,  so  that  the  principal  belonging 
to  A  was  more  than  double  the  principal 
belonging  to  B.  The  interest  the  trustees 
of  A  received,  from  the  time  of  the  invest- 
ment to  the  present  period,  amounted  to 
939/.  12«.,  while  the  interest  upon  B's 
investment  would  not  be  more  than  540/. 
so  that  the  trustee  of  A  now  was  in 
possession  of  2,462/.  2s.,  while  the  trustee 
of  B  had  only  1,290/.  Now,  neither  of 
these  children  nor  these  trustees  had  done 
any  act  to  produce  these  results;  but  A 
was  now  possessed  of  double  the  property 
of  B.  Were  changes  like  this,  arising 
from  the  alteration  in  the  value  of  money, 
to  be  overlooked?  Was  it  just?  Was 
it  reasonable  ?  He  would  then  proceed  to 
show  what  had  been  the  effects  of  the 
alteration  in  the  value  of  money  as  mea- 
sured in  the  manufactures  which  he  (Mr. 
Fielden)  produced ;  and  the  intrinsic  yalu^ 
of  which  is  the  same  now  as  in  1815,  not- 
withstanding such  alteration.  He  should 
here  have  the  support  of  the  hon.  member 
for  fessex,  who,  on  a  former  night  declared, 
that  money,  which  was  the  mere  measure 
of  commodities,  did  not  alter  their  value. 
To  illustrate  what  he  had  to  show  to  the 
House,  he  would  claim  their  indulgence, 
while  he  read  to  them  a  tabic,  showing 
the  prices  of  cotton,  and  of  articles  manu- 
factured from  it  from  1815  to  the  end  of 
1832.  The  table  contained  twelve  co- 
lumns, and  h^  would  first  read  what  those 
columns  contain :  [Here  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber read  the  following  table.] 

(See  over  Uaf,) 
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Here  he  had  shown  that  the  class  of 
manufacturers  to  which  he  belonged  had, 
at  the  end  of  1832,  not  only  paid  both  in- 
terest and  principle,  if  [be  account  between 
them  and  the  national  creditor  had  been 
kept  in  those  manufactures :  but  that  the; 
had  overpaid  ibe  account  by  eleven  pieces 
and  tno-lbirds  of  a  piece.  The  Govera- 
meat  had  had  from  the  cotton  manufac- 
turers what  this  table  shows  for  this  ac- 
count, and,  if  it  be  not  settled,  proof  is 
here  given  of  the  wrong  done  by  Govern- 
ment to  the  manufacturers  by  raising  the 
standard  of  value.  It  was  perfectly  right 
to  recur  to  a  metallic  standard,  but  wrong 
to  do  BO  without  accompanying  it  with  an 


;  equitable  adjustment  between  the  public 
and  the  fundhotder,  and  between  all 
debtors  and  creditors  who  would  be  seri- 
ously injured  by  such  a  change.  But  how 
do  the  manufacturers  now  stand  witb 
regard  to  the  national  creditors  ?  They  are 
told  that  they  now  owe  not  sixty -six -ptecei 
and  two-thirds  for  every  60/.,  as  they  did 
in  18i5,but  that  they  now  owe  218 pieca 
for  every  60/.  Notwithstanding  this  be 
declared  that,  if  they  be  fairly  dealt  with, 
they  should  be  considered  as  having  paid 
off  the  whole  of  the  debt.  Here  is  crying 
injustice,  and  for  which  somebody  onght 
to  be  responsible.  He  would  ask,  was  it 
right  or  equitable  that  his  class  should  be 


REFERENCES  TO  THE  TABLE. 
*  No.  1.  Shovstbennmberof  pounds  weight  of  cotton  required  to  m*ke  a  piece  of  third  744-oli'O' 

2.  The  srersge  price  of  cotton  per  pound. 

3.  The  Bvernge  cost  of  cotton  for  one  piece. 

4.  The  arernge  price  of  sucli  cdico  in  the  Mancfaeatf  ^  market. 

5.  The  afeTBge  sum  the  manufacturer  had  for  labour,  eipenHi  and  proGla,  in  eteij  year  bua 
1815  to  1832  inctuaive. 

6.  The  BverR^  sum  for  labour,  expenieii,  and  profit,  for  three  periods  of  hi  years  tMb. 

7.  The  sum  legs  per  cent  for  labour,  expenses,  and  proSt,  in  each  of'thc  six  years  than  in  the  jctr 
1815,  the  close  of  the  war. 

8.  The  number  uf  pieces  of  Riiid  calicoes  which  60/.  would  purchase  the  fandholiler  in  1815. 

9.  The  number  of  pieces  the  fiinilboldcr  was  entitled  to  receive  BannaUy,  at  tbe  rate  or  5  picas 
per  cent. 

10.  The  number  of  pieces  Ibe  manufBCtarer  has  had  to  pay  annually. 

1 1.  The  excess  of  pieces  orer  and  above  5  per  cent-  he  has  had  to  pay  in  the  respective  years. 

12.  Tbe>imple  interest  on  such  exceaa  (htm  the  year  in  which  the  munfactaier  had  to  pvr  it  la 
the  and  of  the  year  IB32. 


I^' 
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peo{ib'0  ^ood ;  but,  when  he  went  bnck  to 
his  oonstituents  and  told  them  that  when 
be  lecapitulated  the  &tal  effects  of  the 
right  bon«  Baronet's  raeasotes,  and  the  in- 
atanees  in  wbieh  their  interests  were  sacri- 
fioed^  to  their  utter  ruin,  he  was  only 
laughed  at  by  hon.  Members,  could  they 
ihiSk  that  such  conduct  would  give  satis- 
faction 2  Such  oonduct  was  very  unbe- 
coming* and  ought  not  to  be  pxuctised  in 
the  House.  The  best  way  to  cause  him 
to  sit  down  would  be  to  listen  to  him  pati- 
ently  until  he  had  concluded  what  he  had 
to  say.  He  had  other  matter  to  state  to 
the  House  as  a  reason  for  the  vote  he  should 
give  on  this  question*  In  1829,  during  a 
period  of  severe  distress,  he  and  a  number 
of  other  manufacturers  met  at  Burnley, 
to  represent  the  distress  that  prevailed  in 
that  district  to  the  ru[ht  hon.  Baronet, 
then  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
and  he  would  read  the  memorial  which  was 
sent  up  on  tjiat  occasion  to  their  county 
Member,  Lord  Stanley,  and  the  answer  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  *  But  before  doing 
so,  he  would  just  observe,  that  this  distress 
was  so  great  in  the  manufacturing  districts, 
that  the  boroughreeve  of  the  loyal  town  of 
Manchester,  for  the  first  time  in  his  (Mr. 
Fielden's)  experience,  called  a  public  meet- 
ing in  that  town  to  petition  Parliament  or 
to  memorialise  the  King  upon  the  subject. 
The  memorial  he  had  mentioned,  was  as 
follows :-« 


To  the  Right  Honourable  Robert  Peel,  his 

Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 

Department. 

Shaweth,-«-niat  your  netitioners,  deeply 
impressed  with  a  sense  of  the  increasing  ois- 
treis  of  the  manufacturing  and  labouring  po- 
pulation within  the  hundred  of  Blackburn 
(whieh  hundred  contains,  according  to  the 
last  census,  148,704  individuals),  have  taken 
measures  fbr  the  assembling  of  a  few  of  the 
cotton  roaiiofacturers  of  that  district^  prepara- 
tory to  which  thev  had  caused  to  be  made  ao- 
eurate  surveys  of  the  poor  in  about  half-a- 
dozeo  townships  in  which  they  misht  expect 
immediate  oo*operation  in  their  object,  and 
that  such  surveys  being  completed,  they  had 
intended  to  have  prosecuted  the  inquiry  upon 
a  more  extensive  scale.  But  your  petitioners 
being  now  assembled  at  the  Bull  Inn  in  Bum^ 
ley,  on  the  first  day  of  May,  1829,  and  being 
furnished  with  the  saveral  returns  from  town- 
ships hereafter  alluded  to,  feel  themselves  so 
alarmed  vrith  the  result,  that  they  are  impelled 
at  once  to  submit  it  to  you  without  losing  the 
lime  which  must  be  consumed  in  obtaining 
more  numerous  returns. 

That  they  feel  themselves  the  more  justified 
in  this  course,  because  they  believe  that  the 
ftw  retums  already  faniished|  wiU  exhibit  a 


tolerabiv  correct  view  of  the  geneml  state  of 
the  trader  and  of  the  population  throaghoat 
the  whole  district. 

That  the  result  of  these  returns  shows  that, 
in  the  seven  townships  of  Oolne,  Foulhridge, 
Tramden,  Marsden,  Barrowford,  Uigham, 
Ooldshard,  and  Roughler,  containing^  in  the 
whole,  a  population  of  19,869  individuals, 
there  are  5,137  persons  (approaching  to  one- 
third  of  the  whole),  whci^e  weekly  income, 
arising  from  labour,  varying  from  ISiT*  to'2ff., 
presents  an  average  weekly  income  per  beatt 
of  19d, ;  and  there  are  1,743  persons  (being 
one*eleventh  part  of  the  whole)  whose  weekly 
income,  from  the  like  souree,  varying  from  9f . 
to  2s.  6d.,  presents  an  avemge  weekly  inooase 
per  head  of  2«.  dd. ;  thus  showing  that  better 
than  one-half  of  the  whole  population  do  not 
earn,  on  an  average,  more  than  15|i/.  per  head 
per  week,  from  which  there  are  considerable 
outgoings,  leaving  a  clear  inoome  applicable 
for  food,  clothing,  and  rent,  and  other  oeoes- 
saries,  of  less  than  2d*  a-head  per  day.  That, 
notwithstanding  this  small  pittance  is  the  lull 
income  of  so  large  a  population,  it  may  be 
safely  stated  that  they  are,  at  least  at  present, 
in  full  employment ;  but  your  petitioners  are 
afraid  that  such  full  employment  cannot  1od|^ 
be  continued,  as  even,  according  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  wages,  the  manniiscturers  eaiineft 
dispose  of  their  commodities  at  a  remunerating 
price. 

That  the  property  within  the  above  town-- 
ship  liable  to  the  poor-rate  is  so  overwhelmed 
witli  public  charges  that  it  does  not  at  present 
afibrd  more  assistance  in  the  shape  of  paro- 
chial refief  than  about  I2d,  per  head  per  week 
in  addition  to  the  earnings— ^thus  showing 
that,  even  including  parochial  relief,  the 
weekly  income  of  more  than  one^half  of  the 
population  does  not  exceed,  on  an  average, 
\7id,  per  head  per  week. 

That  your  petitioners  ascribe  this  miserable 
state  of  the  poor  to  the  present  very  low  state 
of  wages,  which  are  already  under  the  loweiU 
state  which  they  fell  to  in  the  distressed  times 
of  1825-36,  whilst  the  price  of  provisions  in 
general  Is  considerably  higher  than  at  that 
period. 

That  your  petitioners  do  not  venture  to  giv^ 
any  opinion  on  the  cause  producing  this  low 
state  of  wages,  nor  to  suggest  any  remedies  for 
the  same ;  but  they  content  theiHselves  with 
this  simple  statement  of  facts,  to  which  they 
respectfully,  but  earnestly,  entreat  your  imme- 
diate attention. 

(Signed)      '   James  Grimshaw, 

(Chairman  of  the  Meeting  j 
William  Hargreaves, 
John  Pielden 
?<icholas  England, 
Thomas  Kaye, 
Benjamin  Hargreaves^ 
-William  Bolton, 
Lord  Massey, 
William  CorlasSi 

John  Roberta* 
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In  reply  to  this  very  reasonable  and  mo- 
derate request^  the  memorialists  received 
the  following  answer,  in  a  letter  addressed 
•  to  Lord  Stamey^  which  he  would  read  to 
the  House,  and  he  durst  say  they  would 
listen  to  it  with  more  attention  than  they 
had  heard  either  the  memorialists  or  him- 
self. 

Whitehall,  May  1 3, 1829. 

My  Lord, — I  have  the  honour  to  acknow- 
ledge the  receipt  of  vour  Lordship's  letter  of 
the  9th  instant,  and  of  the  memorial  which  ac- 
companied it,  setting  forth  the  extreme  distress 
.of  the  labouring  classes  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Collie  and  Bamley. 

y  On  the  first  indication  of  disturbance  in  the 
county,  of  Lancaster,  I  took  immediate  mea- 
sures for  the  reinforcement  of  the  troops  in 
the  northern  district,  with  the  view  of  affording 
to  the  civil  power  every  assistance  in  the  pro- 
•tection  of  life  and  property— and  I  earnestly 
hope  that  through  the  active  measures  of  the 
magistracy  and-  the  commander  of  the  forces 
in  the  district,  the  public  peace  will  be  pre- 
.served, 

I  need  scarcely  assure  your  Lordship  that 
his. Majesty's  Government  deeply  regret  that 
state  of  suffering  and  privation,  to  which  alone 
any  disposition  to  acts  of  insubordination  and 
outrage  appear  to  be  ascribed. 

When  thedistress  is  general,  asit  is  described 
to  be  in  the  memorial  which  you  have  trans- 
mitted to  me,  it  is  very  difficult  to  divine  any 
measure  by  which  its  immediate  relief,  or  even 
the  mitigation  of  it,  in  any  material  degree,  can 
be  effected.  But  I  beg  your  Lordship  to  in- 
form the  memorialists,  that  I  shall  not  fail  to 
bring  the  representation  which  they  have  trans- 
mitted to  me,  through  your  Lordship,  under 
the  consideration  of  his  Majesty's  Government. 
I  have  the,honour  to  be,  my  Lord,  your  Lord- 
ship's most  obedient  and  most  humble  servant, 

Robert  Peel. 

The  House  would  see  that  the  memorialists 
gave  no  opinion  as  to  the  cause  or  remedy 
for  the  distress  complained  of;  but  con. 
tented  themselves  with  simply  stating  the 
fact,  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  work, 
people  in  the  hundred  of  Blackburn  had 
less  than  l6d.  a-week  for  subsistence;  and 
lie  thought  that  such  distress  should  have 
led  to  an  inquiry  into  the  cause  of  it ;  but 
it  did  not,  and  the  answer  was  so  unsatis- 
factory that  the  memorialists,  seeing  that 
there  was  a  notice  of  a  motion  by  Sir  R. 
Vyvyan  for  the  S6th  of  the  same  month, 
for  inquiry  into  the  cause  of  the  distress 
of  the  country,  they  sent  up  a  representa. 
tion  to  that  Gentleman  of  the  distress  that 
they  had  ascertained  and  reported  to  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Baronet,  and  they  soon  afler  re- 
ceived a  reply  from  Sir  R.  Vyvyan,  that  on 
the  day  the  motion  was  Uf  come  on,  there 


were  not  forty  Members  in  the  House,  mod 
consequently  the  inquiry  was  then  got  rid 
of!  The  right  hon.  Baronet  refused  to 
inquire  into  the  distress,  but  soLdiers-  were 
sent  by  him  into  the  neighbouriiood  where 
it  prevailed,  who  consumed  the  food  wfaidi 
was  so  much  wanted  by  the  labouring 
people.  The  right  hon.  Banmet  would 
not,  in  1829>  inquire  into  the  distress,  and 
he  had,  in  this  Session,  refused  to  give  liis 
assent  to  inquiry  into  the  distress  when 
proposed  by  the  hon. .  member  for  White- 
haven, and  th&  hon.  member  for  Birming- 
ham, and  these  were  -  additional  reasons 
with  him  (Mr.  Fielden)  for  giving  his 
support  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  ooL 
league.     • 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that,  influenced 
by  the  respect  which  he  entertained  for  the 
tribunal  before  which  he  was  arraigned, 
he  should  treat  the  charge  as  if  it  had 
been  preferred  against  him  by  some  man 
of  great  weight  and  influence,  who  acting 
according  to  his  conscientious  conviction, 
and  stimulated  by  an  imperative  sense  of 
duty,  felt  it  necessary  that  in  his  person 
a  public  example  should  be  made,  and 
that  he  should  be  subject  to  the  higfaeil 
penalty  which  could  be  inflicted  on  any 
one  admitted  to  his  Majesty's  Councils. 
He  would  take  for  granted  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  conscientiously  believed  it  to 
be  incumbent  upon  him  to  call  upon  the 
House  to  inflict  the  greatest  public  diagrace 
which  they  could  inflict,  as  a  warning  to 
future  Ministers.  It  certainly  appeared 
strange  to  him  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
should  conscientiously  entertain  that  opin* 
ion,  when,  only  a  few  nights  ago,  he  had 
openly  avowed  in  that  House,  that  when 
he  compared  him  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  to 
others  who  had  been  concerned  in  the 
same  measures,  he  thought  him  an  angel 
of  spotless  purity.  That  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should,  after  such  an  avowal,  think 
it  reconcileable  with  justice,  to  select  him 
as  the  special  and  single  victim  for  punish- 
ment, warranted  a  suspicion  that  other 
objects  than  those  of  public  justice  were 
contemplated  by  the  hon.  Gentleaan. 
Two  months  had  now  elapsed  smce  the 
notice  of  this  Motion  was  first  given,  and 
up  to  this  hour  he  had  never  received  the 
slightest  intimation  of  the  specific  ground 
on  which  he  was  to  be  put  upon  his  trial. 
Whether  the  charge  was  a  corrupt  motive, 
or  Ignorance,  or  wilful  misconduct,  he  was 
left  to  guess  from  the  vague  notice  of  the 

boDt  GeDtlemaa'9  Motiop,  He  now  ooder^ 
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people's  ^ood ;  but,  when  he  went  beck  to 
has  oenstituents  and  told  them  that  when 
he  lecapitulated  the  &tal  effects  of  the 
right  hoQ.  Baronet's  measotes«  and  the  in- 
stances in  which  their  interests  were  sacri- 
fioed>  to  their  utter  ruin,  he  was  only 
laughed  at  by  hon.  Members,  could  they 
think  that  such  conduct  would  give  satis- 
faetioD?  Such  conduct  was  very  unbe- 
coming, and  ought  not  to  be  practised  in 
the  House.  The  best  way  to  cauie  him 
to  sit  down  would  be  to  listen  to  him  pati- 
ently until  he  had  concluded  what  he  had 
to  say.  He  had  other  matter  to  state  to 
the  House  as  a  reason  for  the  vote  he  should 
give  on  this  question*  In  1829,  during  a 
period  of  severe  distress,  he  and  a  number 
of  other  manufacturers  met  at  Burnley, 
to  represent  the  distress  that  prevailed  in 
that  district  to  the  iU[ht  hon.  Baronet, 
then  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
and  he  would  read  the  memorial  which  was 
sent  up  on  that  occasion  to  their  county 
Member,  Lord  Stanley,  and  the  answer  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet. '  But  before  doing 
so,  he  would  just  observe,  that  this  distress 
was  so  great  in  the  manufacturing  districts, 
that  the  boroughreeve  of  the  loyal  town  of 
Manchester,  for  the  first  time  in  his  (Mr. 
Fielden's)  experience,  called  a  public  meet- 
ing in  that  town  to  petition  Parliament  or 
to  memorialise  the  King  upon  the  subject. 
The  memorial  he  had  mentioned,  was  as 
follows:— 

To  the  Right  Honourable  Robert  Peel,  his 

Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 

Department. 

Sheweih, — Tliat  your  netitioners,  deeply 
impressed  with  a  sense  of  the  increasing  ois- 
treis  of  the  manufacturiog  and  labouring  p<^ 
pulation  within  the  hundred  of  filackburn 
(whieh  hundred  contains,  according  to  the 
last  census,  148,704  individuala),  have  taken 
measures  mr  the  assembling  of  a  few  of  the 
cotton  manufacturers  of  that  district^  prepara- 
tory to  which  thev  had  caused  to  be  made  ac- 
curate surveys  of  the  poor  in  about  hal&a^ 
doxeo  townships  in  vbich  they  might  expect 
immediate  co-operation  in  their  otyect,  and 
that  such  surveys  being  completed,  they  had 
intended  to  have  prosecuted  the  inquiry  upon 
a  more  extensive  scale.  But  your  petitioners 
being  now  assembled  at  the  Bull  Inn  in  Bum- 
ley,  on  the  first  day  of  May,  1829,  and  being 
furnished  with  the  several  returns  from  town* 
ships  hereafter  alluded  to,  feel  themselves  so 
alarmed  with  the  result,  that  they  are  impelled 
at  once  to  submit  it  to  you  without  losing  the 
time  which  must  be  consumed  in  obtaining 
more  numerous  returns. 

That  they  feel  themselves  the  more  justified 
in  this  course,  because  they  believe  that  the 
ftw  returns  already  faraished|  will  exhibit  a 


tolerabiv  correct  view  of  this  geneml  state  of 
the  trade,  and  of  the  population  throughout 
the  whole  district. 

That  the  result  of  these  returns  shows  that, 
in  the  seven  townships  of  Oolne,  Foulbridge, 
Tramden,  Marsden,  Barrowford,  Uigham, 
Ooldshard,  and  Roughler,  containing^  In  the 
whole,  a  population  of  19,869  individuals, 
there  are  5,137  persons  (approaching  to  one- 
third  of  the  whole),  whohe  weekly  income, 
arising  from  labour,  varying  from  "iHd,  to'2«., 
presents  an  average  weekly  income  per  beatt 
of  19d. ;  and  there  are  1,743  persons  (being 
one-eleventh  part  of  the  whole)  whose  weekly 
income,  from  the  like  souree,  varying  from  9f . 
to  2«.  6(/.,  presents  an  avemge  weekly  inooase 
per  head  of  2s.  dd. ;  thus  showing  that  better 
than  one4ialf  of  the  whole  population  do  not 
earn,  on  an  average,  more  than  ISfd.  per  head 
per  week,  from  which  there  are  considerable 
outgoings,  leaving  a  clear  income  applicable 
for  food,  clothing,  and  rent,  and  other  neces- 
saries, of  less  than  2d*  a^head  per  day.  Thai, 
notwithstanding  this  small  pittance  is  the  lull 
income  of  so  large  a  population,  it  may  be 
safely  stated  that  they  are,  at  least  at  present, 
in  full  employment ;  but  your  petitioners  are 
afraid  that  such  full  employment  cannot  loo^ 
be  continued,  as  even,  according  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  wages,  the  manuiiseturers  oannett 
dispose  of  their  commodities  at  a  remunerating 
price. 

That  the  property  within  the  above  town-. 
shin  liable  to  the  poor-rate  is  so  overwhelaied 
witli  public  charges  that  it  does  not  at  present 
afford  more  assistance  in  the  shape  of  paro- 
chial relief  than  about  X2d,  per  head  per  week 
in  addition  to  the  earnings-*thus  showing 
that,  even  including  parochial  relief,  the 
weekly  income  of  more  than  ooe«ha)f  of  the 
population  does  not  exceed,  on  an  average, 
17 id,  per  head  per  week. 

That  your  petitioners  ascribe  this  miserable 
state  of  the  poor  to  the  present  very  low  state 
of  wages,  which  are  already  under  the  lowest 
state  which  they  fell  to  in  the  distressed  times 
of  1825-26,  whilst  the  priee  of  provisions  in 
general  is  considerably  higher  than  at  that 
period. 

That  your  petitioners  do  not  venture  to  give 
any  opinion  on  the  cause  producing  this  low 
state  of  wages,  nor  to  suggest  any  remedies  for 
the  same;  but  they  content  theiHseives  with 
this  simple  statement  of  facts,  to  which  they 
respectfully,  but  earnestly,  entreat  your  imme- 
diate attention. 

(Signed)         James  Grimshaw, 

(Chairman  of  the  Meeting^ 
William  Hargreaves, 
John  Pielden 
Nicholas  England, 
Thomas  Kaye, 
Benjamin  Hai^greavesi 
AVilliam  Bolton, 
Lord  Massey, 
William  Corlass, 
John  Roberts, 
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In  reply  to  this  very  reaaonafaLe  and  mo- 
derate request,  the  memonAlists  received 
the  following  answer,  in  a  letter  addressed 
to  Lord  Staidey^  which  he  would  read  to 
the  House,  and  he  durst  say  they  would 
listen  to  it  with  more  attention  than  they 
had  heard  either  the  memorialists  or  him* 
self. 

Whitehall,  May  13, 1829. 

My  Lord, — I  have  the  honour  to  acknow- 
ledge the  receipt  of  vour  Lordship's  letter  of 
the  9th  instant,  and  of  the  memorial  which  ac- 
companied it,  setting  forth  the  extreme  distress 
of  the  labouring  classes  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Collie  and  Burnley. 

,  On  the  first  indication  of  disturbance  in  the 
county  of  Lancaster,  I  took  immediate  mea- 
sures for  the  reinforcement  of  the  troops  in 
the  northern  district,  with  the  view  of  affording 
to  the  civil  power  every  assistance  in  the  pro- 
tection of  life  and  property — and  I  earnestly 
hope  that  through  the  active  measures  of  the 
magistracy  and  the  commander  of  the  forces 
in  the  district,  the  public  peace  will  be  pre- 
served. 

.  I  need  scarcely  assure  your  Lordship  that 
his  Majesty's  Government  deeply  regret  that 
state  of  suffering  and  privation,  to  which  alone 
any  disposition  to  acts  of  insubordination  and 
outrage  appear  to  be  ascribed. 

When  the  distress  is  genera],  as  it  is  described 
to  be  in  the  memorial  which  you  have  trans- 
mitted to  me,  it  is  very  difficult  to  divine  any 
measure  by  which  its  immediate  relief,  or  even 
the  mitigation  of  it,  in  any  material  degree,  can 
be  effected.  But  I  beg  your  Lordship  to  in- 
form the  memorialists,  that  I  shall  not  fail  to 
bring  the  representation  which  they  have  trans- 
mitted to  me,  through  your  Lordship,  under 
the  consideration  of  his  Majesty's  Government. 
I  have  the, honour  to  be,  my  Lord,  your  Lord- 
ship's most  obedient  and  most  humble  servant, 

Robert  Peel. 

The  House  would  see  that  the  merooriaHsts 
save  no  opinion  as  to  the  cause  or  remedy 
for  the  distress  complained  of;  but  con. 
tented  themselves  with  simply  stating  the 
fact,  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  work- 
people in  the  hundred  of  Blackburn  had 
less  than  l6d.  a.week  for  subsistence;  and 
hie  thought  that  such  distress  should  have 
led  to  an  inquiry  into  the  cause  of  it ;  hut 
it  did  not,  and  Uie  answer  was  so  unsatis- 
fi^tory  that  the  memorialists,  seeing  that 
there  was  a  notice  of  a  motion  by  Sir  R. 
Vyvyan  for  the  S6th  of  the  same  month, 
for  inquiry  into  the  cause  of  the  distress 
of  the  country,  they  sent  up  a  representa- 
tion to  that  Gentleman  of  Uie  distress  that 
thf^  had  ascertained  and  reported  to  the 
riflht  hon.  Baronet,  and  they  soon  alter  re- 
ceived t  reply  from  Sir  R.  Vyvyan,  thaton 
the  daj  the  motion  was  Uf  come  on,  there 


were  not  forty  Members  in  the  Hoose,  and 
consequently  the  inquiry  was  then  got  rid 
of!  The  riffht  hon.  Baronet  refused  to 
inquire  into  the  distress^  but  aoldien  woe 
sent  by  him  into  the  ndgfabooriiood  where 
it  prevailed,  who  consumed  the  food  wlddli 
was  so  much  wanted  by  the  labouring 
people.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
not,  in  1829,  inquire  into  the  distress,  and 
he  had,  in  this  Session,  refused  to  give  Im 
assent  to  inquiry  into  the  distress  wfaea 
proposed  by  the  hon. .  member  for  White, 
haven,  and  the  hon.  member  for  Binning 
ham,  and  these  were  additional  reasons 
with  him  (Mr.  Fidden)  for  ^ving  his 
support  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  coL 
league. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that,  influenced 
by  the  respect  which  he  entertained  for  the 
tribunal  before  which  he  was  arraigned, 
he  should  treat  the  charge  as  if  it  had 
been  preferred  against  him  by  some  maa 
of  great  weight  and  influence,  who  acting 
according  to  his  conscientious  convictioD, 
and  stimulated  by  an  imperative  sense  of 
duty,  felt  it  necessary  that  in  bis  person 
a  public  example  should  be  made,  and 
that  he  should  be  subject  to  the  highest 
penalty  which  could  be  inflicted  on  anj 
one  admitted  to  his  Majesty's  Councik 
He  would  take  for  granted  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  conscientiously  believed  it  to 
be  incumbent  upon  him  to  call  upon  the 
House  to  inflict  the  greatest  public  disgrace 
which  they  could  inflict,  as  a  warning  to 
future  Ministers.  It  certainly  appcAied 
strange  to  him  that  the  hon.  Gentlemao 
should  conscientiously  entertain  that  opia* 
ion,  when,  only  a  few  nights  ago,  be  had 
openly  avowed  in  that  House,  that  when 
he  compared  him  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  to 
others  who  had  been  concerned  in  the 
same  measures,  he  thought  him  an  angel 
of  spotless  purity.  That  the  boo.  Gen- 
tleman should,  after  such  an  avowal,  think 
it  reconcileable  with  justice,  to  select  bia 
as  the  special  and  single  victim  for  panish- 
ment,  warranted  a  suspicion  that  odier 
objects  than  those  of  public  justice  were 
contemplated  by  the  hon.  Gentleoun. 
Two  months  had  now  elapsed  since  the 
notice  of  this  Motion  was  first  given,  sod 
up  to  this  hour  he  had  never  received  the 
slightest  intimation  of  the  specific  gmand 
on  which  he  was  to  be  put  upon  his  tiial* 
Whether  the  charge  was  a  corropt  ooQvtt 
or  ignorance,  or  wilful  miscoodiict,bewas 
left  to  guess  from  the  vague  noUoe  of  tk 

hoQ,  Geotlemao's  Motiop.  Be  nov  voder* 
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been  foreman  of  tbe  Grand  Jury,  and  had' 
made  a  commanication  to  him  officially 
in  his  public  capacity :  suppose  the  case 
was    thus  (as,   if  reference  were  made 
to  the  documents  in  the  department  of  the 
Secretary  of  State's  Office  he  believed  it 
would  prove  to  be),  he  asked  the  House 
with  what  justice  the  hon.  Member  could 
read  his  answer  to  the  Houae,  and  at  the 
same  time  withhold  the  communication  to 
which  that  letter  was  the  reply  ?  He  asked, 
with  what  sense  of  justice,  with  what  feel* 
ings  ot  common  decency,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  urge  this  as  a  sufficient  ground 
to  dismiss  him  from  his  Migesty's  Goun* 
oils?      Suppose  he    had   mis-<:onducted - 
himself  with  respect  to  the  men  who  had 
met  at  the  Bull  Inn,  on  the  subject  of 
wages,  why  had  not  the  hon.  Member  the 
courage  to  bring  a  charge  against  him  by  a 
distinct  motion,  having  express  reference  * 
to  that  transaction?      What  connexion* 
had  it  with  the  Currency  Question,  on' 
which  he  was  arraigned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham?    Why  had  not  the  hon.' 
Member,  who  dwelt  so  much  on  his  twelve ' 
columns  about  the  price  of  muslins  and 
calicoes — why,  if  the  distress  of  the  conn- ' 
try,  or  of  any  part  of  the  country,  was  a  * 
fair  subject  for  the  consideration  of  Par- ' 
liament  (and  he  fully  admitted,  that  it 
was) — why  had  he  not  brought  it  forward 
in  a  fair  and  manly  manner  ? — why  had ' 
he  not,  instead  of  accusing  him  in  this* 
pitiful,  sneaking,  skulking  way,  proposed 
some  better  remedy  for  the  distress  of  the ' 
people,  some  surer  method  of  raising  the 
price  of  his  muslins  and  his  calicoes,  than 
the  dismissal  of  one  man  from  the  Councils 
of  the  King?  But  both  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  as  ignorant  of  facts  and  of  forms  as 
they  were  ready  to  assail  him.    If  tbe  hon. 
Member  had  communicated  to  him  his  Reso- 
lutions, he  would  have  so  far  corrected  them, 
that  they  should  not  have  abounded  with 
misrepresentations,   and  false  statements 
of  notorious  facts.   The  Resolutions  began 
by  stating,  '  That,  according  to  the  laws 

*  and  customs  of  this  kingdom,  the  King, 

*  our  Sovereign  Lord,  can  do  no  wrong  to 

*  the  whole,  to  any  part,  or  to  any  one,  of 
'  his  subjects :  that,  however,  effectually  to 
'  guard  against  wrong  being  in  his  Majesty's 
'  name,  and  under  bis  authority,  done  to 

*  his  subjects  with  impunity,  the  same  laws 
'  and  customs  which  have,  as  our  birth- 
'  right,  descended  to  us  from  our  just  and 
'  wise  forefathers,  make  all  and  every  one, 
'  acting  in   that  name  and  under  that 


stood  ftomhis  speech  of  to-night,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  convinced  that  he 
(Sir 'Robert  Peel)  had  not  been  swayed 
in   the  slightest  degree  by  any  views  to 
self-interest,  or  by  any  motives  of  a  per- 
sonal nature;' but  then  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man maintained,  that  he  had  been  guilty 
of  gross  and  unpardonable  ignorance  in 
the  discharge  of  his  public  duties,  and 
that,  therefore,  he  ought  to  be  dismissed 
from  his  Majesty's  Councils  by  a  vote  of 
the  House  of  Commons.    Would  it  not 
have  been  fair  in  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  he  was  drawing  up  his  long  and 
elaborate  bill  of  indictment,  to  have  com- 
municated to    the  accused  the    specific 
offences  for  which  he  was  to  be  put  upon 
his  trial,  in  order  that  he  might  have  nad 
the  ordinary  opportunity  of  meeting  the 
accusation  and  of  preparing  forhisdefence? 
Was  it  consistent  with  justice,  with  can- 
dour, or  with  ordinary  usage,  that  he 
should  hear  that  night,  for  the  first  time, 
this  tissue  of  accusations?    Accusations 
of  what?     Of  something  that  he  did  in 
the  years  1819,  1822,  and  1826.    And 
then  the  hon.  Member  who  had  seconded 
the  Motion  had  not  confined  himself  to 
proceedings  connected  with  the  currency 
«— but  had  said,  on  the  contrary,  that  he 
would  vote  for  his  dismissal  on  account  of 
an  answer  which  he  had  returned  to  a 
memorial  addressed  to  him  from  a  party 
of  manufacturers  who  had  assembled  on 
the  subject  of  wages  at  the  Bull  Inn  at 
Burnlev.    The  hon.  Member  had  read  the 
memorial,  and  read  what  the  hon.  Member 
had  called  the  answer ;  but  the  fact  was, 
that  this  was  not  an  answer  to  the  memo- 
rial, but  an  answer  to  a  letter  that  he  had 
received  from  Lord  Stanley  upon  a  differ- 
ent subject,  which  letter  the  hon.  member 
for  Oldham  (Mr.  Fielden)  had  thought 
fit  to  suppress.    The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Fielden)  had  said,  that  he  and  his  friends 
had  met  at  the  Bull  Inn,  and  had  addressed 
to  him   (Sir  Robert  Peel)   a  statement 
respecting    wages,    and    that    they  had 
received  from  him  by  way  of  reply  a 
letterabout  sending  them  troops,  for  which 
they  had  never  applied.    Such  had  been 
the  statement  of  tbe  hon.  member  for 
Oldham.    But  suppose  that  Lord  Stanley 
had  addressed  to  him  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
a  representation  upon  the  danger  to  the 
public  peace  existing  in  the  county  of 
Lancashire,  and  suppose  that  the  letter 
referring  to  troops  was  in  answer  to  the 
representation  of  the  noUe  Lord,  who  had 
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*'sitthorityi  fttUy  and  really  resfMnifible  to 

*  the  good  people  of  this  kingdom  for  erefy 

*  wrong  done  unto  them  by  any  and  every 
'  person  invested  with  suoh  authority ;  and 

*  that»  in  virtue  of  such  responsibility, 
'  the  wrong-doing  party  is  subject  to 
'  snch  censures^  pains,  and  penalties, 
'  ast  in  virtue  of  the  said  laws  and  cus- 
'  tomS|  the  several  tribunals  of  the  king- 
'  dom  have,  in  all  ages,  been  wont  to 
^inflict:  that  if  this  responsibility  were 
'  not  real  and  practical,  we  should  be 
'  living  under  not  only  a  despotism,  but  an 
'  avowed  despotism,  for  the  King,  being  in- 
'  aapaUe  of  wrong-doing,  and  his  servants 
'  being  responsible  merely  in  name  and  form , 
'  and  not  m  practice,  they  also  can  do  no 
'  wrong,  and  then  the  people  of  this  re>- 

*  nowned  kingdom,    the  cradle  of  true 

*  liberty,  would  be  the  most  wretched 
'  slaves  ever  yet  heard  of  under  the 
'  sun  s  that,  in  cases  where  the  wrong 
'  doing  is  eommitted  by  inferior  function- 

*  aries,  or  is,  in  its  effects*  confined  to 

*  individuals^  or  to  small  numbers  of  suf- 

*  fevers,  the  ordinary  coUrts  of  justice  have 

*  tasnaUy  been  deemed  competent  to  afford 

*  redress  lo  the  injured ;  but  that,  when 
'  the    wrong    is   the  act  of  a  Minister 

*  of  State,  sworn  to  advise  the  King  for 

*  the  good  of  his  people,  when  that  Min- 
'  ister  of  State  receives,  as  a  reward  for  his 

*  fidelity  and  skill,  large  sums   of   the 

*  people's  money'— -The  first  charge  then 
against  him  was,  that  he  was  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  sworn  to  advise  the  Crown, 
to  the  best  of  his  ability*  and  in  the 
receipt  of  a  large  salary  for  performing 
that  duty,  when  he  contributed  to  pass 
the  Act  of  1819.  Unfortunately  for  this 
charge^  in  the  year  1819)  he  was  not 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  be  was  not  a 
sworn  adviser  of  the  Crown,  nor  was  he 
in  the  receipt  of  one  farthing  of  the  public 
money.  The  ho.n.  Gentleman  insinuated — 
by  way  of  aggravation  of  this  charge,  that 
he  being  in  the  receipt  of  large  sums  of 
the  public  money,  had  increased  his  official 
salary,  by  increasing  in  1819  the  value 
of  money.  Now  the  truth  was,  that  in 
1819,  when  the  value  of  money  was  raised, 
he  had  do  salary,  and  in  1822,  when, 
accord ing  to  the  bon<  Gentleman,  the 
value  of  money  was  lowered,  he  was  a 
Minister^  and  .he  had  a  salary.  The 
fatal  Act  of  1819,  as  it  was  called, 
Mfas  not  introduced  by  him  in  his  capa- 
city of  Minister,  but  a  private  Member 
of  the  House  of  Commons.    The  Motion 


of  the  hon.  Gendeman,  therefb^  if  mad* 
at  all)  oUght  to  be,  not  for  hie  die* 
missal  from  the  Privy  Council,  but  for 
his  expulsion  from  the  House  of  Comtoons. 
This  Act  of  1819  was  in  no  respect  the 
offspring  of  any  advice  he  gave  to  the 
King,  for  he  was  not  then  in  office,  nor 
connected  with  the  Government.  He  had 
left  office  in  the  preceding  year,  1818; 
he  had  given  no  advice  to  his  Majesty 
whatever  on  the  subject ;  he  was  asked 
by  the  Government  whether  he  had  a&y 
objection  to  take  the  Chair  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  that  House,  which  was  then 
about  to  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
subject  of  the  Currency ;  he  had  replied 
that  he  had  aiven  his  vote  in  ihvour  of 
Mr.Vansittart^  Resolutions  in  181 1 » wlth^ 
out  a  full  consideration  of  the  subject,  and 
that  he  must  reserve  to  himself  the  right 
of  taking  a  course  perfectly  unfetter^ 
either  by  his  own  former  votes,  or  the 
opinions  of  any  member  of  the  Qovam- 
ment.  The  result  of  more  mature  con* 
sideration  and  of  the  inquiry  before  the 
Committee,  was  a  conviction  on  his  part^ 
that  cash  payments  ought  to  be  resumed, 
and  he  had  acted  upon  that  oonvietioo. 
But  as  he  had  before  observed,  he  aeted 
on  it  as  an  indivtdnsd  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, not  as  an  adviser  of  the  Crown^  and 
therefore  the  Motion  of  that  night  ought 
to  be  for  his  expulsion  from  the  House. 
The  charge  against  him  was,  that  he  had 
over-persuaded — that  he  had  deluded  by 
a  speech,  an  innocent  and  unsuspecting 
House  of  Commons.  But  he  must  firtc 
have  deluded  the  Select  Committee,  oo 
whose  Report  the  Bill  and  his  speech  were 
founded.  But  who  deluded  the  House  of 
Lords?  for  that  House  Was  also  a  party  to 
the  whole  proceeding  to  which  it  gave  a 
cordial  and  unanimous  assent.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  grossly  ignorant  of  every 
fact  connected  with  the  case.  He  charged 
him  with  having  introduced  three  measures 
as  a  Minister  of  State,  when  in  fact  he 
had  introduced  only  one  of  them,  and  that 
one  not  in  the  capacity  of  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown.  When  the  other  two  measures 
were  brought  forward,  he  was  a  member 
of  the  Government,  but  he  was  not  the  in* 
troducer  of  either  of  them.  These  three 
Bills  passed  through  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament  in  the  years  1819,  1832,  and 
1 826.  The  Bill  of  1 819  was  the  only  one 
which  he  had  introduced,  and  that  was 
founded  on  the  Report  of  the  Committee; 
to  that  Report  no  exceptions  were  takeftt 
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and  th«  Bill  fMttsed  Ihrongb  the  House 
of  ConuDODS  Without  a  division.    The  Bill 
of  1822,  the  hon.  GeDtlemati  said,  was  a 
Bill  notoriously  brought  in  to  repeal  the 
Act  of  1819 ;  and  he  had  declared  it  to 
be  grossly  inconsistent  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
in  the  year  1822  to  repeal  the  Act  of  1819. 
There  might  be  a  man  gifted  with  faculties 
of  so  high  an  order  that  no  charge  of  in- 
consistency could  ever  be  brought  against 
him— 41  man  of  such  clear  apprehension,  of 
such  profound  penetration,  of  such  con- 
summate judgment,  that  he  never  had 
held  opposite  opinions  on  any  subject — 
one  whose  pen    never  contradicted  his 
tongue^  and  was  never  Inconsistent  with 
itself; — such  a  man   might  be   entitled 
to  address  him  to  the  argumentum  ad 
Aomtnem— to  arraign  him  for  the  want  of 
consistency.    He  would*  however,  whisper 
to  the  hon.  Member,  that  he  was  not  the 
man;  that  from  no  quarter  could  the 
charge  of  inconsistency  proceed  with  so 
bad  a  grace.    The  charge  of  inconsistency 
brought  against  poor  short-sighted  human 
baiogs   as    to    the    Affects    of   political 
measiires*^this  accusation,  that  politi- 
cians had  not  penetrated  into  futurity-— 
had  riot  foreseen  all  the  remote  conse- 
quences of  the  measures  they  introduced-— 
that  made  wise  by  experience,  they  had 
been  compelled  to  recede  and  rspair  their 
'errors — argued  either  consummate  wisdom, 
or  consummate  assurance  in  him  who  pre- 
ferred it.    But,  after  all,  was  the  A<*t  of 
1822  tantamount  to  a  repeal  of  the  Act 
of  1819.    What  had  Mr.  Huskisson  said 
of  the   bill  of  1822?      Mr.  Hnskiason 
said,  "  the  present  plan  so  for  from  being 
suggested  because  the  measure  of  1819 
Was  repented  of,  was  at  all  points  per- 
fectly consistent  with  that  measure;  and 
he   (Mr.  Htiikisson)  in  the  Committee 
upon    the    Bill   of  1819,    had  actually 
proposed  that  the  present  plan  should  at 
that   time   be  recommended  to    Parlia-* 
meot."  *    These  were  questions  on  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  differed  then,  and  differ 
now;  but  if  the  House  assented  to  the 
motion  for  dismissing  him  from  his  Ma- 
jesty's Privy  Council,  would  it  not  actu- 
tually  decide  the  whole  of  these  ques- 
tions?   He  would    again   say,  that  he 
Still  felt  that  it  was  right  to  try  the  expe- 
riment of  the  year  1 826 ;  but  subsequent 
eiperienee  had  convinced  him  that  he 
could  not  permit  the  issue  of  the  one  and 
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twoponnd  notes  without  practically  banish^ 
ing  the  gold,  and  undermining  the  basis 
on  which  the  gre^t  superstructure  of  the 
currency  was  built.  It  was  this  consider* 
ation  that  had  induced  the  Government 
to  shorten  the  period  for  which  the  small 
notes  had  be^n  issued.  He  was  sorry  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  by  such 
statements ;  but  he  dared  to  say  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  pronounce  that  he 
had  entirely  shrunk  from  the  question,  if 
he  did  not  enter  into  the  details  of  the 
policy  of  the  Acts  of  both  the  years  1819, 
1822,  and  1826.  But  the  proper  time 
for  discussing  the  policy  of  these  Aots 
was  when  the  question  of  the  currency 
was  before  the  House  the  other  itight,  and 
on  that  occasion,  he  had  declared,  that  in 
the  year  1819,  it  was  very  difficult  to  have 
taken  any  other  course  than  that  which 
had  been  adopted.  However,  the  policy 
of  the  different  AcU  had  then  beeti  dis* 
cussed  ;  he  would  tiot  forther  vraste  the 
time  of  the  House  by  referring  id  it,  as 
the  real  question  for  them  to  detemioc 
now  was  whether  he  (Sir  Robert  Pcel)»  on 
the  ground  of  interested  motives^  or  on 
the  ground  of  utter  ignorance,  or  what  was 
far  worse,  in  defiance  of  the  solemn  warn* 
ing  which  he  and  all  mankind  had  re-> 
ceived  from  the  oracular  predictions  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Oldham,  had  pursued  a 
line  of  policy  for  which  he  ought  now,  by 
a  vote  of  that  House,  to  be  dismissed  for 
ever  from  his  Majesty's  Privy  Council.**— 
When  the  three  measures  were  passed^ 
what  was  the  sense  entertained  of  them  by 
the  House  of  Commons  ?  The  Bill  of  1 8 1 9 
went  through  that  House,  as  ho  had  said 
before,  without  any  opposition  whatever, 
and  without  one  single  division  either  on 
its  principle,  or  on  any  one  of  its  details* 
In  the  year  1822  the  Bill  underwent  very 
little  discussion.  There  was  only  one 
division  upon  it  in  its  progress  through 
that  House.  And  though  now  described  in 
terms  of  such  strong  condemnation  by  the 
hon.  Member,  it  was  then  opposed  only 
on  the  second  reading.  He  had  certainly 
not  deluded  the  House  on  that  occasion, 
for  he  had  taken  no  part  in  the  discussion, 
and  when  the  House  was  divided  on  the 
second  reading  how  many  gentlemen  voted 
against  it?  Why,  only  four. — In  the 
year  1826  the  Bill  bad  undergone  repeated 
discussions,  and,  he  believed,  several  di- 
visions, and  at  last  the  House  had  divided 
on  the  third  reading.  What  was  the  di- 
viswn  in  that  case  ?    Why,  the  numbers 
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were  for  the  third  reading  lOS^aod  against 
it  9.  To  the  whole  of  the  three  Bills, 
thelrefore,  of  1819,  1822,  and  1826,  the 
total  opposition  that  could  be  mustered 
was  13,  out  of  a  House  of  65S  Members. 
Was  he  to  be  dismissed  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil for  measures  which  the  House  had 
ratified  by  such  large  majorities  ?  He  was 
then  dealing  with  the  Motion  on  its  me- 
rits, and  supposing  it  to  be  brought  for- 
ward on  conscientious  grounds.  If  he  had 
any  private  account  to  settle  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  he  would  defer  that  for  the 
present,  but  he  could  assure  him  that  he 
would  pay  him  his  obligation  in  a  cur- 
rency  not  in  the  least  depreciated,  and  he 
would  not  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman's  con- 
venient doctrine  with  respect  to  the  liabi- 
lity of  persons  to  fulfil  their  engagements. 
He  would  now  come  to  the  charge  that 
he  had  deluded  the.  House.  He  was 
obliged  to  take  the  charges  irregularly 
and  inconsistently,  as  he  had  heard  them 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  was 
charged  with  having  committed  an  act  of 
folly,  rendered  even  criminal  by  not  having 
duly  paid  sufficient  attention  to  the  so- 
lemn warning  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  pleased  to  give  upon  the  subject. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  declared  that  there 
had  been  persons  who  had  foreseen  the 
consequences  of  these  measures,  and  that 
they  had  endeavoured  to  persuade  him  of 
those  consequences,  but  that,  notwith- 
standing all  their  efibrts,  he  had  neglected 
their  warnings,  and  that  he  was  therefore 
to  be  held  responsible,  first  for  all  the 
iniquity  of  the  Act,  and  secondly  for  per- 
severing in  the  measures  after  he  had  been 
favoured  with  such  advice.  The  hon. 
Member  did  not,  indeed,  name  himself  as 
one  of  the  prophets^  but  it  was  impossible 
not  to  see  that  the  hon  Member's  aim  was 
quite  as  much  to  extol  his  own  powers  of. 
vaticination,  as  to  expose  the  defect  of 
judgment  in  others.  To  go  back  to  1819, 
be  was  then  merely  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  had  been  invited  to  belong  to 
a  Committee  which  was  to  be  appointed, 
in  order  to  consider  what  ought  to  be 
done  under  the  then  existing  circum- 
stances of  the  country.  There  were  only 
three  courses  to  pursue.  The  first  was 
that  which  had  been  proposed  by  Mr. 
Western.  That  hon.  Gentleman,  then  a 
member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  had 
proposed  that  the  paper  money  should  be 
kept  at  the  height  at  which  it  then  was, 
in  order  to  ensure  the  continuance  of  war 


prices,  and  by  whidi  it  was  maintaioU, 
that  all  the  consequences  which  had  le- 
sulted  from  his  bill  ou^t  have  been 
avoided.  The  second  course  that  mig^t 
have  been  taken  was  one  which  had  been 
suggested  by  some  Gentlemen,  and  was 
nothing  less  than  that  there  should  be  an 
actual  and  permanent  depreciation  of  the 
standard.  Some  Gentlemen  at  that  pe- 
riod maintained  that  there  had  been  s 
virtual  and  actual  depreciatioa  of  the 
standard  value  of  the  coinage  during  the 
war,  and  that  the  ounce  of  gold  no  lon:;er 
represented  the  sum  of  3/.  i/s.  lOJc/.,  but 
5L,  or  even  5L  10s.;  and  they  argued 
that  reverting  to  cash  payments  ought  lo 
have  been  accompanied  by  a  paper  coa- 
vertible  into  gold,  but  gold  depreciated  in 
amount.  The  third  plan  was  that  which 
had  been  adopted,  viz.,  to  revert  to  the 
old  standard  of  the  country.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  exclaimed :  "  Ay,  I  foretold  all 
the  consequences,  and  I  charge  with  the 
guilt  of  all  the  calamities  that  en&ued  all 
who  did  not  attend  to  roe,  and  they  must 
be  denounced  and  expelled  from  the 
King's  Councils ;  for  I  prophesied  all  that 
would  happen — let  justice  be  done — ^you 
must  be  debased,  but  I  exalted!"  He 
wished  not  only  to  defend  himself,  but  to 
destroy  the  hon.  Gentleman's  character  as 
a  prophet/  which  it  was  not.  his  second 
object  on  this  occasion  to  establish.  He 
was  vain  enough  to  flatter  himself,  that  he 
should  find  very  little  difficulty  in  showing 
that  his  claims  to  oracular  wisdom  in  this 
respect  were  but  shallow  and  presumptive. 
The  hon.  Member's  bill  of  indictment 
charged  the  whole  of  the  existing  difficul- 
ties of  the  country  to  the  Act  of  1819. 
The  hon.  Member's  memory  perhaps  failed 
him,  but,  at  all  events,  his  opinions  in  1822 
were  not  the.  same  as  his  opinions  now. 
He  would  ask  any  Gentleman  in  that  House, 
whether  he  could  reconcile  this  with  what 
he  had  said  in  his  letter  addressed  to  Mr. 
Western  on  that  occasion? — ^These  were 
the  hon.  Member's  words : — *  In  the  first 
'  place  I  have  to  remind  you,  as  I  did  Mr. 
'  Wodehouse,  that  the  Act  of  1797.  and 
'  those  by  which  it  was  continued,  pro- 

*  vided  for  a  return  to  cash  payments  at 

*  the  end  of  six  months  after  the  makingof 
'  peace,  and  these  payments  are  not  yet 

*  come  at  the  end  of  seven  years  after  mak- 
'  ing  the  peace.  So  that  the  Bill  of  1819 
'  was  really  a  relaxation  of  the  Pitt  svstem 
'  which  would  have  sewed  you  up  lo  six 

*  months  after  the  peace .  was  mMle.    It 
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would  have  taken  away  your  estate  seven 
years  ago.  And  when. you  are  crying 
out  "spoliation,"  and  "confiscation," 
when  you  are  bawling  out  so  lustily 
about  the  robbery  committed  on  you  by 
the  fundholders  and  placemen,  and  arc 
praising  the  infernal  Pitt  system  at  the' 
same  time,  you  seem  to  forget  that  these 
people  always  pFead,  and  very  justly, 
the  Act  of  1797  in  support  of  their  pre- 
sent demands.  You  say,  they  are  re- 
ceiving, the  fund  vagabonds  in  parti- 
cular, more  than  they  ought.  You  say, 
they  are  paid  back  more  than  they  lent. 
You  say,  that  they  lent  in  one  sort  of 
money,  and  are  paid  in  another.  This 
is  all  very  true  ;  but  is  not  this  perfectly 
unfavorable  to  the  Pitt  system  ?  And  do 
not  the  Jewish  vagabonds  tell  you  so  ? 
Do  they  not  say,  or  rather  their  support- 
ers for  them,  that  they  lent  their  money 
upon  the  faith  of  the  law,  which  said 
they  should  get  their  interest  in  cash  at 
the  peace.  The  measure  of  1819 
tardily  began  to  prepare  for  doing  what 
the  Act  of  1797  commanded*  to  be  done 
long  before.  What  do  yoti  mean  then 
by  saying  that  the  Act  of  1797  cannot 
excuse  the  measures  of  1819  ?  Common 
sense  would  suppose  you  to  mean  that 
the  former  Act  could  not  excuse  the 
latter  for  coming  so  late ;  could  not  ex- 
cuse it  for  not  coming  to  execute  justice 
upon  the  hare  and  pheasant  gentry 
seven  years  ago,  agreeably  to  "  good 
faith "  with  the  Jews,  and  the  "  dead 
weight."  This  is  the  way  in  which  com- 
mon sense  would  interpret  your  words, 
but  you,  the  great  Essex  statesman,  de- 
spise the  interpretations  of  common 
sense.'  Was  the  distress  of  the  country 
attributable  to  the  Act  of  1819,  or  was  it 
possible  to  avoid  that  Act?  Let  the  hon. 
Member  decide  the  question :  *  The  point, 
he  said,  we  had  attained  was  poor-rates 
of  8,000,OOOZ.  a-year,  and  labourers  in 
rags,  and  drinking  water,  and  driven 
out  of  the  farm-houses,  and  winter  sub- 
scriptions for  the  houseless,  and  men 
chained  to  carts  drawing  gravel — that 
was  "the  point  we  had  attained."  You 
will  please  to  bear  that  in  mind.  If  the 
devil  himself  had  been  tlie  author  of  the 
System,  he  could  not  have  brought  us  to 
a  much  worse  point';  and  yet  the  great 
subject  of  your  lamentation  is  that  this 
system  was  not  persevered  in.  How- 
ever, the  question  is,  was  it  in  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  uphold  that  sys- 
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tern  ?  You  say  it  was — I  say  it  was  not.  • 
And  this  is  a  great  question;  because 
you  and  many  others  are  wanting  to 
bring  the  system  back.  1  shall,  here- 
after, show  the  IbUy  and  injustice  of" 
what  you  call  your  remedy ;  but  I  am 
here  to.  show,  that  the  Governiaent  had 
not  the  power  (if  it  meant  to  preserve 
itself)  to  uphold  the  base  paper  system. 
At  the  time  when  Peel's  Bill  was  passed, 
the  country  was  actually  upon  the  eve  of 
open  rebellion.  It  was  not  six  Acts  that' 
quieted  the  people,  but  low  prices.  The 
most  populous  parts  of  the  kingdom- 
could  not  be  kept  from  rising  in  arms, 
with  the  price  of  provisions  what  they 
had  been  during  the  -war.  Manufac-* 
tures  must,  in  a  great  measure,  have 
ceased,  when  the  markets  of  the  world 
became  open  in  consequence  of  peace, 
if  our  price  of  food  had  not  been  lowered. 
If  the  vile  and  foolish  Corn  Bill  had  not 
proved  a  dead  letter,  the  manufactures 
must  have  been  nearly  put  an  end  to  as  • 
far  as  related  to  export.  That  Bill  was 
intended  to  do  for  the  landlords  what' 
the  paper-money  had  been  doing  for 
them ;  but  it,  luckily,  failed  of  its  object. 
Have  peace  at  home  the  Government 
could  not,  without  reducing  the  price  of 
the  necessaries  of  life.  Besides  this,  the 
**  rapid  advances"  in  the  science  of  for- 
gery threatened  to  annihilate  the  base 
system  by  its  own  means.  Nearly  one- 
half  of  the  notes  in  circulation,  in  some 
parts  of  the  kingdom,  were  forgeries. 
It  was  become  evident  that  a  stop  must 
be  put  to  the  hangings;  and  yet,  with- 
out the  hangings,  what  could  at  all  check 
the  forgeries?  Then,  again,  it  was  as 
clear  as  daylight  that,  in  case  of  war, 
our  enemies  would  attack  us  in  our  own 
old  way  with  regard  to  the  French  as- 
signats.  That  they  could  do  it  was 
evident,  and  it  was  not  less  evident  that 
the  whole  thing  might  at  any  time  be 
puffed  out  at  a  very  trifling  expense.  I 
was  thought  to  be  joking  when  I  said  so ; 
but  I  now  repeat,  with  perfect  serious- 
ness, that  I  not  only  believe  the  thing 
could  have  been  done,  but  that  it  would 
have  been  done  if  Peel's  Bill  had  not 
been  passed.'  *  Why,  continued  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  hon.  'Member 
himself  did  try  "  to  puiF  the  whole  thing 
out,"  for  he  recommended  as  strongly  as  he 
could  the  forging  of  bank  paper.  When 
they  considered  the  great  talents  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  that  he  recommended  for- 
21) 
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gery  for  the  purpose  of  precipitating  the 
downfall  of  the  system,  was  it  not  too  much 
for  the  same  man  now  to  turn  round  and 
threaten  him  with  an  indictment  for  hav- 
ing brought  in  a  Bill  to  guard  against  the 
evils  which  the  hon.  Member  himself  had 
used  so  much  exertion  to  cause.  What 
he  had  quoted  was  published  in  the  ]fear 
1j822.  It  was  acute  reasoning,  and  he 
had  seen  no  defence  of  the  Bill  of  1819 
equal  to  the  defence  of  it,  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  proved,  that  the  Governinent  hi|d 
not  had  the  power  to  continue  the  paper 
system ;  that  it  had  run  its  inevitable 
course ;  that  bankruptcy  must  have  been 
declared  but  for  the  return  to  gold ;  nay, 
that  we  were  on  the  eve  of  civil  war  on 
account  of  the  distress  and  sufferings 
caused  to  the  industrious  poor  by  the 
paper  system.  The  House  would  per- 
ceive, that  the  hon.  Member  treated 
Mr.  Western  as  the  great  advocate  for 
continuing  the  paper  currency  at  its  then 
value.  There  was,  however,  another 
scheme  recommended  to  Parliament,  wbieh' 
was  to  let  the  ounce  of  gold  pass  for  61, 
instead  of  3/.  17^.  10^^.  This  would  have 
been  so  far  consistent  with  the  principle 
of  the  Act  of  1819,  that  paper  woqld  have 
been  convertible  into  gold,  but  that  the 
standard  of  value  would  have  been  greatly 
lowered.  That  proposition  also  met  with 
no  favour  from  the  hon.  Gentleman.  All 
the  indignation  and  ridicule  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  poured  out  on  Mr. 
Western  fell  far  short  of  that  which  be 
reserved  for  those  who  advocated  an  altera- 
tion of  the  standard.  The  great  sup- 
porter of  this  plan,  the  debasing  of  the 
standard,  was  a  gentleman  from  Birming- 
ham, on  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
ferred a  title,  which  he  believed  and  hoped 
was  still  retained.  In  all  the  controversy 
which  he  had  carried  on  with  him,  the 
hon.  Member  never  called  him  by  any 
other  name  than  **  My  Lord  Little  Shil- 
ling.*' His  Lordship  had  published  long 
pamphlets  on  the  subject,  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  contempt  for  him  was  such 
that  he  would  never  reason  with  htm,  and 
had  always  thrust  all  his  arguments 
aside  as  the  trash  of  ''  My  Lord  Little 
Shilling,"  The  hon.  Member  had  also 
addressed  a  letter  to  Lord  Folkestone, 
whom  he  had  described*  as  taking  wider 
views  on  the  subject  of  the  currency  than 
any  other  Member  of  Parliament.  fj>rd 
Folkestonei  notwithstanding  the  enlarge- 


ment of  his  views,  proposed  a  debasement 
of  the  standard.  The  hon.  member  for 
Oldham  had  referred  to  the  noble  Lord  in 
one  of  his  most  charactegstic  papers.  He 
said, '  You  have  borrowed  from  me  one  or 
'  two  sound  principles;  but  the  application 
'  of  them  is  all  your  own.  Yo«r  arguments 
'  are  altogether  yours,  and  are  of  the 
'  weakest  description.'  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (continued  Sir  Robert)  went  on 
to  show,  that  the  difficulty  of  reverting 
to  the  ancient  standard  was  venr  graftt, 
and  be  had  opposed  all  these  plans  for 
reducing  the  standard  in  a  most  able 
manner.  The  hon.  Gentleman  saidy  that 
the  country  must  res^me  paym?nts  in 
gold,  and  roust  return  to  the  aneient 
standard ;  and  what  then  was  the  dMnr- 
ence  between  the  hon.  Gentleman  «nd 
himself?  The  difference  was  this.  The 
hen.  Gentleman  said,  that,  on  leMimmg 
cash  payments,  we  must  resume  the  anolent 
standard,  but  mu^t  at  the  same  time  pso- 
eeed  forcibly  to  reduce  the  Debt;  nod 
that  \ra  must  resuma  the  Chuveh  Lands 
[Mr.  Chbb€t$  said,  be  had  made  nn  such 
proposal  in  thi|t  House].  Ob,  no  \  there 
was  nothing  of  that  kind  in  t)ie  present 
Resolutions,  but  be  oonsidered  the  hon. 
Gentleman  as  a  public  man ;  and  if  he 
adopted  any  line  of  argument  out  of  the 
House  different  from  what  he  used  in  the 
House,  he  would  hold  him  responsible 
there  for  the  language  the  hon.  Memher 
used  ['<  No,'*  from  Mr.  Cobbeii].  He  said 
yes.  There  was  no  public  man  who  bad 
claimed  to  exerfiise  any  influence  over  the 
public  mind,  for  which  he  was  not  to  be 
held  responsible.  The  hen.  OentlemaB, 
then,  was  an  advocate  for  reverting  to  the 
ancient  standard ;  but  he  proposed  with 
that  a  forcible  reduction  of  the  interest  of 
the  National  Debt,  or  rather,  a  refosal  Co 
pay  the  just  amount  of  interest.  He  asid» 
that  we  paid  too  much  to  the  public  ere- 
ditor.  The  only  other  point  or  differeooe 
between  him  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  ms, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  the 
country  ooqld  not  afford  to  pay  pensions 
and  large  salaries,  and  tkey  most  be  tw- 
duced.  But  there  was  no  man  in  Par- 
liament who  would  support  a  proposi- 
tion similar  to  that  of  the  hon.  Oentlemma. 
He  was  like  the  Phmnix  of  Cowley,  **  A 
vast  species  alone."  He  eertainiy  had 
not  adopted  the  hon.  Member*s  vievts,  end 
never  had  proposed,  and  never  wonld  pro- 
pose, any  measure  which  was  a  bream  of 
public  faith.    But  what  did  the  hon.Oen* 
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tleman  my  in  9Mw§t  to  Mf.  Wettero? 
^<  Whea  you  ara  crying  out  for  eoofisca- 
tion  and  ipoliatioR,  by  bawling  out  about 
mbbery  Qominillad  by  tbe  public  creditor, 
you  forgtttbat  these  oiftu  always  appaaled 
to  the  Act  of  1797 »  and  ¥ery  justly." 
Thus  tbe  boo.  Gentlemau-s  own  opinion 
was,  that  tbe  public  creditor  relied  *'  very 
justly''  on  the  Act  of  lil9,  for  repaymeet 
of  bis  debt  in  gold.  With  what  pretenoe 
then  could  tbe  bon.  Gentleman  propose  to 
reduce  that  debt  ?  He  would  next  refer  to 
vpbat  the  hon.  Gentlema^^  had  said  about 
the  oonditjon  of  the  labouring  classes. 
Tbe  hen.  Gentlemen  had  read  a  Resolu- 
tion of  eertain  Magistrates  of  Hampshire, 
which  he  said  was  a  consequence  of  the 
Aot  of  laiQ.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  have  contrasted  the  situation  of 
tbe  labouring  olaaies  when  that  Hesolutiqn 
waa  paated^  with  theif  situatioii  in  1819, 
^*  In  1618,"  aaid  the  bon«  member  for 
Oldbani  (and  Sir  Robert  again  quoted 
Thu  R$gi»W  to  the  following  e^ot).  ^*  the 
Poar^ialea  ware  eight  miilieoir- >Uie  la^ 
hourers  were  in  lagiT^tbay  were  chained 
to  cartp— they  had  been  banished  &om 
the  farm^housei— they  had  no  placM  but 
the  worst  hovels  to  dwell  in*— and  if  the 
devil  himaelf  bad  inventfyl  a  aysteniy  be 
could  not  have  invented  one  of  greater 
suffeeing  than  that  of  which  he  was  la* 
menting  the  consequence."  He  had 
followed  tbe  lion.  Gentleman  with  the 
closest  attention,  and  it  was  clear,  that 
tbe  only  point  of  difierence  between  him 
and  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  at  to  the 
piopfiety  of  fesuming  the  ancient  stan- 
dard, but  as  to  the  policy  and  justice  of 
other  concoqAitanl  meaaures.  The  hon* 
Member  required  thai  the  national  estab- 
lisbmeptA  should  be  forthwith  reduced  \ 
and  because  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  had 
not  made  that  reduction,  and  because 
he  had  not  made  the  proposition  to  re* 
dune  the  interest  of  the  .Debt,  which  no 
hon.  Member  bad  made,  or  bad  ihe 
eourafa  or  the  dishonesty  to  make ;  be* 
cause  he  had  not  made  the  proposition, 
the  hon.  Member  now  moved  an  Addreas 
to  ibe  Crown  to  remove  him  from  the 
Privy  Coupeil,  He  would  not  make  any 
such  proposition,  and  be  would  rather  be 
dismissed  4V<»m  ten  Privy  Councils,  if  that 
wepe  possible,  than  make  such  a  proposi- 
tion, He  was  to  be  dismissed,  too,  be* 
cauae  be  had  not  made  such  a  proposition, 
when,  according  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
bimself,  the  public  creditor  relied  on  the 


Act  of  1797,  and  relied  upon  it  <'  very 
justly."  There  was  not,  then,  a  shadow 
of  difierence  between  bim  and  tbe  hon. 
Member;  they  both  agreed  that  the  ancient 
standard  should  be  resumed,  and  that  the 
public  creditor  was  entitled  to  expect 
justice,  and  not  to  be  fleeced.  Tbe  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  sinecures  should  be 
reduced.  If  there  were  any  sinecures, 
let  them  be  reduced;  but  let  no  man 
cherish  the  notion,  that  any  relief  which 
could  be  obtained  by  tbe  reduction  of 
sinecures  would  be  of  the  least  avail.  It 
would  be  like  a  drop  in  the  Pacific  Ocean. 
There  were  in  fact  no  sinecures  to  abolish. 
He  was  ready  to  reduce  establishments,  not 
to  the  nominal  state  of  any  former  period, 
but  to  that  state  which  was  compatible  with 
the  present  security  of  the  public,  and 
the  honour  of  tbe  country.  ^Q  much  for 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman — tbe 
publie,  plausible,  parliamentary,  grounds 
of  the  Motion  I  The  other  hon.  member 
for  Oldham  had  referred  to  tbe  answer 
he  had  returned  to  tbe  representations 
made  of  great  distress  in  1829,  and  to  his 
taking  no  means  to  remove  that  distrasa. 
But  at  that  very  time  he  had  sent  per*- 
sons  to  Burnley,  Blackburn,  and  to  other 
districts  of  Lancashire,  to  make  inquiries 
into  the  distress,  and  be  bad  g^ven  them 
authority  where  the  distress  was  most  se- 
vere, to  relieve  it;  but  they  were  instructed 
to  sf^y  nothing  of  that  authority,  and 
indeed  to  be  careful  not  to  allow  it  to  be 
known  that  they  were  agents  of  Govern- 
ment. If  thathad  been  publicly  proclaimed, 
the  whole  object  of  the  inquiry  would  have 
been  defeated,  and  personal  exertions 
on  the  part  of  those  who  were  on  the  spot, 
would  have  been  grsatly  relajied.  It  was 
often  necessary  for  tbe  Government  to 
conceal  its  intentions  of  relieving  distress, 
otherwise  its  objects  would  be  defeat- 
ed. He  denied  tliat  the  expressiona  of  the 
letter  of  1829  betrayed  any  indiiFerence 
to  the  distress  of  the  people.  He  bad 
promised  to  bring  those  complaints  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government,  and 
be  had  done  so,  but  be  could  not  disclose 
Of  reason  upon  the  plans  of  relief.  Sup* 
pose  part  of  the  plan  of  relief  to  be  a 
reduetion  of  taiation,  bow  could  be  pre- 
maturely mention  that?  He  would  not 
enter  into  details  to  refute  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  thought,  because  distress 
existed,  and  becaoserelief  was  not  instantly 
I  promised,  and  the  modeof  relief  explained, 
I  that  therefore  public  men  were  to  be  die- 
2  U2 
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missed  from  the  CouDcils  of  the  Kiog. 
But  what  was  the  real  object  of  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member?  The  hon.  Member 
well  knew  that  he  had  not  laid  any  par- 
liamentary grounds  for  his  Motion.  The 
hon.  Member  said  he  anticipated  a  large 
majority.  The  hon.  Member  expected  no 
such  thing.  The  hon.  Gentleman  knew, 
that  a  motion  so  eminently  absurd  had 
no  chance  of  success.  The  best  answer 
to  his  motion  was  that  incredulous  burst 
of  laughter  with  which  his  first  announce- 
ment of  it  was  greeted,  and  which  would 
have  penetrated  any  integuments  less 
tough  than  the  skin  of  the.  hon.  Member. 
The  hon.  Member  knew  perfectly  well, 
that  it  was  hopeless  to  expect  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  inflict  anv  cen- 
sure  on  one  man  for  the  faults  of  a  whole 
Parliament,  when,  in  the  course  of  re- 
peated discussions  during  seven  years, 
only  fifteen  persons  could  be  found  in 
the  Parliament  to  dispute  or  doubt  the 
proposition  on  which  the  Bill  of  1819  was 
founded.  He  knew  that  the  House  was 
opposed  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, but  he  would  state,  without  any  deli- 
cacy, what  he  believed  to  be  the  real  mo- 
tive—the unavowed  object  contemplated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  a  motion  which 
connected  his  (Sir  Robert  PeeFs)  name 
with  all  the  calamities  of  the  country,  and 
ail  the  distresses  of  the  labouring  classes. 
If  he  had  taken  another  course,  he  was  not 
mad  enough  to  believe  that  he  could  have 
escaped  the  indignation  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Suppose  he  had  agreed  with  his  hon. 
and  much  venerated  relative,  from  whom 
he  had,  on  that  occasion,  the  misfortune 
to  differ — suppose  he  had  agreed  that  the 
continuation  of  the  issue  of  paper  money 
was  safe — suppose  he  had  not  avowed  the 
opinions  he  entertained,  could  he  have 
escaped  *  the  hon.  Gentleman's  censure 
and  vituperation?  In  one  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  books — the  volume  for  1819, 
• — he  found  a  letter  addressed  "  To  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  Baronet  and  Cotton-weaver.'' 
''  Cotton  Weaver !"  There  was  nothing  in 
the  wholerangeof  scurrility  more  disgraceful 
— nothing  which  was  so  ofTeosive  in  the 
organs  and  instruments  of  party — as  that 
scurrility  which  sought  to  depreciate  a  man 
because  he  bad  raised  himself  from  obscu- 
rity by  his  own  talents  and  exertions. 
The  hon.  Member  addressed  his  letter  **  to 
Sir' Robert  Peel,  Baronet  and  Cotton- 
weaver."  When  the  hon.  Gentleman 
wanted  to  get  into  Parliament,  he  did  not 


disdain  the  assistance  oi  a  cotton-i 
There  were  no  men  who  were  more  distin- 
guished for  a  vulgar  deference   to  mere 
rank,  than  those  who  assailed  it  with  scur- 
rility, and  affected  to  be  superior  to  all 
prejudices — to  be  the  chosen  champions  of 
liberty  and  equality.    It  was  to  tbem  the 
most  grievous  offence  that  any  man  should 
emerge  from  that  class  amongst  which 
they  were    destined  to    remain.      They 
taunted  him  with  the  obscurity  of  his  birth, 
as  if  they  were  themselves  the  descenduits 
of  the  Courtenays  and  Montmorencies : 
but  no;   if  they  were,  they  would  be  too 
generous  to  despise  those  who  had  opened 
for  themselves  the  avenues  to  fame  and 
eminence.      The  illustnous  blood  which 
flowed  in  the  veins  of  the  really  noble  made 
them  too  generous  to  begrudge  others  the 
reward  of-  their  own  exertions,  and  the 
public  honours  which  industry  and  integ- 
rity could  command.   To  make  it  a  matter 
of  reproach  to  any  man  that  he  waa  of 
humble  origin,  denoted  nothing  but  inhe- 
rent vulgarity  of  mind.  •  And  in  this  age, 
and  with  the  principles  of  Govefnment 
now  prevalent,  to  taunt  •  a  man  that  he 
had  raised  himself  to  a  station  of  eminence 
by  his  own  exertbns  and  his  own  talents, 
reflected  discredit  on  the  author,  and  not 
on  the  object  of  the  calumny.     So  fstr  from 
that  taunt  causing  him  any  shame,  he  felt 
only  proud.'   He  professed  the  greatest 
respect  for   those  who  conld   boast  of 
hereditary  honours,  but  he  professed  equal 
respect  for  those   new    families,   which 
had  been  raised  to  distinction  by  the  virtue 
and  talents  of  their  founder.-     He  had 
had  the  misfortune  to  differ  from  his  lather 
on    the   question  of  the    currency,  but 
the   hon.    Gentleman    would    not    have 
spared  him  had  he  adopted  the  opinions 
of  one  whom  he  was  .bound  to  respect 
And  he  would  h»:e  remind  the  seconder 
of  the  Motion  who  put  the  hypothetical 
case  of  two  brothers — A  and  B — ^A  being 
a  fundholder,  and  B  a  landholder ;    and 
contrasted  the  sufferings  of  B-with  the 
prosperity  of  A — B  having   suffered    a 
depreciation  of  his  property  of  .twenty- 
five  per  cent.    He  wonld  remind  die  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  himself,  the  object  of 
his  attack,  was  brother  B.    The  qaestion 
was,   whether,    if  he  had  agieed    with 
his    lamented    parent,    wonld    be    have 
escaped  •  this  Motion ;    and  thoogh  he 
might  have  escaped  the  public  plaosible 
motion,    would    he   have    escaped    that 
which  was  the  real,   though  unavowed 
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object  of  the  Motion  ?  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  the  long  letter  to  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  in  which  he  attempted  in  every 
possible  way  to  degrade  him  for  having 
supported  the  Bill  system,  thus:  The 
right  hpn.  Baronet  then  proceeded  to  read 
the  letter:  '*  Now,  Sir  Robert  Peel,  I  care 
little  whether  you  reflect  on  these  truths 
or .  not.  /  know  well  what  is  coming 
(those  words  being  in  italics),  and  if  I 
put  your  name  at  the  head  of  this  letter, 
it  is  not  to  reason  with  you,  but  to  point 
you  out^'  (also  in  Italics).  What  was  the 
meaning  of  these  Italics?  Could  the  hon. 
Gentleman  say,  they  had  any  good  ob- 
ject? What  could  he  mean  by  putting 
in  Italics,  '*!  know  well  what  is  coming?" 
and  that  his  object  in  addressing  Sir 
Robert  Peel  was,  not  to  reason  with 
him,  but  to.  pointiiim  out.  He  knew  well 
what  the  object  was,  and  no  motives  of  false 
delicacy  should  prevent  him  from  doing 
what  he  believed  to  be  a  public  good,  and 
to  declare  *tbat,  in  his  opinion,  tlie  hon. 
Gentleman  had  speculated  then,  and  was 
speculating  now,  oh  the  chances  of  pub- 
lic confusion.  The  intention  of  the  present 
Motion  was  **  to  point  him  out ."  He  did 
not  make  this  charge  on  light  grounds ;  he 
did  not  rest  merely  on  the  letter  of  1819. 
He  would  refer  to  a  later  period,  when 
they  would  find  the  hon..  Member  ad- 
dressing the  labouring  classes,  the  phy- 
sical strength  of  the  country,  and  main- 
taining similar  doetrines  to  those  to 
which  he  had  just  alluded.  On  the  6th 
of  April  1833,  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
commended the  formation,  in  different 
parts  of  the  country,  of  what  he  called 
defence  associations,  the  objects  of  which 
were  to  obtain,  in  reference  to  the  direct 
taxes,  an  accurate  list  of  the  names  and 
places  of  residence  of  all  the  great  land- 
owners in  each  .county ;  to  ascertain,  as 
nearly  as  possible,  when  each  of  them 
came  to  his  estate,  and  whedier  he  got  it 
by  purchase,  heirship,  or  bequest;  and 
also  to  ascertain  the  probable  worth  of  it; 
That  a  man  talking  as  the  hon.  Member 
was  in  the  habit  of  talking,  of  his  attach, 
ment  to  libertv,  should  recommend  the 
intolerable- tyranny  of  this 'commission, 
to  inquire  into  the  nature  and  amount  of 
property  with  a  view  jto  ulterior  measures, 
was  disgusting  in  the  highest  degree.  The 
association  was  '  to  cause  to  be  printed, 
'  at  a  very  cheap  rate,  a  true  pedigree  of 
<  every    great    landowner    showing   how 

*  much  of  tbe  public  money  be  or  any 


*  of  his  relations  have  received,  not  omit- 

*  ting  his  predecessors  for  three  or  four  jre- 

*  nerations ;  showing  how  he  came  by  his 

*  estate,  and  particularly  showing  whether 

*  the  men,  women,  or  children  appertain- 

*  ing  to  him,  are,  or  have  been,  on  the 
'  pension  or  sinecure  list,  and  to  cause  a 
'  sufficient  number  of  these  papers  to  be 
'  circulated  amongst  the  ind  ustrious  classes 
'  in  his  own  immediate  neighbourhood,  so 

*  that  we  may  all  know  one  another  well." 
•This,'  continued  the  hon.  Member,  *is 
'  the  sort  of  commission  that  is  wanted, 
'  and  I  would  call  it  the  reckoning  com. 

*  mission,  for  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 
'  we  begin  to  make  up  our  accounts  and  to 
'  have  them  ready.  It  would  be  a  sad 
'  thing  for  us  to  be  taken  by  surprise. 
'  When  we  all  know  one  another  well,  we 
'  shall  easily  arrange  matters  quietly,  we 
<  shall  easily  come  to  an  equitable  adjust. 

*  ment.'  Now,  where  was  the  fairness — 
where  was  the  courage  in  thus  inciting 
the  thoughtless  and  the  ignorant  to 
acts  which  would  involve  them  in 
certain  punishment — of  adopting  a  course 
and  throwing  out  recommendations,  the 
effect  of  which  was  to  drive  men  to 
desperation  ?  The  hon.  Member  could 
have  no  object  but  one  connected  with 
the  accomplishment  of  that  end  which 
now  led  him,  looking  to  public  con- 
fusion, or  **  equitable  adjustment,"  to 
bring  forward  the  present  Motion  in  order 
to  point  him  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  out  in  refer- 
ence to  this  "  reckoning  commission,"  as 
in  1819  he  had  pointed  out  his  father, 
'*  knowing  well  what  was  coming."  It 
was  on  public  grounds  that  the  hon. 
Member  assailed  him.  The  hon.  Member 
had  not  the  same  motives  for  attacking 
him  .which  he  had  had  for  attacking 
others.  He  liad  never  lent  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber his  confidence;  from  him  the  hon. 
Member  had  never  received  any  obliga- 
tion. His  object  doubtless  was  to  strike 
terror  by  the  threat  of  his  denunciations, 
to  discourage  opposition  from  the  fear  of 
being  signalized  as  a  victim.  But  he  told 
the  gentlemen  of  England,  that  their  best 
security  was  in  boldly  facing  and  defying 
these  insidious  efforts.  God  forbid  that 
the  hon  Member's  speculations  on  the 
prospect  of  **  public  confusion  "  should  be 
realized.  He  laboured  under  no  apprehen- 
sion that'they  would.  He  felt  confident, 
whatever  might  be  the  political  differences 
that  divided  public  men,  that  all  who  were 
interested  in  the  upholding  pf  law  and 
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guage  which  lib  Gentleitian  tras  entitled 
to  bfe&,  and  foi*  Which  he  was  boHild  to 

Mr.  Cobb\stt :  Str,  I  mo6t  re&dil^  tifit^ 
gt^e  to  thts  Hduse.  If  tb«  nobl^  Lord 
(th«  Chaticdiot-  of  th(^  ^xch&qu^O  ^^M 
dbly  take  off  the  Malt-tax,  the  Housfe  dnd 
Wirtdotr-tax,  ahd  the  taxes  btl  soap  ftiid 
candles,  he  mi^ht  set  Attiao^ht  aiUpeca- 
lation  In  |)ubhc  confusiotl.  But,  Sir,  t 
would  much  rather  see  public  cbnfiistOD 
Ihan  tee  the  people  trampled  tipon  and 
knbcked  On  the  hfead,  as  they  hate  t>efeil 
within  the  last  few  days  [Here  the  hon. 
Member  abruptly  resumed  his  stat,  fitiding 
It  impossible  to  proceed  any  fbrther]. 

At  this  moment  Sif  Robert  Peel  tcfl  the 
House,  ahd  in  doing'  sO  was  loildlj 
cheered. 

The  House  divided  oh  Mr.  Cbbbett's 
Motion— Ayes  4 ;  Noes  298  :  Majority 
294. 


property,  would  unite  in  their  defence  and 
put  down  such  attempts.  Not  only  woilld 
it  be  the  greatest  calamity,  but  a  calamity 
Embittered  by  the  greatest  disgrace^  to  lite 
under  such  an  ignoble  tyranny  as  this. 

Come  tlie  eleventli  plague,  rather  than  this 

should  be ; 
Come  sink  us  rather  in  the  sea; 
Come  rather  pestilence^  and  reap  us  down ; 
Come  God's  8Word»  rather  than  our  own. 
Let  rather  Roman  come  again. 
Or  Saxon,  Norman,  or  the  Dane. 
In  all  the  bonds  we  ever  bore, 
We  grieved,  we  sighed,  we  wept  j  we  never 

blushed  before. 

**  But  blush  indeed  we  shall,  if  we  submit 
to  this  base  and  vulgar  domination  ;  and  I 
for  one,  believing  as  I  do,  when  I  read 
these  comments  of  the  hon.  Member,  aiid 
consider  his  present  Motion »  that  I  have 
been  selected  as  an  object  of  attack  for 
the  purpose  of  discouraging  resistance  to 
the  insidious  efforts  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  daily  making  to  weaken  the 
foundations  of  property,  and  the  authority 
of  law,  I  will  at  least  preserve  myself 
from  the  reproach  of  having  furthered  the 
objects  he  has  in  view^  by  any  symptoin 
of  intimidation  or  submission.'* 

Mr.  Cobbett,  in  rising  to  reply,  was 
received  with  the  strongest  manifestation!! 
of  disapprobation  from  both  sides  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  said,  that 
more  calumnious  insinuations  and  more 
groundless  charges  than  those  brought 
against  him  on  tne  present  occasion  had 
never  been  heard  within  the  walls  of  Par- 
liament [shouts  of  dissent].  If  order  was 
not  observed  white  vindicating  himself,  he 
would  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House.  If  th^  House  felt  mortified  in 
hearing  him,  they  ought  to  feel  still  more 
mortification  at  having  swallowed  their 
own  words  on  the  30th  of  April  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Malt-taX.  If  thet  did  not 
listen  to  him  while  he  answered  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  they  would 
stand  before  the  world  in  a  light  which  he 
would  not  attempt  to  describe  [jke  shout* 
ing  increased'^.  If  this  interruption  were 
continued,  he  must  pronounce  this  to  be 
the  most  unjust  Assembly  ever  known. 
Nine-tenths  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet^s 
defence  consisted  of  extracts  read  from 
books  which  were  written  by  him  (Mr. 
Cobbett),  and  the  rest  was  made  up  of 
vulgar  abuse  and  falsehood  [Interruption 
from  all  parts  of  the  House »] 

The  Speaker  interposed  to  order,  and 
naidi  Ib^  hoQf  Member  bud  uttered  Ian* 


List  of  the  Aybs. 


TBLlitRS. 

Cobbett,  W. 
Fielden,  John 


Attwood,  Thotoas 
IMoTy  Patrick 
P'Connell,  Jolm 
Roe,  James 

Lord  AlthoTp  then  saidi  I  am  not 
aWare  of  dny  precedent  fbr  the  course 
which  t  am  now  libout  to  call  upon  the 
Hou^e  to  pursue.  But  tievef  ii^  my 
memory,  or  within  my  knowledge,  has  a 
personal  attack  been  Inade  Within  these 
walls  upon  such  ^rotindd,  or  supported 
like  the  present.  I  feel,  therefore,  that  it 
is  unnecesfeiary  to  detain  the  House  by  any 
further  expression  of  opinion,  being  eon^ 
fident  that  the  feelings  of  every  hoti. 
Oentlemad  will  respond  tb  my  own,  and 
agree  to  this  proposition  —  *•  That  the 
Resolution  which  has  been  moved  be  not 
entered  on  the  Minutes." 

The  Speaker  put  the  Qbesitoo,  *'  that 
the  proceedings  be  expunged." 

Mr.  0>bbett:  The  noble  Lord  has 
moved  that  the  fnotion  be  not  ifiaetted  in 
the  Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 
House.  That,  however,  is  not  the  way 
in  which  the  Speaker  has  put  the  Ques* 
tion. 

Th6  Speaker :  I  will  explain  why  I  pot 
the  Question  in  the  terms  in  which  I  did. 
The  mitmtes  of  the  ptiooeedings  are  going 
on  during  the  Debate,  and  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord  being  th&t  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  should  tiotbe  colitlaited 
on  the  proceeditigs,  the  only  way  to  effect 
thtit  object  It  to  esponge  tbe  Motiotf* 
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Mr.  tiobbett:  Eltputlging  a  Motion, 
ftfid  tibt  putilng  it  oa  the  ptoceedlbg^,  ar^ 
tWd  differeht  thih|d. 

the  Speaker:  l  ftih  unfortunsite  in  not 
tnaking  ttiyddf  iidderstood.  Th^fe  U 
hbthidg  ^hicti  dfty  Member  movei  tn  thi^ 
tioude  which  (whdtevfer  May  be  the  opinion 
of  th^  Rbuse)  do^s  not,  the  tnoment  it  19 
mdved  atid  seconded,  go  upon  the  clerk's 
books.  The  diiestibn  for  the  House  to 
decide — Wh&t  it  bwed  to  itself  and  to  the 
public — 13  td  considet  whether,  acdording 
tb  the  merits  add  Justice  of  the  case,  it 
will  suffer  it  to  remain  on  the  books. 

Mr.  Cobbett^  t  observed  at  the  butset 
that  t  supposed  that  a  Motion  would  be 
made  to  expunge  these  proceedings,  but  if 
they  be  dbt  printed  on  the  Minutes  of  the 
House,  that  is  quite  a  novel  proceeding. 
M^nv  things  have  already  been  done  by 
thi^  Parliatbent  to  ovetset  former  usages 
["  tjfue^ttoAJ^  If  ttife  eries  Of  question  are 
cohtinUed  I  shall  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  House.  If  this  Motion  is  not  tb  be 
printed  by  the  order  or  Vote  of  the  House, 
then  ttiere  are  but  two  things  remaining 
for  Ministers  to  do — Brst,  to  let  no  man 
speak  id  this  House  without  their  permis- 
sion, ^nd  kiext  to  ihbve  that  the  gallery  be 
clof^ed. 

Mr.  Lator  hoped  that  the  Honse  would 
indulge  him  whilst  he  stated  his  reasons 
for  having  been  one  of  the  very  small 
midority  <^ho  had  voted  on  this  question. 
He  was  dot  actuated  by  any  personal  hos- 
tility to  the  right  bon.  Batonet.  It  was  on 
public  grounds  only,  that  he  had  ventured 
to  be  ode  of  the  minority.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Bank  Restriction  Act 
had  origioally  been  the  cause  of  the  dis- 
tress [ne  hoH.  Methher  was  here  called  to 
onferj.  He  thought  he  was  speaking  to 
the  quedtion,  and  must  state  that  he  consl- 
dened  the  ebftiductof  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  been  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the 
public. 

Mr.  John  FielAen  was  of  opinion  that  it 
would  not  be  tvise,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  to  press  the  Motion. 

The  House  <liivided*-Aye8  295 ;  Noes 
4:  Majority  291. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Attwood,  Thomas 
Lalor,  Patrick 
O'Coaner,  Pei^s 
Boe,  James 


Tellers* 
Cobbett,  WiUiam 
Fielded,  John 


ObSEHT A!^Ct  or  T^B  SABBAtH  BtU.] 


On  the  Order  of  the  Day  being  read 
the  second  reading  of  the  Lord's    II 
Observance  Bill, 

Sir  Andtew  Agnew  said,  that  he  shot 
Wish  at  that  late  hour,  to  postpone  t 
di^us^ion  on  this  subject  till  Frid 
se^hnight. 

Mr.  Warburton  would,  in  that  cat 
propose,  as  an  Amendment,  that  the  B 
be  read  this  day  six  months. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  he  had  nev 
known  an  instance  of  a  measure  being  g 
rid  of  in  the  way  in  which  the  hon.  mer 
ber  for  Bridport  proposed  lo  get  rid  of  tl 
present.  He  did  not  envy  the'hon.Membe 
fts  his  only  object  must  be  to  stifle  di 
cussioh.     It    was    inconsistent  with  tl 
common  courtesy  of  the  ^ouse,  that  £ 
Amendment  of  such  a  nature  should  I 
made  when  an  hon.  Member  proposed  t 
postpone  a  Motion  merely  for  the  coi 
venience  of  the  House.    The  Amend mei 
was,  as  far  as  he  knew,  perfectly  uoprc 
cedented,  perhaps  the  hon.  Member  migl 
be  able  to  supply  ah  instance  o^  the  kind 
but  he  knew  of  none.   He  hoped  the  hor 
Member  would  not  press  his  Motion  to 
division. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  it  was  obvious,  fron 
the  petitions,  that  the  measure  of  the  hon 
Baronet  was  agreeable  to  a  great  propor 
tion  of  the  people,  though  it  might  no 
be  altogether  popular.  He  thought 
therefore,  that  at  so  late  an  hour  it  ough 
to  be  postponed,  and  he  hoped  that  th( 
hon.  member  for  Bridport  would  nol 
persevere  in  hib  Amendment. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  he  could  not  sec 
that  there  was  any  inconvenience  in  pro- 
ceeding to  the  debate  at  half-past  eleven 
o'clock.  If  they  were  to  proceed  in  such 
a  conrse  as  that  it  would  be  impossible 
ever  to  get  through  the  business  of  the 
Session.  His  reason  for  proposing  the 
Amendment  was,  not  in  order  to  stifle  the 
discussion ;  but,  because  he  considered 
that  the  hon.  Baronet,  in  postponing  hi^ 
Motion,  was  eonsulting  his  own  conveni- 
ence, rather  than  that  of  the  House. 

Sir  Andrew  Agnew  in  obedience  to  the 
call  of  the  Honse  to  go  on,  then  proceeded, 
and  observed  that  he  did  not  come  forward 
as  a  volunteer  in  this  matter.  On  the 
former  occasion,  he  had  not  fully  explained 
his  measure,  which  had  done  it  some 
injustice.  The  idea  of  the  Bill  had  not 
originated  with  himself,  but  with  a  num- 
ber of  humble  individuals,  tradesmen  in 
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no  provision  in  it  which  had  not  been 
prayed  for  by  the  parties  to  whom  it  was 
applicable.  It  was  emphatically  a  Bill  to 
prevent  all  manner  of  work  on  the  Lord's 
Day,  m  order  that  every  man  might  be 
free  to  keep  it  holy.  He  was  anxious  that 
the  House  should  believe  that  all  its  pro- 
visions were  agreeable  to  the  great  majority 
of  tradesmen  themselves.  It  consequently 
did  not  dictate  how  the  Sabbath  was  to 
,  be  employed,  but  it  forbade  a  man  from 
employing  other  men  on  that  day  for 
profit  or  pleasure.  The  hon.  Baronet 
concluded  by  moving  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Plumptre  had  great  satisfaction  in 
supporting  the  Bill,  conformable  as  it  was 
to  the  wishes  of  so  numerous  a  body  of 
his  constituents  and  others ;  and  trusted 
that  the  House  would,  at  least,  allow  it  to 
go  into  a  Committee,  where  it  might 
receive  any  modifications  that  should  seem 
desirable.  There '  were  three  classes  of 
people  to  whom  the  Bill  would  be  bene- 
ficial ;  two  immediately,  and  one  indirect- 
ly. The  first  was  the  large  class  of  per- 
sons to  whom  the  Sabbath  was  a  day  of 
bodily  rest;  a  class  not  to  be  discarded 
from  the  attention  of  the  House,  even  if 
the  Bill  had  no  other  object  in  view. 
Another  class  that  would  be  immediately 
affected  by  the  Bill  was  that  composed  of 
persons  who  did  not  so  much  require  the 
Sabbath  for  bodily  rest,  as  for  receiving 
religious  instruction,  and  discharging  re- 
ligious duties.  He  trusted  that  that 
class  would  not  be  lightly  considered  by 
the  House.  They  knew  that  there  was  a 
world  beyond  the  grave,  and  were  anxious 
to  obey  the  commands  of  their  heavenly 
Master.  The  third  class,  which  would  be 
indirectly  affected  by  the  Bill,  consisted  of 
persons  whose  feelings  and  desires  ought 
not  to  be  outraged ;  and  who  thought  that 
the  profanation  of  the  Sabbath  was  a 
national  disgrace, and  must  lead  to  national 
calamity  ;  and  that,  as  Christians,  they 
could  not  tolerate  the  profanation  of  that 
holy  day,  without .  incurring  the  divine 
displeasure.  An  objection  that  had  been 
made  to  the  Bill  was,  that  it  was  not 
right  suddenly  to  check  any  habits  which 
had  been  long  established.  That  might 
be  true  with  respect  to  some  things ;  but 
were  the  habits  which  the  Bill  intended  to 
check  such  as  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
continue?  Ought  they  not,  rather,  to 
elevate  their  habits  to  the  will  of  God, 
than  impiously  endeavour  to  bring  down 


the  will  of  God  to  their  habits?  The 
idea  of  compelling  men  to  be  religious 
never  entered  into  the  heads  of  the  fram- 
ers  of  the  Bill.  They  knew  that  com- 
pulsory service  could  not  be  acceptable  to 
the  Deity. '  They  did  not  wish,  therefore, 
to  force  men  to  be  religious ;  all  they 
wanted  was,  to  give  all  his  Majesty *s  sub- 
jects an  opportunity  of  being  so  if  they 
chose  to  embrace  it ;  of  the  want  of  which 
thousands  now  complained,  and  not  to 
withhold  from  them  the  inestimable  privi- 
leges which  a  benevolent  Creator  designed 
for  them. 

Mr.  Poulter  said,  that  the  Bill  would 
do  neither  more  nor  less  than  hand  over 
all   classes   of  society   to  the  mercy  of 
common  informers.     For  instance,   it  was 
now  a  frequent  practice  for  men,    on  a 
Sunday,  between  the  two  services,   to  go 
to  a  news-room  for  a  short  time  to  read 
the  papers.  What  could  be  more  innocent? 
Yet,  by  the  Bill,  a  penalty  of  SOL  was 
imposed  upon  the  keeper  of  any  news- 
room who  opened  it  on  Sunday.     Again, 
a  penalty  of  10/.  was  imposed  by  the  BtJi 
upon  any  person  who  hired,  or  any  person 
who   let  out,   a   horse    on   Sunday.     If, 
therefore,  a  gentleman  were  travelling  on 
Sunday  (which  certainly  was  not  proper) 
with  four  horses,  at  every  stage  he  might 
incur  a   penalty  of  40/.;    nay,   he  (Mr, 
Poulter)  was  not  sure  that  he  would  not 
be  liable  to  a  double  penalty  at  each  stage, 
or  80/.     The  Bill  rested  on  the  erroneous 
principle  of  making  the  original  law  re- 
specting the   Sabbath    delivered    to   the 
Jews,  the  rule  of  Christian  observance. 
If  the  Jews  had  violated  their  Sabbath, 
they   would  have  been  subjected  to  the 
most  severe  visitations  of  Providence.  But 
the    Christian    religion    was   less    rigid. 
There  was  an  instance  under  the  Jewish 
law  of  a  man  having  been  put  to  death 
for  picking  sticks  on  the  Sabbath.     Jesus 
Christ  required  no  such  strictness.     The 
fourth  Commandment  was  no  Statute  to 
us.     He   was   quite  willing  to  set  apart 
a  day  for  the  solemn  worship  of  God,  and 
that  that  worship  should  be  accompanied 
by  becoming  sanctity;  but  he  must  pro- 
test against  compulsory  regulations,  op- 
posed to  the  sentiments  and  liberties  of  a 
large  portion  of  society.     He  wished  to 
see  the  hearts  and  the  affections  of  the 
people   improved ;    he   did   not   wish  to 
see  them  exposed  to  onerous  penalties. 

Mr.  Roebuck  trusted  the  House  woald 
at  once  reject  the  Bill ;  the  very  preamble 


of  which  called  upon  the  House  to  declare, 
that  men  were  commanded  by  the  Lord  to 
respect  the  Sabbath  Day  ;  an  assertion  in 
which  many  conscientious  people  were 
quite  unable  to  concur.  All  introduction 
of  tests  of  that  kind  was  to  be  deprecated. 
Fie  highly  approved  of  the  object  of 
securing  a  day  of  recreation  and. quiet  for 
the  great  mass  of  the  population  ;  but  he 
as  highly  disapproved  of  the  discord 
which  the  Bill  was  calculated  to  introduce 
into  the  country.  He  had  read  with  great 
pleasure  a  pamphlet,  by  a  dignitary  of  the 
Church,  the  object  of  which  was  to  en- 
deavour to  break  down  unimportant  religi- 
ous distinctions,  and  to  make  all  Christians 
brethren.  The  tendency  of  this  Bill,  on 
the  contrary,  would  be  further  to  divide 
and  narrow  sects ;  and  to  set  up  the 
means  of  discord  among  the  people. 
.What  he  desired  was,  that  the  people 
should  have  rest  and  refreshment  on  the 
seventh  duy.  Let  them  look  at  the  Bill, 
und  sec  if  it  kept  that  object  in  view.  It 
set  out  with  observing,  that  all  work 
ought  to  be  prohibited  on  the  Sabbath 
day.  The  only  exclusion  was,  **  the  man 
servant  and  the  maid  servant;"  so  that 
although  the  hon.  Baronet  took  the  Jewish 
law  as  the  foundation  of  the  measure, 
he  departed  from  that  law  in  this  essential 
particular.  He  was  sure  that  those  hon. 
Members  could  not  have  read  the  Bill 
who  were  not  inclined  at  once  to  reject  it. 
He  would  read  only  one  of  its  enactments, 
and  from  that  the  House  would  see  the 
spirit  of  the  measure.  It  ran  as  follows; — 
**  And  be  it  further  enacted,  that  every 
one  who  shall  be  present  at  any  meeting, 
assembly,  or  concourse  of  people,  upon 
any  part  of  the  Lord's  Day,  for  any 
purpose  of  paming,  wagering,  or  betting, 
or  for  any  wake,  fair,  baiting,  or  hunting 
any  animal,  cock-fighting,  dog-Bghting, 
or  shooting,  or  any  pastime  of  public 
indecorum,  inconvenience,  or  nuisance." 
Now,  let  the  House  fancy  a  whole  com- 
munity obliged  to  agree  with  what  any 
Magistrate  might  think  proper  to  under- 
stand by  the  words,  "public  indecorum, 
inconvenience,  or  nuisance  ! "  The  enact- 
.ment  proceeded — "  or  for  public  debating 
upon  or  discussing  any  subject" — surely  it 
it  was  difficult  to  conceive  any  mode 
of  passing  a  day  more  un  objection  ably 
than  in  calm  and  rational  discossion  — 
**  or  for  public  lecture,  address,  or  speech, 
or  who  shall  be  present  at  any  news-room, 
or  club^room.  shall  forfeit  for  the  first 


ofFeuce  any  sum  not  less  than  5s.,  nor 
more  than  10s.;  for  the  second  offence, 
not  less  than  10$.,  nor  more  than  20^.; 
and  for  every  subsequent  offence,  not  less 
than  20s.,  nor  more  than  5/."  So  no 
man  was  to  be  allowed  to  ask  a  neighbour 
the  news,  or  go  to  a  room  and  quietly 
read  the  papers  without  incurring  a  penalty 
of  from  5s,  to  51.  A  penalty  of  50L  was 
likewise  to  be  imposed  upon  the  keeper  of 
any  news-room  who  opened  it  on  Sunday. 
All  the  common  conveniences  of  life,  all 
social  intercourse  of  human  beings  with 
one  another  on  Sundays,  was  interdicted 
by  the  Bill.  Nay,  more  than  that.  It 
was  well  known,  that  persons  confined  in 
towns  were  frequently  compelled  to  breathe 
a  fetid  and  unwholesome  atmosphere ;  and 
that  many  of  those  persons  could  not 
go  to  a  distance  which  would  enable  them 
to  breathe  fresh  air,  without  hiring  horses 
for  that  purpose.  He,  himself,  was  com- 
pelled to  be  in  London  six  days  out  of 
the  seven.  He  was  an  invalid  ;  but  by 
this  Bill  he  should  be  incapacitated  from 
breathing  fresh  air  on  the  seventh  day. 
If,  indeed,  he  were  so  rich  as  to  have 
a  carriage  of  his  own,  he  might  repair 
to  the  environs  of  the  town ;  but,  as  it  was, 
if  the  Bill  were  to  pass,  he  must  breathe 
the  noxious  air  of  the  metropolis  on  the 
seventh,  as  well  as  on  the  other  days 
of  the  week.  To  him  that  would  be  a 
great  evil ;  and  was  not  that  the  feeling  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  middle  and  lower 
classes  ?  One  provision  of  the  Bill  was  to 
shut  up  baking-houses  on  Sundays.  The 
consequence  would  be,  that  every  poor 
man's  wife  must  dress  his  meat  for  dinner ; 
while,  at  present,  she  was  allowed  to  spend 
the  day  in  peace  and  quiet ;  and  a  small 
number  of  persons  performed  that  neces- 
sary labour.  By  this  enactment,  therefore, 
labour  on  the  Sunday  would  be  multiplied 
a  hundred-fold.  Females,  of  all  persons, 
ought  to  be  exempted  from  labour  on  the 
Sunday,  and  should  take  that  recreation 
which  was  calculated  to  restore  them,  and 
fit  them  for  the  toil  of  the  approaching 
week.  But  this  Bill  would  prevent  them 
from  doing  so.  He  had  gene  last  Sunday 
down  to  Greenwich,  on  purpose  to  see 
how  the  population  of  the  metropolis 
amused  themselves  on  that  day.  Nothing 
could  be  a  more  pleasing  sight,  or  more 
consonant  to  every  good  feeling.  The 
people  came  out  for  air;  they  were  walking 
quietly  in  the  Park;   enjoying  the  pure 
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and  former  enactments  on  the.  same  sub* 
ject.  He  shouidy  therefore,  vote  for  the 
second  reading. 

Mr.  Wason  suggested,  that  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
If  that  were  consented  to,  he  would  vote 
for  the  second  reading,  not  otherwise. 

Mr.  Petre  could  not  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  though  he  had  voted 
for  the  first  stage,  unless  he  were  assured, 
that  in  the  Committee  it  would  be  very 
considerably  altered. 

Mr.  Hill  hoped,  that  the  Biirwould  be 
withdrawn,  at  least  for  the  present,. as  he 
was  convinced  that  such  a  measure  would 
rather  lead  to  the  abolition  of  the  present 
observance  of  the  Sabbath  than  its  due 
observance.  It  was,  in  fact,  a  Bill  for  the 
desecration  of  the  Sabbath  by  the  rich, 
and  for  the  observance  of  it  by  the  poor. 
.While  the  chimney  of  the  rich  man>  might 
be  reelcing,  and  all  his  cooks  employed, 
the  poor  man  must  be  satisfied  with  his 
bumble  and  Saturday-dressed  dinner.  This 
was  not  the  time  when  the  two  classes 
ought  to  be  brought  into  opposition,  and 
least  of  all  on  such  a  question  as  the 
observance  of  the  Sabbath. 

Mr.  Shaw  thought,  that  Parliament 
ought  to  legislate  no  further  than  to  regu- 
late public  trading;  but,  although  the 
Bill  went  too  far,  it  could  be  sufficiently 
altered  and  improved  in  the  Committee. 
It  was  the  moral  and  sound  sense  of  the 
counfry  which  required  some  enactment 
on  the  subject,  and  he  hoped  Ministers 
would  not  set  themselves  against  all  im- 
provement in  this  respect. 

Mr.  Hardy  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
present  laws  were  inadequate  for  the  pur- 
pose, and  that  a  Christian  House  of  Com- 
mons ought  to  do  something  in  order  to 
cause  the  due  observance  of  the  Sabbath, 
which  was  instituted,  not  so  much  for  the 
vexation  of  man,  as  for  the  honour  of  the 
Lord. 

Mr.  Roich  regretted  that  the  subject 
had  been  forced  upon  the  House — ^he  had 
himself  been  made  the  humble  instrument 
of  presenting  various  petitions,  most  care- 
fully got  up — he  meant  petitions  read  to 
every  person  who  had  signed  them — and 
the  question  was,  whether  the  prayer  of 
200,000  petitioners  was  to  be  disregarded? 
If  the  Bill  was  inefficient,  where  was  the 
bon.  Baronet  to  obtain  assistance  to  ren- 
der it  efficient  biit  in  a  Committee  of  that 
!House  ?  He  could  get  no  assistance  else-* 
wbere«    He  wm  be«et  with  opposition. 


and,  unless  a  person  was  an-  enthusiast, 
he  could  scarcely  get  such  a  measure 
through.  In  spite  of  ridicule,  he  would 
vote  for  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Fawell  Buxton  would  only  detain 
the  House  two  minutes,  but  could  not 
avoid  saying,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Bath,  that  the  preamble  of  this 
Bill  was  copied  from  another  on  the  sane 
subject  107  years  old.  Bishop  Porteus 
bad  said,  and  most  truly,  that  the  due 
observance  of  the  Sabbath  was  the  great 
bulwark  of  Christianity. 

Mr,  Andrew  Johnston  fully  concurred 
in  the  principle  and  many  of  the  details 
of  the  Bill.  The  opposition  to  the  mea- 
sure, and  the  disturbance  in  the  Home 
indicative  of  impatience,  proceeded  from 
that  portion  of  the  Members  who  were 
opposed  to  the  Protestant  religion.  They 
might  well  object  to  the  due  observaace 
of  the  Sabbath,  on  which  the  safety  of 
the  Church  mainly  depended.  The  boa. 
member  for  Dublin,  at  a  meeting  of  tbe 
Trades'  Union,  had  told  those  assembled, 
that  the  Sunday  ought  not  to  be  speot  ia 
gloomy  gravity,  which  sickened  the  homaa 
countenance  and  sallowed  the  complexion, 
and  that  he  highly  approved  of  the  maooer 
in  which  the  Sabbath  was  usually  spent 
in  England.  In  his  own  country,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said,  he  had 
witnessed  with  pleasure  dancing,  playing 
at  ball,  and  other  amusements.  But  when 
such  were  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  and  his  firiend,  he  hoped 
they  would  have  no  influence  over  a 
Christian  assembly. 

Mr.  P.  Howard  could  support  so  few 
of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  which  had  been 
introduced  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  that  he 
must  vote  against  the  second  reading, 
though  he  respected  the  motives  of  those 
who  adopted  a  different  course.  A  bill 
should  give  something  like  an  accurate 
and  defined  outline  of  what  was  after- 
wards to  be  filled  up  and  perfected  in 
Committee, otherwise  the  processof  amend- 
ing would  be  endless,  and  the  result  almost 
always  unsatisfactory.  He  was  disposed 
to  take  effectual  means  of  preventing  any 
unnecessary  barter  or  business  on  the 
Lord's  Day,  especially  during  the  hours 
of  divine  service ;  but  must,  at  tbe  same 
time,  remark,  that  many  of  the  causes 
which  led  to  the  more  serious  violations 
of  the  Sabbath  could  not  be  reached  by 
legislation.      A  practice   (for  he  would 
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ttiitl|r  wa^  dne  to  both  ih^e  clilsses;  tind 
th«  Bill  contemplated  itothlhg — so  fl&r  at 
le^st  al  he  could  understtiind  it;  ^xb^pi 
xnatterd  of  tradings  thiT«ltittg,  atid  labOtiN 
irig  Ota  th«  Sabbath.    There  i^em  several 
t^ointi  t«spet*tlng  the  meetings  of  ifouili- 
cipal  bodies j  ftc.'»  on  thii  Lord  s  Day ;  but 
those  were  unimportatat  compared  with 
the  prOirisibhs  whit:h  he  had  mentioned. 
Was  there  anything  in  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  ^i  applied  to  these  three  prottsions, 
tt>  which  the  nbbie  Lord  could  refuse  his 
assent?     He  might  tefhse  it  as  tb  the 
degree  In  which  they  Werfe  applied ;  but 
wais  he  prepared  to  withhold  it  geri^rally 
i^ili  the  qutetions   of  limiting   labour; 
^lositig  ahopSy  and  preventing  travelling 
for  hirCj  on  Sunday  ?    The  Juoject  was  at- 
tetlded  with  difflt;ti)ty,  in  respect  to  inter- 
ference with  the  amusements  of  the  poor ; 
llnd  it  was  true  that  legislative  ^nabtments 
Might  preiM  hardef  on  the  poor  roati  thati 
tin  the  rich;     Btit  that  ah>se  from  the 
natui-ig  of  thibgs ;  it  wat  impossible  to  pre- 
vent either  from  doing  what  he  pleased  in 
his  o#n  honse;  but  there  was  no  such 
prohibitidn  in  this  Bill.     It  did  not  cippiy 
to  the  podr  than  iti  his  own  house;  it  fol- 
lowed him  to  tb^  public  house-— to  thfe 
plac6  Wh^re  tbbse  scenes  were  acted  which 
violated  etery  law  of  decency,  artd  moral- 
hy*     It  improved  the  pn^sent  law  with 
respect  to  public- houses  aild  beer-shops; 
and  ihterfered  with  the  tesort  to  those 
places  at  particular  hours  of  the  day. 
Amoiig  the  petitions    presented    to  the 
House  w^s   orie  from  his  constituents — 
presented  by  his  hon.  friend  and  Colleagbe 
— in  which  the  petitioners  stated  that  they 
believed  it  to  be  the  bounden  duty  of  every 
christian  country  to  provide  for  the  re- 
ligidbs  observance  bf  the  Lord's   Ddy; 
and  that  thb  ^listing  laws  were  insufflbient 
to  secure  th^  attainment  of  th^t  object. 
In  the  evidence  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  this  subject,  which  sat  last  year, 
several  gefotlem^n — police  Magistrates  and 
others — connected  with   the  admitiistra- 
tion  of  justice  stated,  that  the  lavrs  were 
inopbrative — that  they  had,  in  fact,  become 
k  mere  nullity  ;  so  much  so,  that  persons 
had  bebn  known  to  oflet  to  pay  the  fine 
fbir  keepiilg  their  shops  open  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  day.   They  sAid,  *«  We  will 
not  give  you  the  trouble  of  fining:  us ;  here 
is  the  amouilt  of  the  fine^  and  we  will 
kHep  our  shops  open,  and  violate  the  laws." 
Gould  the  rioble  Lord  justify  such  a  state 
pf  things  M  this?    If  the  nobto  Lord» 


therefore,  would  nbit  pli?dge  himSelf  aiiB 
his  Majesty's  GbVenimerit  tb  the  ihtrodiic- 
tion  of  a  Bill  which  would  at  leaSl  ret)reS^ 
such  practices,  htr  Wtts  ilbt  ju^tifiba  in 
callibg  Oh  the  (tdUse  to  resist  this  Bill, 
and  in  reAi^iHg  his  ds^bnt  to  its  ^rihbiplb, 
solely  because  he  objectied  tb  thb  |irovi- 
sions  by  which  it  #aS  prbposfed  to  cSrry 
the  principle  into  effect.  H^  bdlild  ^SSUre 
the  noble  Lord,  th&t  he  wbtild  BbSt  consblt 
the  interests  of  the  Government,  atid  the 
wishes  of  the  people,  by  atlb^lHg  the  Bill 
to  goirito  Committ^b. 

Sir  Matthew  White  liiJdMf  said,  hb 
would  oppose  the  present  measure,  because 
he  considered  it  a  Bill  of  paitts  And  penal- 
ties, arid  not  calculated  to  Secure  the  Udttbf 
observance  of  the  Sabbath,  or  condticb  tO 
the  interests  of  religion. 

Mr.  Lefivy  considered  thby  Ought  hOt 
to  hesitate  in  going  into  CommUtbe.  Hie 
Bill  was  founded  on  such  prittciples  as, 
with  a  slight  modiHcatlon  of  its  details, 
could  not  fail  to  be  abceptdblbtO  a  thajOr- 
ity  of  that  House. 

Mr.  Wynn  wa^  thuch  iiior^  disposbd  to 
trtist  to  the  gradual  growth  bf  religlbil, 
than  to  any  new  penal  enabtknents.  There 
was  a  clause,  at  the  end  Of  the  Bill,  which 
declared  thdt  it  was  not  to  extend  io  ^orkd 
bf  piety,  charity,  or  necessity.  Who  was 
to  be  the  judge  of  what  constlttitbd 
works  of  this  description  ?  Most  it  not  bb 
the  individual  who  was  setting  out  on  it  ? 
If  he  could  convihce  himself  that  a  work 
on  which  he  was  about  to  engage  was  a 
work  of  charity  or  necessity — and  thus 
feel  himself  at  liberty  to  travel  oh  a  Sun- 
day in  furthering  it — was  it  necessary  for 
him  to  satisfy  every  innkeepbr  that  he  wftS 
really  at  liberty  to  hire  post-horses  ?  Siip- 
pbse  the  case  of  atk  officer  hastbHing  to 
join  his  rbgiment— or  of  a  child  to  visit  it 
dying  parent — it  would  bb  urgehton  both 
that  they  travelled  without  let  or  hindrahcb, 
and  rapidly;  yet  they  must,  under  this 
Bill,  first  satisfyevery  ittnkeeper,  thatthev 
were  engaged  on  a  work  of  "  necessity.* 
To  proceed  as  the  Bill  proposed,  appeared 
to  him  to  be  acting  oti  a  novel  principle  of 
legislation.  At  all  events,  it  went  much 
too  far,  and  he  recommended  that  it 
should  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Robert  O^ant  contended,  that  the 
observance  of  the  Sabbath  waS  a  proper 
object  of  national  care.  If  the  present 
Bill  were  thrown  ont,  he  ffeared  the  people 
would  think  that  the  Reformed  Pariiamenl 
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quantity  of  Fittiich,  Cape,  and  other 

in  stock  up  to  the  5th  of  January  1833.'' 

Lord  AackUnd  said,  he  could  have  no 
poesible  objection  to  the  Motion ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  was  very  glad  that  it  had 
been  made.  The  result  would  show  thai 
the  prediction  of  the  noble  Lord  was  not 
verified  in  the  way  he  apprehended.  He 
had  a  prediction  to  oppose  to  that  of  the 
noble  EarK  When  tb^  measure  was  iq 
agitation  it  vras  urged  that,  by  altering 
the  duties  on  Wines  in  the  inaaner  ac- 
complished, a  better  feeling  would  arise  in 
France,  and  this  assertion  bad  been  fully 
borne  out  by  the  fact.  He  was  very 
happy  to  bear  this  testimony  upon  the 
subject,  that  the  alt^r^^tion  upon  public 
feeling  in  France  was  most  advantageous 
to  the  commerce  of  both  countries. 

The  Egrl  of  Abfr^Hl^  s^id*  in  a  finan- 
cial point  of  vieW|  he  had  regarded  the 
measure  a$  pnfl  vhjch  ^^PMld  mi  refdi^e 
thft  anticipations  of  Ministers ;  bi|t  iu  a 
political  point  of  view  he  fnust  ever  4e- 

ta^  muob  graates  than  ip  realitv  ihey 
w^Xf  \  ft>r  they  h^d  bfsen  dearly  purchasi»i 
havipg  baap  obtained  ^^t  the  ^^pense  of 
national  laith,  and  in  opposition  to  exist- 
ing treaties*  When  the  Bill  was  in  pro- 
gress he  had  entered  his  protest  against 
it,  and  that  protest  was  recorded  among 
the  Joiirnals  of  the  House. 

Lord  Ellenborough  felt  great  satisfac- 
tion that  the  returns  had  been  asked  for  ; 
and  was  persuaded  thc\t  the  result  would 
show,  that  what  had  been  predicted  by 
his  noble  friend  was  perfectly  accurate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Abolition  of  Si.AVKa¥.]  The  Duke 
of  Wellington  presented  petitions  from 
Fortrost,  and  Ross,  for  the  Aboiitiop  of 
Slavery,  but  with  due  regard  to  the 
honour  and  interests  of  all  partiee  oon-^ 
cerned.  He  concurrred  in  the  view  ex- 
pressed in  these  petitions,  rather  than  in 
that  expressed  in  the  petitions  presented 
by  the  noble  Baron.  It  was  more  cout 
sistent  with  the  Resolutions  of  Parliament 
for  the  protectbn  of  property.  He  de- 
precated the^e  premotnre  discussions,  they 
had  inflicted  great  injury  and  ruin  upon 
ail  persons  connected  with  the  West 
Indies.  He  had  at  a  great  public  cere-' 
niony  that  morning  met  no  less  than  six 
officers^  who  had  been  nearly  vuined  by 
ih^  agitation,  the  greater  part  of  whom 
had  no  slaves.    There  were  many  men 


who  had  vested  their  pvepeHf  in  Ibe 
West  Indies,  who,  though  they  never  had 
a  slave  themselves,  were  completely  ruin- 
ed. He  did  not  wish  to  enter  into  the 
subject,  but  he  oouid  not  avoid  takinf 
notice  of  the  matter;  for  he  saw  |h^  the 
Ministers  had  rushed  into  the  sabjeel 
surrounded  with  diffiouUiaa.  They  bad 
brought  it  forward  prematosely,  and  bad 
inourred  a  responsibility!  bqtb  moral  and 
political,  greater  than  had  ev^r  been  io^ 
curred  by  any  Ministers  within  his  mtoi* 
lection.  With  respect  to  the  piepoaitiea 
recently  made  in  the  other  Houset  il 
ought  never  to  he  forgotten  that  the 
Resolutions  of  1829,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  thoso  Aeaoki* 
tions,  stated  that  to  efiect  any  good  ftir 
the  slaves,  it  was  indispensable  tp  faafo 
the  assistance  of  the  colonists  and  of  the 
colonial  assemblies. 

Lord  Suji^ld  said,  that  the  ni^wi^  ot 
those  from  whom  he  had  presenied  petH- 
tions,  did  not  recognise  the  right  of  ooe 
man  to  hold  pvopesty  in  other  loeo.  tod 
therefoM  they  would  not  oonseot  to  eooir 
penaation,  which  foight  imply  aiicfc  o 
right.  At  the  same  time  they  were  ready 
to  give  relief  to  those  plftnters,  whoae  pro* 
perty  might  be  destroyed  by  immeiiftte 
abolition.  The  noble  Duke  hod  not 
attended  the  Committee  which  sat  lost 
Session ;  if  the  noble  Duke  had,  be  was 
assured  that  the  noble  Dako  would  have 
formed  a  very  different  opinioii  from  that 
which  he  now  entertained.  That  the 
measure  proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters was  premature  he  denied,  because 
there  was  not  one  person  conneoltd  with 
the  West  Indies,  who  did  not  admit  that 
it  i^as  impossible  tl^at  things  could  lomaia 
as  at  present. 

The  Puke  pf  Wellington  begged  leave 
to  explain  to  their  Lordships  why  he  bad 
not  attended  the  Commitieef  Ha  had 
the  misfortune  not  to  hear  on  one  aide. 
He  found  it,  therefore,  very  diflicolt  to 
make  out  what  went  on  in  such  a  Gom* 
mittee,  and  therefore  he  thought  that  he 
might  ^pend  his  time  more  advantage- 
ously than  in  attending  it.  There  was 
another  Committee,  which  he  had  not 
attended,  though  be  took  oonsidorablo 
interest  in  the  subject  for  the  aaaao 
reason — the  Committee  which  sat  to  in- 
quire into  tithes.  What  he  had  pjteant  to 
say  on  the  subject  of  the  slaves,  woe 
that  emancipation  would  put  an  epd  to 
the  means  pt  making  them  workt  ood  to 


I38t    Observance  qf the  &Ufbath.    {May  17} 


Wine  Duties- 


1398 


Chester,  and  many  of  the  larger  towns, 
of  paying  the  workmen  their  wages  in  the 
pahlic-house,  at  a  late  hour  on  Saturdays. 
This  custom,  almost  as  a  certain  conse- 
quence, led  to  a  good  deal  of  drunkenness 
and  profaneness  on  the  Sunday,  moniing ; 
and  yet,  consistently  with  any  sound  no* 
tions  of  freedom,  it  was  difficult,  impos- 
sible, he  would  say,  to  sanction  interfer- 
ence, and  fix  by  law  any  precise  time 
when  the  parties  should  settle  their  ac- 
counts. To  the  vast  discretionary  power 
which  the  Bill  proposed  to  give  to  Magis- 
trates, he  (Mr.  Howard)  was  much  op- 
posed ;  and  it  would  place,  not  only  every 
Magistrate,  but  every  toll-keeper,  under 
the  painful  responsibility  of  judging 
whether  or  no  a  man  bad  a  justifiable 
cause  for  travellbg  on  Sunday.  He  was 
not  inclined  to  go  so  far  in  measures  of 
restriction  as  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  A. 
Johnston)  who  had  last  addressed  the 
House.  He  did  not  wish  to  find  fault 
with  a  certain  degree  of  innocent  recrea- 
tion on  the  Sunday  evening ;  and  he  sus- 
pected it  was  in  human  nature,  that  if  the 
people  were  so  rigidly  debarred,  from  all 
reasonable  enjoyment,  they  would  resort 
to  those  more  guilty  pleasures,  which 
were  alike  condemned  by  the  professors 
of  every  creed. 

Amendment  withdrawn,  and  the  House 
divided  on  the  question,  that  the:  Bill  be 
then  read  a  second  time :  Ayes  73;  Noes 
79 — ^Majority  6.  t  . 

Bill  thrown  out. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


BlTGLAirn. 

Ashley,  Lord 
AUwood,  M. 
Betbell,  R, 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Boiling,  Wm. 
Bouverie,  Hon.  D. 
Brigstock,  W.  P. 
Brockleborst,  J. 
BuUer,  £. 
Buxton,  T.  F. 
Childers,  J. 
Dare,  Robert  Hall 
EstcouTt,  T.  B. 
Bvans,  W. 
Fenton,  J. 
Finch,  Geo. 
Foster,  C.  S. 
Gasl^ell,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  H.  £. 
Grant,  Rt.  Hon.  Rob. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Haidy,  J. 
Hawes,  Benjamin 


Ingham,  R. 
Inglis,  Sir  R. 
Jervis,  J. 

Lamont,  Captain  N. 
Lennox,  Lord  A . 
Mandeville,  Lord 
Marryat,  J. 
Marsland,  Thomas 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Moseley,  Sir  O. 
NicboU,  John 
Parker,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Pelre,  Hon.  E. 
Pinncy,  W. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
PtymBy  G. 
Rofch,  Benjamin 
Ryle,  J. 
Scott,  Sir  G. 
Shawe,  R.  N. 
Sheppard,  Thomas 
Simeon,  Sir  R.  G. 
Slaoky^E.    ■ 


Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Sykes,  S. 
Wason,  R. 
Wilbraham,  George 
Williams,  A. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Young,  G.  F. 

SCOTLAND. 

Callander,  J.  H. 
Fergusson,  R.  C* 
HalTyburton,Hon.D.G 
Hay,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  H. 
Johnstone,  A. 
Maxwell,  Sir  J. 
Maxwell,  J. 
Ross^  H. 


Stewart,  R. 
Wallace,  R. 


IRELAND. 

Bateson,  Sir  Robert 
Hayes,  Sir  £. 
Lefroy,  Anthony 
Lefroy,  Thomas 
Martin,  John 
Maxwell,  T.  W. 
Percetral,  Colonel 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Agnew,  Sir  A. 
Shaw,  F. 

PAIRED  OFF. 

Todd,  J.  R. 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Friday,  May  17,  1833. 

MiNiTTKS.]  Bills.  Received  the  Royal  Aaaent :— Tile  Duties : 
Cotton  Duties ;  and  Exchequer  Court  (Scotland). 

Pedtiont  presented.  By  the  Earl  of  Mkath,  from  Dublin, 
fbr  Poor  Laws  to  Irela&d.— By  a  Noblk  Lou>,  firom  St. 
George^s,  Bloomsbury,  and  another  Parish,  against  the 
Assessed  Taxes.— By  tiie  Marquess  of  Stapiporo,  from 
several  Dissenting  iCoBKregations,  tm  Relief  to  the  Dissen- 
ters from  their  Grievanees,  reapeotiiy  Registration, 
Marriage,  and  Church  Rates.— By  the  Earl  of  Rodiv, 
from  several  Places,  fiur  the  Better  Observance  of  the 

.  Lord's  Day.— By  Lord  Skoravk,  fromDursley;  and  the 
Earl  of  WicKiiOw,  tram  Wottoo-under-Edge,  fiir  the 
Revision  or  Abolition  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act. — By  the 
Duke  of  Clxvsland,  die  Earls  of  Rodim ,  Rosbbsry, 
Aluharlk,  and  Charlbmont,  the  Marquesses  of  Lan». 
i>owN  and  STAProRD,  and  Lords  Saltou2»  and  Sur- 
Fi  XLD,  from  a  great  Number  of  Places,— ^or  the  Immediate 
Abolitioa  of  Slavery. 

WiKE  DoTiES.]  The  Earl  of  Aberdeen 
said,  in  reference  to  a  subject  of  conversa- 
tion in  that  House  a  few  weeks  back,  he 
rose  to  move  for  some  information  con- 
nected with  it — he  alluded  to  the  Wine 
Duties.  It  appeared  to  be  admitted  by 
Ministers  that  their  anticipations,  when 
they  proposed  the  alterations  last  year, 
had  not  been  realized.  He  had  predicted 
that  which  had  now  turned  out  to  be  the 
fact.  The  Motion  which  he  would  submit 
would  show  the  result  of  the  alteration  of 
the  law,  and  he  apprehended  it  would 
fully  prove  what  he  now  asserted.  The 
noble  Earl  then  moved  '*  That  there  be 
laid  before  this  House  an  account  of  the 
quantity  of  Wine  imported  into  Great 
Britain  for  the  last  five  years,  ending  the 
5th  of  January  1833,  specifying  the 
amount  imported  each  year,  distinguish- 
ing the  country  from  whence  imported ; 
also  an  account  of  the  amount  of  duties 
paid  upon  each  description  of  Wine  for 
the  lifee  period;  also  an  account  of  the 
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qaantity  of  Fittncb,  Cape,  and  other  Winei 
in  stock  up  to  the  5th  of  January  1833." 

Lord  Auchlmnd  said,  he  could  have  no 
possible  objection  to  the  Motion ;  oa  the 
contrary,  he  was  very  glad  that  it  had 
been  made.  The  result  would  show  thai 
the  prediction  of  the  noble  Lord  was  not 
verified  in  the  way  he  apprehended.  He 
had  a  prediction  to  oppose  to  that  of  the 
nobie  Earl,  When  the  measure  was  iu 
agitation  it  was  urged  that»  by  altering 
the  duties  on  Wines  in  the  manner  ac- 
complished, a  better  feeling  would  arise  in 
France,  and  this  assertion  had  been  fully 
borne  out  by  the  fact.  He  was  Yery 
happy  to  bear  this  testimony  upon  the 
subject,  that  the  alternation  upon  public 
feeling  in  France  was  most  advantageous 
to  the  commerce  of  both  countries. 

The  E^rl  of  Abfr409H  s^idy  in  a  finan- 
cial point  of  view,  he  had  regarded  the 
measure  as  pn«l  which  WPWld  mi  rpftJi?c 
th»  anticipations  of  Ministers ;  bi|t  in  a 
political  point  of  view  he  fnnst  ever  4c- 
prppa^te  U,  ev§q  w^«  it#  (^R^f)Gi^l  AdvftP- 
ta§^  muoh  greater  ihaa  ifi  reality  they 
wf  re ;  jfb^  they  hftd  b^en  dearly  purebasi^l, 
heaving  baep  obtained  s^t  the  es^pense  of 
national  faith,  and  in  opposition  to  exist- 
ing treaties-  When  the  Qill  was  in  pro- 
gress be  had  entered  his  protest  against 
it,  and  that  protest  was  recorded  among 
the  Jp^mals  of  the  House. 

Lord  EUenborougk  felt  great  satisfac- 
tion that  the  returns  had  been  asked  for ; 
and  was  persuaded  thqt  the  result  would 
show,  that  what  had  been  predicted  by 
his  noble  friend  was  perfectly  accurate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Abolition  of  S^AvafiY.]  The  Duke 
of  Wellington  presented  petitions  from 
Fortrose,  and  Ross,  for  the  Abolition  of 
Slavery,  but  with  due  regard  to  the 
honour  and  interests  of  all  parties  oon- 
cernod.  He  concurrred  in  the  view  ex- 
pressed in  these  petitions,  rather  than  in 
that  expressed  in  the  petitions  presented 
by  the  noble  Baron.  It  was  more  cout 
sistent  with  the  Resolutions  of  Parliament 
for  the  proteocion  of  property.  He  de- 
precated the^c  premature  discussions,  they 
had  inflicted  great  injury  and  ruin  upon 
all  persons  connected  with  the  West 
Indies.  He  had  at  a  great  public  cere*^ 
rnony  that  morning  met  no  less  than  six 
officers^  who  had  been  nearly  vuined  by 
th^  agitation,  the  greater  part  of  whom 
had  DO  slaves.    There  wore  many  men 


nho   had  vested  tiieir  piepeil;  m  Am 
West  Indies,  who,  though  th^  ncssorM 
a  slave  theoiselvea,  were  oomj^eldy  lais* 
ed.    He  did  not  wish  to  ent^r  iate  tiM 
subject,  but  be  oould  not   avoid  takia| 
notice  of  the  matter;  for  be  saw  th^  toi 
Ministers  had   rushed  into   the    wakj^A 
surrounded  with  diffioultiee.      They  M 
brought  it  forward  proaiatupdy,  %ad  hail 
inourred  a  responsibility!  bqlb  aumJ  ud 
political,  greater  than  had  ever  kwn  osp 
curred  by  any  Ministers  witbio  his  leoo^ 
lection.    With  respect  te  the  pvopositise 
recently  made  in    the   other  House,  il 
ought  never  to   be   fhrgotten    ibat  tkc 
Resolutions    of    1829,    and     the    right 
hon.  Gentleman  vhei  moved  thoee  Res^ 
tions,  stated  that  to  efiect  any  good  ftw 
the  slaves,  it  was  indispeDseble  to  haie 
the  assistance  of  the  coloaiste  imd  of  tits 
colonial  assemblies. 

Lord  Skjield  said,  that  the  oi^eMlf  sf 
those  from  whom  he  bad  pretpnted  {Mto- 
tions,  did  not  recognise  the  right  ef  oas 
man  te  bold  pfopesty  ip  elb(»r  nee*  aad 
tharefoM  they  would  net  conaeet  te  camr 
pensation,  whioh  miglit  imply  se^  a 
right.  At  the  same  time  they  veie  leaiiy 
to  give  relief  te  those  planterai  wheee  pro* 
perty  might  be  destroyed  by  imiee^als 
abolition.  The  noble  Duke  bed  not 
attended  the  Committee  which  eat  last 
Session ;  if  the  noble  Difke  bad»  he  was 
assured  that  the  noble  Duke  would  have 
formed  a  very  different  opinioe  firom  that 
which  he  now  entertained.  That  the 
measure  proposed  by  his  Majeaty^a  Mi- 
nisters was  premature  he  denied,  becaiue 
there  was  not  one  person  cooneeled  with 
the  West  Indies,  who  did  not  adoiit  that 
it  was  impossible  tl^at  things  oeuld  lemaia 
as  at  present. 

The  Puke  of  Wellington  begged  leave 
to  explain  tq  their  Lordshipa  vhy  be  had 
not  atteudi&d  tha  Committer,  He  had 
the  misfortune  not  to  hear  on  one  aide. 
He  found  it,  therefore,  very  difficult  lo 
make  out  what  we^t  on  in  such  a  Oon- 
mittee,  and  therefore  he  thought  that  he 
might  apepd  his  time  mora  advantage- 
ously than  in  attending  it.  There  was 
another  Committee,  which  he  bad  oot 
attended,  though  he  took  coasiderahtt 
interest  in  the  subject  for  the  wuu 
reason — ^the  Committee  which  sat  te  in- 
quire into  tithes.  What  be  h^  pReant  to 
say  on  the  subject  of  the  slaves,  vii 
that  emancipation  would  put  an  eed  la 
the  mean9  pr  makmg  them  workt  and  se 
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iDJBfe  Ibe  property  of  the  planter.  IV  Hh 
respect  tp  Mi  being  friendly  to  the  abqli- 
tioR,  he  wished  to  say  that  he  had  done 
more  In  the  way  of  negotiation,  written 
more  notes,  ^nd  entered  into  more  treaties 
oD  the  subject  of  the  abolition  of  the 
slave  trade,  apd  of  putting  an  end  to 
slavery  thai)  any  man  living.  A  noble 
friend  of  his  had  perhaps  done  more  than 
he  hadi  but  eicept  that  noble  friend  he 
bad  done  more  than  any  other  man  to 
promote  the  abolition.  Nobody  had  |one 
ftirtber  or  more  strenuously  wished  to  effect 
that  object  than  he  had. 

Lordi  Sujfieldf  in  presenting  another 
petition  on  the  ^^me  subject  from  the 
Methodists  of  the  new  connection  of 
Boston^  Leicestershire,  entered  into  fur- 
ther explanations)  and  contended  that 
nothing  whatever  had  been  done  by  the 
colonists  to  promote  the  emancipation  of 
the  slaves,  or  to  comply  with  the  expressed 
wishes  of  the  people  of  Bogland. 

Lpvd  Wffnford  said,  that  much  had 
been  done  by  the  colonists ;  and  had  the 
noble  Lord  been  present  on  a  former 
o^^casion,  he  would  have  heard  the  Pri- 
mate explain  a  great  number  of  measures 
which  had  been  adopted  to  relieve  the 
slaves,  and  prepare  them  fbr  free  labour. 
Certainly  he  thought  that  to  put  an  end  to 
apprehension  altogether  on  their  part, 
would  put  an  end  to  labour,  and  would  de- 
stroy tne  West-India  interest.  It  would 
be  equally  injurious  to  the  masters  and 
slaves,  and  would  inflict  irreparable  injury 
on  our  commerce,  as  well  as  endanger  the 
credit  of  the  country.  When  it  was  said 
that  these  petitioners  could  not  recognise 
the  principles  of  men  having  the  property 
of  men,  let  him  tell  them  that  the 
Apostles  had  recognised  slavery,  and  he 
presumed  that  they  did  not  pretend  to  be 
better  Christians  than  the  Apostles.  That 
principle  had  in  truth  been  recognised 
from  the  earliest  ages.  At  the  same  time 
he  was  anxious  to  get  rid  of  that  species 
of  property  as  soon  as  possible.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  that  the  petitioners  were 
ready  to  give  compensation  [Lord  Suffield 
said,  not  compensation  but  relief] — ^he  did 
not  know  the  difference,  but  he  hoped 
these  petitioners  had  calculated  the  amount 
which  would  be  required  to  give  relief, 
if  they  destroyed  the  property  of  the 
planters,  fbr  he  doubted  whether  they 
would  be  ready  and  willing  to  supply  the 
sum  which  would  be  required. 
«  Lord  SnJkU  knew  the  Archbishop  of 


Canterbury  well  enough  to  be  aware  that 
he  was  incapable  of  stating  that  which  he 
did  not  strictly  believe  to  be  true;  but 
still  he  would  assert  that  the  assertions  of 
the  reverend  Prelate  were  in  themselves 
false,  when  he  stated  the  number  of  con- 
verts made  amongst  the  negroes  by  the 
clergy  of  the  Established  Church.  The 
fact  was,  that  the  converts  were  made  by 
the  dissenting  clergy,  and  by  them  alone. 
The  Church  of  England  was  certainly 
popular  in  our  West-India  colonies,  be- 
cause they  meddled  less  than  the  dis- 
senters. If  this  were  otherwise,  how  would 
the  noble  Lord  attempt  to  account  for  the 
recent  destruction  of  the  Methodist  chapels 
in  Jamaica? 

The  Marquess  of  Bute  eould  not  ait 
quietly  by,  and  hear  such  an  attack  made 
upon  the  Established  Church  of  thia 
country.  He  thought  it  a  most  uncalled- 
for  attack  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  ; 
an  attack,  indeed ,  which  never  would 
have  been  made  if  the  noble  Earl  had 
heard  the  report  of  the  religious  society  on 
education,  and  the  improvament  of  the 
condition  of  the  negroes,  which  ^as 
altogether  supported  by  inembers  of  the 
Church  of  England. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  said,  his  noble 
friend  opposite  had  not  only  attacked 
the  Established  Church,  but  assumed  the 
fact,  that  its  members  were  valued,  be- 
cause they  did  nothing.  He  sincerely 
hoped,  that  some  noble  Lord,  better  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject,  would  ant^r 
upon  a  proper  defence  of  the  Established 
CHiurch  against  so  serious,  and,  he  wQuld 
addi  so  unfounded  a  charge. 

Lord  Suffield  denied,  tnat  he  had  oast 
any  general  imputation  upon  the  Church, 
but  he  would  refer  to  the  case  of  the  vav. 
Mr.  Brydges,  Chaplain  to  the  Governor, 
who  had  been  convicted  of  having  impro- 
perly flogged  his  female  slaves. 

Stafford  Indbmkitt  Bill.]  The 
Earl  of  Radnor  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  further  Consideration  of  the 
Report  on  the  Stafford  Bribery  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  We/fiiv^/on  said,  that  when 
he  had  first  heard  of  the  Bill,  he  had  felt 
a  great  objection  to  it,  because  bethought 
it  was  more  calculnted  to  encourage  than 
to  prevent  bribery ;  and  if  the  Bill  had 
not  been  much  altered  np-stairs,  he 
should  have  felt  it  his  duty  to  have  op- 
posed its  passing  into  a  law.  Evidence 
had,   however,   been   given   before  that 
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Oovernment,  these  Legislatures  had  acted, 
not  in  a  spirit  of  "  scorn  and  mockery/' 
but  he  believed,  upon  a  conscientious 
conviction,  that  while  a  system  of  slavery 
existed,  the  power  of  the  master  must  be 
absolute ;  and  in  this  they  had  been  fully 
borne  out  by  the  testimony  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  late  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  who  stated,  that  they  had  done 
ivisely  in  rejecting  the  Orders  in  Council 
attempted  to  be  imposed  upon  them^  and 
that  he  believed  a  greater  amount  of 
punishment  was  inflicted  in  Dominica, 
under  the  mitigated  system  of  slavery, 
than  in  Jamaica,  where  the  power  of  the 
roaster  was  absolute.  That  speech  was  a 
complete  answer  to  the  charges  of  the 
right  hon.  Secretary  against  the  Colonial 
Legislatures.  With  respect  to  the  mea- 
sure of  the  right  hon.  Secretary,  he  must 
express  his  deep  disappointment  at  it,  for 
it  was  neither  safe  nor  satisfactory.  With 
every  disposition  to  bring  this  most  com- 
plicated question  to  a  satisfactory  a(ljuat- 
ment,  admitting  that  the  time  was  now 
arrived,  when  a  definite  period  must  be 
fixed  for  the  extinction  of  slavery,  he  oould 
not  conscientiously  give  the  measure,  as 
It  now  stood,  his  support.  He  trusted, 
however,  that  before  it  was  again  brought 
forward,  such  modifications  would  he 
made,  as  would  remove  his  objections; 
for  in  its  present  shape  it  would  be  (bund 
to  be  impracticable.  He  would  remind  the 
House,  that  by  the  Acts  of  the  Grenada 
Legislature,  slave  evidence  was  admitted 
on  all  trials  in  civil  and  criminal  cases, 
in  the  same  manner  In  every  respect 
as  the  testimony  of  free  persons  was 
received ;  that  slaves  were  allowed  pro- 
perty almost  without  restriction;  that 
punishments  were  recorded ;  that  the  use 
of  the  whip  was  abolished  in  the  field 
since  1 825  f  and  that  manumissions,  en- 
cQuragement  to  marriage^  prevention  of 
separation  of  families,  and  religious  in- 
structiop,  had  been  provided  for.  He 
could  confirm  this  by  referring  to  the  des- 
patches of  Lord  Bathurst  and  Sir  George 
Mqrray,  in  which  were  acknowledged  the 
spirit  of  liberality  and  benevolence  that 
characterised  the  Acts  of  the  Grenada 
Legislature.  He  regretted  to  state  this  in 
the  abience  of  every  i^ember  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Governn^ent;  but  he  could  not 
perqiit  the  as^rtions  of  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  to  remain  any  longer  without 
contradiction. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 


Power  ov  the  SxcaETiiBY  at  Wab.] 
Colonel  Evans  said,  be  was  anxious  to  put 
a  question  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
the  Secretary  at  War;  and  be  could 
assure  him,  that  he  did  so  with  all  respect 
for  the  office  he  held,  and  with  every  good 
feeling  towards  himself  personally*  The 
question  was,  however,  one  of  great  pub- 
lic importance,  and  not  merely  of  per- 
sonal interest.'  During  a  recent  elec- 
tion contest,  a  statement  appeared  in 
the  public  prints  assuming^  that  the  peiaon 
holding  the  office  of  Secretary  at  War  had 
tlie  power  at  his  own  pieasuVo  to  lewove 
any  officer  on  tl^e  balr-pay  list  frpm  his 
Majesty's  service.  Undoubtedly  the  re- 
ports of  public  proceedings  were  usually 
very  accurate,  but  during  eleotions,  sad 
at  times  of  great  excitement,  the  press,  at 
least  some  portion  of  the  press,  wm  ^f^ 
very  scrupulous  in  regard  to  the  objsot 
which  they  had  in  view.  He  was  bound, 
therefoi:e,  to  assume,  that  it  was  in  coni^- 
Queneo  of  somo  warp  op  partisi^nshipt  that 
this  statement  was  mado,  Ip  a  subseqiieiil 
cors^tion  of  the  statement,  however,  this 
fi|sume(}  power  qf  the  Seoretavy  at  War  to 
remove  an  officer  on  thebal^pay  ii^  with- 
out any  cause  assigned,  was  not  distiaotlj 
disclaimed.  He  thought  the  Houie  weald 
agree  with  him,  that  this  was  a  natter 
which  ought  to  be  clearly  asoertaine^, 
both  with  reference  to  the  latge  class  of 

Srsons  holding  Commissiona  under  his 
ajesty,  and  to  the  freedom  pf  election, 
and  the  privileges  of  that  House.  With- 
out any  factious  motive  whatever,  he  was 
theiefore  anxioua  that  his  Majesty^s  Qo- 
vernment  should  have  an  oppcirtunity  of 
explaining  their  views  upon  the  subject ; 
for,  if  any  Officer  holding  a  Commissioo 
under  the  Crown  were  liable  to  be  n- 
moved  at — 

The  S^peaker  begged  the  hon.  and  gal* 
lant  Member  would  confine  himself  to  his 
question. 

Colonel  i^uoM  said,  that  the  qoeation 
which  he  rose  to  put  wasi  wbelber  the 
Secretary  at  War  had  the  powet  to  remove 
at  his  pleasure  any  Officer  on  the  Half- 
pay  List  from  his  Majesty's  service  T 

Mr.  Elhce  said,  he  had  no  hesitatioo  in 
answering  the  question  pot  to  him  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Colonel.  If,  uofcrtn- 
nately,  it  appeared  necessary  to  reinove 
any  Officer  fron^  the  Half-pay  List,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Secretary  at  War  to  take 
his  Majesty's  pleasure  on  the  subject ;  and 
the  Secretary  at  War  was  responsible  fer 
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present,  he  would  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
move,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  his  Majesty,  to  dissolve  the 
Parliament." 

A BOLiTioN  OF Sla  V E RY .]  Mr.  William 
C.  Gladstone  presented  a  Petition  from 
Portarlington  for  the  Abolition  of  Slavery. 
He  wished  then  to  allude  to  certain  observa- 
tions made  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  late 
Under-Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  in  his 
speech  to  the  House  on  Tuesday  night. 
The  noble  Lord  had  selected  an  estate  in 
Demerara,  belonging  to  his  nearest  relative, 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  what  a  destruc- 
tion of  human  life  had  taken  place  in  the 
West  Indies,  from  the  manner  in  which 
the  slaves  were  worked.  The  noble  Lord 
stated,  thati  in  three  years,  a  decrease  of 
seventy-one  slaves  had  taken  place  on  the 
estate  of  Vreeden  Hoopj  which  he  attri- 
buted to  the  increased  cultivation  of 
sugar;  but  the  noble  Lord  omitted  to 
state  the  real  cause  of  this  decrease,  in 
the  very  large  proportion  of  Africans  upon 
the  estate.  When  it  came  into  the  pos- 
session of  his  father,  it  was  so  weak,  owing 
to  the  great  number  of  Africans  upon  .it, 
that  he  was  obliged  to  add  200  people  to 
the  gang.  It  was  notorious,  that  Africans 
were  imported  into  Demerara  and  Trinidad 
up  to  a  later  period  than  into  any  other 
colony }  and  he  should,  when  the  proper 
time  arrived,  be  able  to  prove,  that  the 
decrease  on  Vreeden  Hoop  was  among 
the  old  Africans,  and  that  there  was  an 
increase  going  on  in  the  Creole  popula- 
tion, which  would  be  an  answer  to  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord.  The  quan- 
tity of  sugar  produced,  said  by  the  noble 
Lord  to  be  1,900  lbs.  per  head  annually, 
was  small  in  proportion  to  that  produced 
on  many  other  estates.  Within  a  short 
period,  the  cultivation  of  cotton  in 
Demerara  had  been  abandoned,  and 
that  of  coffee  very  much  diminished,  and 
the  people  employed  in  these  sources  of 
production  had  been  transferred  to  the 
cultivation  of  sugar.  Demerara,  too,  was 
peculiarly  circumstanced;  for,  owing  to 
the  nature  of  the  soil,  sugar  was  made 
all  the  year  round ;  and,  consequently, 
the  labour  of  the  same  number  of  negroes 
distributed  over  the  year,  would,  in  that 
colony,  produce  a  given  quantity  of  sugar 
with  less  injury  to  the  people,  than  a 
similar  number  in  other  colonies  working 
only  at  the  stated  periods  of  crop.  He 
was  ready  to  admit  that  this  cultivation 
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was  of  a  more  severe  character  than 
others';  and  he  would  ask,  were  there  not 
certain  employments  in  this  and  other 
countries  more  destructive  to  life  than 
others  ?  He  would  only  instance  those  of 
painting,  and  working  in  lead  mines,  both 
of  which  were  well  known  to  have  that 
tendency.  The  noble  Lord  attempted  to 
impugn  the  character  of  the  gentleman 
acting  as  manager  of  his  father's  estates ; 
and  in  making  this  selection,  he  had  cer- 
tainly been  most  unfortunate ;  for  there 
was  not  an  individual  in  the  colony  more 
proverbial  for  humanity,  and  the  kind 
treatment  of  his  slaves,  than  Mr.  Maclean. 
That  gentleman  had  acted  in  judicial 
capacities,  and  had,  during  his  long  resi- 
dence, been  appointed  by  the  Orphan 
Chamber  to  very  important  trusts.  He 
held  in  his  hand  two  letters  from  Mr. 
Maclean,  in  which  that  gentleman  spoke 
in  the  kindest  ternrs  of  the  people  under 
his  charge ;  described  their  state  of  hap- 
piness, content,  and  healthiness;  their 
good  conduct,  and  the  infrequency  of 
severe  punishment;  and  recommended 
certain  additional  comforts,  which  he  said 
the  slaves  well  deserved.  It  was  stated 
by  the  noble  Lord,  that  Mr.  Moss,  a  gen- 
tleman of  the  highest  respectability,  had 
transferred  the  charge  of  his  estate  from 
his  former  manager,  to  the  individual 
just  alluded  to*  He  had  done  so;  but  the 
fact  was,  that  up  to  that  period  his  estate 
was  a  source  of  loss,  rather  than  of  profit, 
owing  to  the  idle  habits  of  the  people. 

Mr.  Marryat  had  been  instructed,  on 
behalf  of  the  colony  of  Grenada,  whose 
interests  he  represented,  to  correct  some 
of  the  mis-statements  contained  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  the 
colonies ;  but,  before  entering  into  parti-* 
culars,  he  could  not  but  deeply  regret  the 
tone  and  temper  of  that  speech  towards 
the  Colonial  Assemblies*  The  right  hon. 
Secretary  truly  stated,  that  almost  insur- 
mountable difficulties  met  him  on  every 
side,  in  the  adjustment  of  this  important 
question.  What  then  could  be  the  motive 
or  policy  of  gratuitously  raising  up  a  still 
greater  difficulty  in  courting,  as  it  were, 
the  hostility  of  those  men  through  whom, 
and  by  whom  alone,  any  plan  could  be 
safely  and  satisfactorily  carried  into  exe- 
cution ?  Supposing,  even,  that  the  accu- 
sations were  true,  was  it  fair  or  candid  to 
use  such  language  towards  men  who  were 
not  in  a  situation  to  defend  their  conduct  ? 
In  rejecting  the  measures  proposed  by  the 
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Oovernment,  these  Legislatures  had  acted, 
not  in  a  spirit  of  <'  scorn  and  mockery/' 
but  he  believed,  upon  a  conscientious 
conviction,  that  while  a  system  of  slavery 
existed,  the  power  of  the  master  must  be 
absolute ;  and  in  this  they  had  been  fully 
borne  out  by  the  testimony  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  late  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  who  stated,  that  they  had  done 
iviseiy  in  rejecting  the  Orders  in  Council 
attempted  to  be  imposed  upon  them,  and 
that  he  believed  a  greater  amount  of 
punishment  was  inflicted  in  Dominica, 
under  the  mitigated  system  of  slavery, 
than  in  Jamaica,  where  the  power  of  the 
roaster  was  absolute.  That  speech  was  a 
complete  answer  to  the  charges  of  the 
right  hon.  Secretary  against  the  Colonial 
Legislatures.  With  respect  to  the  mea- 
sure of  the  right  hon.  Secretary,  he  must 
express  his  deep  disappointment  at  it,  for 
it  was  neither  safe  nor  satisfactory.  With 
every  disposition  to  bring  this  most  com- 
plicated question  to  a  satisfactory  adjust- 
ment, admitting  that  the  time  was  now 
arrived,  when  a  definite  period  must  be 
fixed  for  the  extinction  of  slavery,  he  could 
not  conscientiously  give  the  measure,  as 
It  now  stood,  his  support.  He  trusted, 
however,  that  before  it  was  again  brought 
forward,  such  modifications  would  he 
made,  as  would  remove  his  objections; 
for  in  its  present  shape  it  would  be  found 
to  be  impracticable.  He  would  remind  the 
House,  that  by  the  Acts  of  the  Grenada 
Legislature,  slave  evidence  was  admitted 
on  all  trials  in  civil  and  criminal  cases, 
in  the  same  manner  in  every  respect 
as  the  testimony  of  free  persons  was 
received ;  that  slaves  were  allowed  pro* 
pert^  almost  without  restriction;  that 
punishments  were  recorded ;  that  the  use 
of  the  whip  was  abolished  in  the  field 
since  I825f  and  that  manumissions,  en- 
cQuragement  to  marriage,  prevention  of 
separation  of  families,  and  religious  in- 
struction, had  been  provided  for.  He 
could  confirm  this  by  referring  to  the  des- 

Katches  of  Lord  Bathurst  and  Sir  George 
Iqrray,  in  which  were  acknowledged  the 
spirit  of  liberality  aud  benevolence  that 
characterized  the  Acts  of  the  Grenada 
Legislature.  He  regretted  to  state  this  in 
the  abience  of  every  member  qf  his  Ma- 
jesty^s  Governn^ent;  but  he  could  not 
permit  the  as^rtions  qf  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  to  remain  any  longer  without 
contradiction. 
PetitiQQ  laid  gn  the  Table. 


POWBR  OV  TBE  SxC&ETilBY  AT  Wiim.] 

Colonel  Evans  said,  be  was  anxious  to  p«t 
a  question  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  appoaita. 
the  Secretary  at  War;  and  be  coula 
assure  him,  that  he  did  so  with  all  respect 
for  the  office  he  held,  and  with  every  good 
feeling  towards  himself  personally.  The 
qqestion  was,  however,  one  of  great  pub- 
lic importance,  and  not  merely  of  per* 
sonal  interest.  During  a  recent  eleo- 
tion  contest,  a  statement  appeared  in 
the  public  prints  assuming  that  the  peiKm 
holding  the  office  of  Secretary  at  War  bad 
tbe  power  at  his  own  pleasure  to  feiaove 
any  officer  on  the  balr-pay  lis(  frpm  his 
Majesty's  service.  Undoubtedly  the  le* 
ports  of  public  proceedings  were  usoally 
very  accurate,  but  during  elections,  and 
at  times  of  great  excitement,  the  preas,  ai 
least  some  pprtion  of  the  press,  was  not 
very  scrupulous  in  regaad  to  the  o^jeai 
which  they  had  in  view.  He  was  bonnd, 
therefoce,  to  assume,  that  it  was  in  cons^- 
ouenea  of  some  warp  w  partiaiinship^  that 
this  statement  was  made,  In  a  subsequenl 
cofs^ction  of  the  statement,  however,  this 
fi|siime()  power  qf  the  Seeretasy  at  War  to 
remove  an  offioeion  the  half-pay  liat  with* 
out  any  cause  assigned,  was  not  disiinotly 
disclaimed.  He  thought  the  House  wquld 
agree  with  him,  that  this  was  a  naitor 
which  ought  to  be  clearly  asoertaioe^t 
both  with  reference  to  the  large  c)a|s  of 
persons  holding  Commissions  under  bis 
Majesty,  and  to  the  freedom  of  eleotioQ, 
and  the  privileges  of  that  House.  With- 
out any  factious  motive  whatever,  he  was 
therefore  anxious  that  bis  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment should  have  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  their  views  upon  the  subject ; 
for,  if  any  Officer  holding  a  CommisaioB 
under  the  Crown  were  (iahle  to  be  m- 
moved  at — 

The  Spmker  beeged  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  would  oonfine  himself  to  hie 
question. 

Colonel  J^uosf  said,  that  the  oueetion 
which  he  rose  to  put  waSf  whelaer  the 
Secretary  %t  War  had  the  power  to  lemovo 
at  his  pleasure  any  Officer  on  the  Half* 
pay  List  from  his  Majesty^s  service ! 

Mr.  Hiiice  said,  he  had  no  hesitatiou  in 
answering  the  question  put  to  him  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Colonel.  If,  uawta- 
nately,  it  appeared  necessary  to  repiovo 
any  Officer  from  the  Half-pay  List,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Secretary  at  War  to  Cake 
his  Majesty's  pleasure  on  the  subject ;  aad 
the  Secretary  at  War  was  responsible  lar 
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every  I^.  diminution  of  price  under  628, 
When  the  price  arrived  at  67^.,  a  con- 
siderable diminution  of  duty  took  place; 
80  much  80,  that  at  685.  69^.,  and 
70s.»  the  duty  was  but  10$.;  at  7U.  the 
duty  was  65.  8of. ;  and  at  72s.  and  up- 
wards, but  2$.  'Sd,  Now,  on  the  face 
of  it,  this  sliding  or  fluctuating  scale 
opened  the  door  to  endless  scheming,  and 
speculation , and  gambling,  and  uncertainty, 
and  revulsions,  which  placed  the  foreign 
com- trade  on  quite  another  footing  than 
that  wholesome  system  of  supply  and  de- 
mand which  under  an  honest  and  free  sys- 
tem of  trade  alone  did  and  alone  ought,  to  re- 
gulate the  price.  Instead  of  our  being  sup- 
plied with  foreign  corn  in  proportion  to  our 
natural  wa.its,  that  is,  according  as  the 
price  varied  from  62s.,  the  assumed  pivot  or 
standard  of  home  protection,  this  scale 
occasioned  a  much  smaller  import  when 
the  duty  was  high — that  is,  the  price  mo- 
derate— than  was  desirable,  and  a  much 
larger  supply  when  the  duty  was  low — 
that  is,  the  price  high — than  was  neces- 
sary or  expedient.  The  dealer  in  foreign 
corn  purchased  it  at  a  low  rate,  ware- 
housed his  corn,  and  kept  it  under  bond 
till  it  was  admissible  at  the  lowest  possi- 
ble duty,  that  is,  till  its  price  would  realize 
the  largest  profits ;  and  as  this  warehous- 
ing was  a  general  system  of  speculation, 
and  as  prices  were  highest  just  at  autumn, 
ere  the  new  year's  supply  came  in,  it  fol- 
lowed in  practice,  that  the  market  was 
then  deluged  far  beyond  the  demand,  till 
prices  fell  so  as  to  seriously  affect  the 
price  of  the  new  home-grown  grain.  He 
would  beg  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  occurred  in  1830,  as  that  year  would 
furnish  a  fair  specimen  of  the  working  of 
the  system.  In  consequence  of  the  defi- 
ciency of  the  harvest  of  1 829,  there  was 
a  large  importation  of  corn,  and  during 
the  spring  of  1830  prices  had  been  falling, 
and  the  duty  proportionably  rising.  In 
the  month  of  May,  in  that  year,  the  price 
of  wheat  was  66s.,  with  a  duty  of  20s.  Sd. 
The  price  of  wheat  continued  to  rise 
through  the  summer  of  1830,  up  till  about 
a  fortnight  before  the  harvest.  At  that 
time  there  was  a  great  accumulation  of 
foreign  corn  in  bond.  The  price  rose  to 
72s.,  and  the  duty  fell  to  2s.  Sd,  a-quarter. 
The  consequence  was,  that  in  the  latter  end 
of  August,  and  in  the  beginning  of  Sep- 
tember, not  less  than  1,200,000  quarters 
were  taken  out  of  bond.  Had  the  harvest 
that  year  not  been  deficient,  the  large  im- 


portationd  woald  have  pressed  upon  the 
markets,  and  the  price  might  have  been 
reduced  as  low  as  in  1822.  If  country 
Gentlemen  thou^t,  that  the  existing  lav 
produced  equality  of  price,  they  were  never 
more  mistaken ;  the  supply  would  always 
be  regulated  by  the  demand,  and  that 
alone  would  be  sufficient  to  preserve  as 
much  equality  as  it  was  possible  in  such 
a  commodity  to  obtain.  If,  then,  the  pre- 
sent law  were  ineffectual  for  its  purpose, 
why,  he  asked,  should  it  be  continued  ? 
The  fact,  that  it  encouraged  gambling  and 
speculation  in  corn  to  an  enormous  extent, 
to  the  injury  of  the  home-grower,  and  to 
the  destruction  of  regular  wholesome  trade, 
was  sufficient  to  make  them  desire  to  have 
it  repealed.  Sometimes  much  more  than 
was  wanted,  was  thrown  upon  the  market, 
and  anything  but  a  regular  supply  was  the 
consequence  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  The 
Hon.  Member  then  adverted  to  the  nuro* 
her  of  Inclosure  Bills,  which  had  passed 
the  House  before  the  Corn-law  was  passed, 
in  order  to  show,  that  the  trade  in  com 
being  free  with  a  small  duty  on  the  hn- 
portation,  had  not  had  any  effect  in  check* 
mg  cultivation.  From  1771  to  1791, 
869  Inclosure  Bills  had  passed — making 
an  average  of  forty-three  per  annum. 
From  1791  to  1804,  the  number  of  bills 
was  900,  or  sixty-nine  per  annum ;  and 
yet  during  this  period,  the  Cofn -trade  was 
virtually  free,  and  it  was  a  period  of  great 
comparative  prosperity  to  all  classes.  As 
to  the  price  of  corn  during  these  periods, 
he  must  observe,  that  from  the  year  1 790 
to  1799,  the  average  price  had  only  varied 
from  45s.  Ad,  per  quarter  to  51s.  •  per 
quarter,  which  showed,  that  when  there 
was  a  regular  importation  of  com,  prices 
had  been  steady,  while  the  agriculturists 
had  been  prosperous.  To  show,  that  we 
ran  no  risk  of  obtaining  a  supply,  he 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  extraordinary  fact,  that  in  1810, 
during  the  war,  not  less  than  1,500,000 
quarters  of  wheat  were  imported  from 
France  and  the  Netherlands.  Under  any 
circumstances,  then,  even  the  most  un- 
favourable, a  supply  might  be  obtained, 
since  the  rancorous  hostility,  then  car- 
ried on  against  Great  Britain,  could  not 
prevent  the  importation.  But  without 
wearying  the  attention  of  the  House, 
he  would  proceed  at  once  to  point  ont 
the  evil  workings  of  the  Bill  of  1815 — 
evils  which  far  exceeded  in  magnitude  and 
extent  all  possible  evils  for  which  they 
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\7ere  intended  to  be  a  remedy.  He  was^ 
'  aware  that  details  were,  at  al]  times,  weari- 
some^and  without,  therefore,  going  further 
into  them,  he  would  state  the  alteration  it 
was  his  wish  to  make  in  the  present  law. 
All  his  feelings,  all  his  convictions,  were 
in  favour  of  a  free  trade  in  com ;  he  was 
satisfied  (hat  that  system  was,  by  far,  the 
best ;  but  looking  at  the  various  interests 
that  had  grown  up  under  the  Act  of  1815 
— looking  at  the  condition  of  some  of  the 
Southern  and  Western  counties  of  Eng- 
land— considering  their  over-population 
and  the  mal-administration  of  the  Poor- 
laws,  reflecting,  too,  on  the  temper,  and- 
disposition  of  the  people,  he.  was  not  pre- 
pared to  carry  his  principle  fully  into 
effect.  He  was  aware  of  the  extensive 
injury  that  must  unavoidably  be  produced 
by  a  sudden  change,  and  for  that  reason 
he  wished  it  to  be  gradual.  On  the  sub- 
ject of  importation,  it  was  highly  gratify- 
ing to  remark  that  the  quantity  obtained 
from  Ireland  had  of  late  years  increased  to 
an  unprecedented  extent.  From  the  year 
1815  to  1819,  the  average  annual  impor- 
tation from  thence  was  150,000  quarters, 
while  in  the  last  year,  ending  5th  October, 
1832,  not  less  than  800,000  quarters  had 
been  admitted  from  Ireland.  While  con- 
templating the  fitness  of  an  alteration  of 
the  existing  law,  he  felt  bound  to  take  into 
account  the  burthens  exclusively  pressing 
upon  agriculture.  He  did  not  think  that, 
upon  any  occasion,  enough  had  been  said 
on  behalf  of  the  landed  proprietors  of  the 
heavy  tax  of  statute  labour  on  the  roads ; 
and  looking  at  this  and  the  other  exclusive 
burthens,  as  he  had  before  stated,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  carry  his  own  principle 
into  effect  in  their  fullest  extent.  He  was 
aware  that  all  changes  were  in  themselves 
evils ;  and  if  a  system  were  to  be  altered 
it  ought  to  be  altered  as  little  as  possible. 
The  proposition  of  Mr.  Ricardo,  in  1822, 
was,  that  the  following  scale  of  fixed 
duties  should  be  applied  to  the  different 
kinds  of  grain  : — Upon  Wheat,  a  duty  of 
10s.;  Rye  6s. ;  Barley  5s.;  Oats  3s '4d, 
He  was  disposed  to  recommend  this  plan 
to  the  adoption  of  the  House ;  for  he 
thought  it  would  have  the  effect  of  remov- 
ing a  great  deal  of  the  evil  which  was  felt 
.under  the  existing  system.  He  was  aware 
that  many  persons  thought  that  the  main- 
tenance of  a  high  price  by  artificial  means 
was  of  advantage  to  the  ag^culturist,  but 
he  entertained  a  very  different  opinion  on 
this  poioU    He  considered  that  the  agri- 


culturist was  injured  rather  th'ln  benefited 
by  a  system  the  working  of  whicli  wus  a 
matter  of  total  uncertainty,  which  defeated 
its  own  objects,  and  which  tended  to  en- 
courage a  spirit  of  gambling.  He  filt 
confident  that  if  the  plan  he  proposid 
were  carried  into  effect,  the  agricuUurist 
would  realize  on  the  average  nearly  as 
great,  if  not  quite  as  great,  a  price  as  he 
had  obtained  for  his  produce  during  the 
last  five  years.  He  would  certainly  not 
receive  a  less  price  than  he  had  obtained 
within  the  last  five  years.  He  advocated 
a  fixed  duty  instead  of  a  varying  one,  but 
he  meant  a  fixed  duty  only  in  ordinary 
times.  He  was  not  disposed  to  recoQi- 
mend  that  the  duty  should  remain  fixed 
in  tiroes  of  great  scarcity,  when  the  price 
of  corn  rose  to  a  very  high  price.  He 
thought  that  they  ought  to  establish  by 
law,  that  at  a  certain  state  of  price  the 
duty  should  cease  altogether,  and  not 
leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  Government  to 
permit  by  an  Order  in  Council  the  impor- 
tation of  foreign  corn  free  of  duty.  Having 
fixed  the  price  at  which  the  duty  on  foreign 
importation  should  cease,  he  knew  of  no 
way  of  ascertaining  when  com  had  reached 
that  price  except  by  adopting  the  system 
of  averages.  He  understood  the  meaning 
of  that  cheer,  but  he  could  assure  those 
hon.  Members  from  whom  it  proceeded 
that  he  objected  to  the  principle  of 
averages  only  when  applied  to  a  system 
that  was  ever  varying.  Connected  with  a 
steady  system,  he  considered  that  the 
machinery  of  the  avera^s  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  benefit.  The  Resolution,  there- 
fore, which  he  should  have  the  honour  to 
propose  would  not  assert  that  a  fixed  duty 
should  be  maintained  at  all  periods,  but 
only  in  ordinary  circumstances;  and  that 
in  times  of  scarcity  the  duty  should  cease 
by  the  operation  of  the  law.  In  his  opin- 
ion, the  effect  of  a  free  trade  in  corn  would 
be  to  make  the  price  in  this  country  be- 
tween 45s.  and  47s.  per  quarter ;  and  he 
believed  that  the  imposition  of  a  duty  of 
lOs.  would  not  raise  the  price  to  that 
extent,  but  that  the  increase  would  not 
exceed  7s.  or  Ss.  per  quarter.  He  was 
convinced  that  the  only  plan  which  would 
effectually  prevent  the  visitation  of  famine 
was  that  which  established  a  fixed  duty 
on  the  importation  of  foreign  corn.  Under 
the  present  system  the  trade  in  corn  was 
so  uncertain  that  all  ordinary  calcula- 
tions were  bafiied ;  and  the  consequence 
wa8|  that  little  or  no  stock  was  kept 
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on  hand.  In  1816  the  quadtity  of  corti 
in  store  in  this  country  i^as  equal  to  bix 
months'  consumption,  out  such  had  becfa 
the  effect  of  the  Corn-law^,  that  at  the 

E^tesent  moment  the  people  had  no  iupplv 
0  fall  back  upon ;  they  were  living,  as  ft 
Were,  "  from  hand  to  mouth  ;**  and  should 
a  time  of  scarcity  arrive,  the  country  would 
be  in  the  greatest  possible  peril.  The 
next  point  to  which  he  should  address 
himself  was,  the  great  advantage  which 
the  adoption  of  a  fixed  and  moderate  duty 
on  corn  would  confer  on  the  manufacturing 
interest  of  the  country.  During  the  last 
three  or  four  years  considerable  importa- 
tions of  foreign  corn  had  taken  place,  and 
the  consequence  was,  that  the  exports  of 
British  manufactures  had  greatly  increased. 
In  looking  to  the  amount  of  exports  which 
had  been  made  to  Germany  and  t^ussia, 
he  found  the  following  result : — The  annual 
average  value  of  the  exports  to  Germany 
from  1821  to  1B24,  when  the  corn  trade 
was  destroyed,  amounted  to  6,013,517/. ; 
and  from  1828  to  1830 — a  period  in  which 
considerable  importation  of  foreign  corn 
had  taken  'place  ^  it  had  increased  to 
8,153,731/.  A  similar  result  was  observ- 
able with  respect  to  the  exports  to  Russia. 
The  annual  average  value  of  the  exports  to 
that  country  from  1821  to  1824  amounted 
to  1,262,376/.,  and  from  1828  to  1830  to 
2, 122,6 1 9/,  The  necessary  consequence 
of  the  increase  In  the  exports  of  the  coun- 
try which  would  take  place  under  a  judi- 
cious system,  allowing  the  importation  of 
foreign  com,  on  the  payment  of  a 
fixed  and  moderate  duty  would  be 
to  increase  the  wealth  of  the  coun. 
try— remove  the  present  stagnation  of 
trade — give  a  new  vigour  to  British  coUi' 
merce,  and  materially  tend  to  lighten  the 
severe  pressure  under  which  the  agricul- 
turists themselves  were  now  labouring. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
the  following  Resolution  : — "  That  the 
present  system  of  Corn-laws,  founded  on 
a  high  and  ever-varying  scale  of  duties, 
while  it  fails  of  conferring  permanent 
benefit  on  the  agricultural  Interest,  tendl 
to  cramp  the  trade  and  impair  the  general 
prosperity  of  this  country ;  that  an  altera- 
tion of  these  laws,  substituting  in  their 
stead  a  moderate  duty,  fixed  at  all  periods 
except  those  of  extreme  dearth,  while  it 
indemnified  the  agriculturists  for  the  pecu- 
liar burthens  which  press  upon  them, 
would,  by  restoring  the  commercial  rela- 
tiona  betw^eti  thh  kict^om  and  foreign 


countries,  fdcreale  the  tnanufactures,  nnd 
tender  more  equal  the  pf  it*e  of  the  t>MidiiCe 
of  the  eoUntry.*^ 
Mr.  Hum  rose,  and  cottifneneed  tsj 

observing,  that,   although  he  agfifed  In 
litiich  that  had  fallen  from  hla  h6d.  frfetid 
who  had  brought  fbfward  thii  qii4lst?oo, 
vet  he  was  ankious  to  put  It  iJd  the  tldtiie 
in  somewhat  a  different  ftew.  It  Wd4  often 
said  in  that  House,  that  the  a^cdlttttid, 
the  commercial,  the  manufHetttfiof,  the 
shipping,  and  all  the  other  gr^t  iitt^t€Sli, 
were  equally  entitled  to  the  (<ate  and  Mfi- 
iideration  of  the  Legislature.    Notv,  the 
Question  h6  wished  to  ask  the  Meinters  ^ 
that  Mouse*  WaB,  whetbei*  they  thought 
they  Were  warranted  in  giving  a  moaonoly 
to  One  interest  against  all  others,     were 
they  ready,  as  was  so  often  profbas^,  to 
place  the  manufkcturing  aha  cotnfnefcial 
interests  in  the  same  position  as  the  agrt- 
Goltural  Interest;  or  would  th^y  cOiitiniie 
to  giV6  an  advantage  to  the  agHcultttfal 
interest  beyond  what  wad  enjoy^  by  tither 
interests?    It  was  frequently  daid,  that  the 
agriculture  interest  had  exclusl^  bnftheiis 
to  bear,  and   was  therefore  entitled   to 
peculiar  pi^teCtioQ.    He  had  Often  hfeahd 
this  proposition  stated,  but  what  w^fe  the 
peculiar  burthens  borne  by  the  agrlcutttiral 
interest?    The  only  burthen    mentioned 
by  his  hon.  fHehd,    which    was  pet:unar 
to  the  agriculturists,  was  the  highway 
rate.     [Mr.  Whitmore  said,  he  had  al4o 
mentioned  Poor-rate — another  hon.  Mem- 
ber Called  out  "tithes'*!— a  third  *'the 
Land.tajf."]     He  denied  that  tithes  were 
paid  by  the  agriculturists  exclusively »  and 
as  to  Poor-rates,  every  kind  of  property 
cohtribiited  to  the  Poor-rates.    {An  Hwa. 
Member:    Does    funded    property    con- 
tribute ?]    No,  he  did  not  say,  that  the 
funds  contributed,  but  sufely  they  did  not 
call  their  own  debts  property,  nor  shotitd  it 
be  said,  that,  because  a  man  had  owed  a 
sum  of  money,  he  should  cbntribote  to  the 
support  of  the  poor.    This,  however,  was 
fbreign  to  the  present  question,  though  It 
was  well  deaetving   of  consideration  On 
some  future    occasion.    What   he    sow 
wished  to  confine  hitnself  to,    was  thb 
simple  quefttiofa — Were  the  Corn-laws  fkir 
to  the  manufacturing  population!     For 
fbur  or  five  years  past  the  average  quantity 
of  com  imported  into  this  country  was  about 
1,000,000  quarters  each  year.    It  was  no 
matter  whether  the  quantity  wasi  a  little 
more  or  less.    All  he  meant  to  prove  t^ 
it  was,  that  this  country  was  ttpthtlf  aft 
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ittipOMiUfr  cOiiritt"^;  dr,  ih  dtfibrvi^ords  that 
)i  did  hot  st(M  corh  etidtigh  for  Ih^  cdh- 
lUiiiptioh  b(  ltd  potiutaiidn.     If  Ibreign 
tjorh  i^as  ei^diid^d.  then,  until  the  prtbe  it 
hdhie  fojki  td  a  derUiih  dbdiiht,  it  ^a!i  a 
mbtibpbiy  to  ttible  ^t-owitig  cbrii,  agdiii^t 
(hbsfe  who  cbbSii^^d  it,  and  W^rb^hgag^d 
ifi  dthbr  Rindd  df  ihdtidtry.     If  th^re  was 
lib  pebuliaf   reason    t^hy  thii$  indndpoly 
should  be  given  td  the  corii  ^rdw^fd,  the 
leit^  ^i6h  gavb  it  vfAi  clearljr  ab  unjdit 
kW,  (br  it  bebefitcd  otie  diass,  by  injuHng 
dbdth§r.    He  ^ftiitled,  fVeety  atld  fully, 
that   whatbvei'    Exclusive  burtbehs  i^ere 
bbriib  by  the  landed  ihterest  sbould  be  re- 
moved,   df    el^e  A  protection    should  be 
givbfi  to  tbein  edual  to  the  aihount  of  those 
Dtirtfaehs.     Mucti  as  had  been  said  on  this 
subject,  he  had  neVer  yet  heatd  any  one 
state  how  much  was  the  amount  of  the 
exciusitd  bbttUenS  borne  \}j  the  agricultuN 
Idts,  calculatbd  on  a  qtidrter  df  corn;  Hhd, 
iihtii  thai  t^as  dclhe,   he  admitted  tii^y 
cdtild  iibt  prdcbfcd  to  fit  one  partibular 
HIb  df  duty.     Leatin^  bdt  df  the  questidn 
dn  the  i^reSeht  bcca^ion  all  considerations 
iidnh^tlted  ivilh  the  rate  of  dtity  to  Whtbh 
born  oii^bt  td  be  rendbrdd  liable,  he  would 
^dtifine  hirriself  lb  ati  eiaminatiotl  of  the 
principle  lipbn  wbich  that  duty  was  sit 
Present  idpbsed,  and  bb  #as  of  opinion 
iltdt  it  ttdit  impossible  fbt  thb  fat-mbr  ^ver 
id  have  justice  done  bitn,  biilessthe  pHces 
bf  bdrh  were  better  regulated  in  the  biar- 
feel.   They  had  ali^ays  seeb,  that  whsltever 
the  pricb  df  corn  was,  thb  landholders  cob- 
ti^ndbd  td  have  it  maintained  at  that  fate. 
iVheH  the  price  was  80s.,  they  contended 
that  they  could  hoi  Wit  if  it  were  less,  and 
now  thdt  it  iHfaft  60i.  they  ifirere  afraid  of 
Hwy  redfattidh  of  the  duty,  for  fcar  df  re- 
redudtion   in  price.      He  certainly  w^s 
bf  opihioil  that    i  fited    duty  of  tl  fbw 
shillings  wa$  all  that  iiiras  bedessary  to  giire 
ample  security  to  the  agricultural  interest. 
As  long  Ks  the  present  variable  rates  of' 
duties  #ete  majhtained.  It  was  impossible 
that  so  regalaf  a  sbpply,  ot  regular  prices, 
could  be  roaihtained  in  the  biarkets,  as  if 
the  markets  Werbleft  perfectly  open;  and, 
as  a  prddf  of  that  they  had  seen  the  price 
of  cdrri  taryinff  frohi  70s.  to  50s.  within 
the  short  perioa  of  three  months;  and  even 
varying  12s.  ih  bne  hionth.    It  was  im- 
pdsstble  that  anv  prbdence,  foresight,  or 
experience  coula  kvail  against  such  varia- 
tion. Tet  this  was  the  result  of  the  present 
system,  which,  as  soon  as  the  prices  rose, 
admitted  sncb  an  influx  of  corn  aft  brought 


the  markets  immediately  down,  even  below 
the  former  price.    Whht  was  most  wished 
fbi-  iiras,  a  steady  prices  and  steady  supply 
of  cbrn,  and  he  opposed  the  present  varying 
sedle  dn  the  ground  that  it  did  not  a^ord 
si  steady  price  or  a  regular  supply.     It 
^ki  on  these  grounds  that  he  (JMr.  Hume) 
proposed  in  1827,  that  a  fixed  duty  should 
be  mid  on  all  corn  imported.    He  at  that 
tiine  proposed  that  a  fixed  duty  of  15s. 
shbiild  bb  ]i\A  on  all  wheat,  which  should 
be  reduced  to  lOs.  when  it  could  have 
been   ascertained   whether  that   amount 
would  be  sufficient  td  meet  the  borthena 
of  the  country.    He  had  afterwards  prd- 
posed,  instead  df  the  varying  scale  ef  dutiea 
adbpted  in  1828,  that  a  free  trade  in  com 
shoiild  be  alldwed,  on  payment  df  a  fixed 
duty  of  lOs.  per  quarter  on  wheat.    The 
division  whibh  ensued  upon  his  Motion  at 
that  time  gave  him  small  hopes  of  bver 
attaining  his  object;  but  let  him  now  ball 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  some  tesults 
Whibh  he  had    selected  from    the  facts 
relative  to  the  import  df  corn.    The  duty 
clt  the  lowest  which  he  proposed,  was  lOs. 
a  quarter  upon  wheat;  the  importation  of 
wbeat  Since  1 827  amounted  to  4,795,000 
quarters,  tipon  which  quantity  a  duty  of 
only  6s.  8t2.  per  quarter  by  the  gradudted 
Scale,  had  been  paid.     Cdnsequently  if 
the  10s.  duty  had  existed,  the  revenue 
Would  have  benefited  by  the  amqubt  of 
^i*  4(1.  more  upon  each  imported  quarter, 
that  would  prove  a  lietter  protectidH  to 
agriculturists,  and  he  doubted  whether  it 
might  not  also  be  asserted  that  the  price 
df  bread  woiild  have  been  less.    Besides 
which,  it  must  be  observed,  that  the  mai*- 
ktit  was  always  in  danger  of  being  glutted 
the  moment  thb  duty  was  redubed  to  so 
low  an  amount  as  to  render  it  worth  the 
importer's  while  to  bring  any  considerable 
quantity  into  the  ports.    The  duty  which 
he  at  that  time  proposed  on  barley  was  8s. 
yet  the  average  amount  realised  by  the 
varying  system  had  only  been  4s.  8rf.,  and 
the  duty  which  he  had  proposed  on  oats 
Was  6s.,  while  the  amount  realised  had 
been  58.  lid.    From  this  it  would  be  sebn 
that   Instead  of  about  2,300,000/.,   the 
total  amount  of  duties  realised  under  the 
varying  scale,  the  amount  which  would 
have  been  received  under  the  fixed  rate  bf 
duty  proposed  by  him  (snpposing  the  same 
quantity  of  corn  to  have  been  imported) 
would  have  been  3,260,000/.,  so  that  not 
only  had  the  public  lost  the  advantage  df  a 
Stefldy  rbarket  by  the  rejection  bf  bis  plati| 
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but  1 ,000,000/.  sterling  had  been  lost  to  the 
Treasiiiy.  Nor  was  that  all ;  the  country 
had  also  lost  the  advantage  of  the  im- 
provements in  commerce,  and  the  increase 
of  the  manuffictures,  which  would  have 
taken  place,  and  the  landlords  themselves 
had  had  to  pay  a  large  additional  amount 
in  poor-rates,  which  would  not  have  been 
required  if  the  country  had  been  flourish- 
ing, work  plentiful,  and  bread  cheap.  He 
would  undertake  to  prove,  that  the  present 
Corn -laws  had  been  detrimental  to  the 
public,  without  being  beneficial  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  He  did  not  expect 
to  hear  it  denied  that  every  import  must 
be  paid  for  by  an  export.  If  so,  every 
quarter  of  wheat  imported  put  into  em- 
ployment some  manufacturers  to  pay  for 
that  import.  He  wished  the  House  to 
answer  this  question—''  could  the  em- 
ployment of  hands  in  agriculture  be  now 
increased  in  agriculture?*'  He  should 
say  '*  very  little,"  for  there  was  a  limit 
to  the  cultivation  of  land ;  but  there  was 
no  limit  to  the  increased  employment  of 
hands  in  manufactures,  save  a  want  of 
demand.  Now,  what  produced  a  want  of 
demand  ?  A  refusal  to  take  from  other 
countries  the  commodities  which  they 
produced.  Fortunately  for  England,  all 
her  imports  were  raw  materials.  The  cost 
of  the  raw  material,  generally  speaking, 
was  not  more  than  nine,  ten,  or  at  the 
outside,  twenty  per  cent  of  the  finished 
article ;  all  the  rest  was  the  profits  of 
capital  and  wages  laid  out  in  this  country. 
Every  device,  therefore,  ought  to  be  used 
to  increase  the  manufactures  of  the  coun- 
try,  which  would  thus  relieve  the  agricul- 
tural parishes  of  the  loads  of  unemployed 
poor  with  which  they  were  at  present 
filled.  Whenever  a  stagnation  took  place 
in  maiiufactures,  the  manufacturing  la- 
bourers were  flung  back  upon  their  pa- 
rishes, and  thus  increased  the  amount  of 
the  Poor-rates.  And  thus  it  happened, 
that  the  agriculturists  were  directly  in- 
terested in  the  success  of  the  manufacturer, 
and  that  any  check  to  the  prosperity  of 
the  latter  proved  more  injurious  to  the 
former  than  any  monopoly  of  the  Corn- 
laws  was  ever  found  to  be  beneficial.  He 
did  not  expect  to  hear  it  disputed,  that 
when  wages  were  high,  and  the  price  of 
food  dear,  industry  was  proportionably 
checked.  Therefore,  if  in  England  we 
had  wages  higher,  and  corn  thirty  per 
cent  dearer  than  on  the  Continent,  it  fol- 
lowed that  we  were  checking  the  activity 


and  paralyzing  the  energy  of  our  manu- 
factures. The  manufacturers  of  Belgium, 
France,  Switzerland,  and  the  United 
States,  were  all  actively  employed  in 
manufacturing  articles  of  every  descrip- 
tion, which  came  in  competition  with  the 
same  articles  of  our  manufacture.  Now, 
if  he  took  the  continent  of  South  America 
as  a  common  market,  into  which  they  all 
entered,  it  wasclear  that  the  buyer  would  not 
consider  so  much  the  cost  at  which  the  ma- 
nufacture had  been  produced, as  the  quality 
of  what  he  was  going  to  buy.  If  we  were 
obliged  to  feed  our  population  thirty  per 
cent  dearer  than  the  population  of  our 
rivals  was  fed,  by  paying  50s.  a^narter 
for  com  which  in  Europe  and  America 
could  be  purchased  for  30s.  a-quarter,  the 
consequence  was  clear,  that  the  manufac- 
turers of  England  were  placed  in  a  situa- 
tion worse^  by  thirty  per  cent,  in  the  ex- 
pense of  manufacturing  than  their  Conti- 
nental and  Transatlantic  brethren.  Con- 
sequently the  rate  of  profit  which  they 
would  otherwise  derive  from  their  superior 
machinery,  and  their  more  easy  supply  of 
coal,  was  ground  down  by  their  meeting 
in  the  foreign  market  the  manufacturers 
of  cheaper  corn  countries.  What,  then, 
did  he  ask  the  House  to  do? — to  place 
the  workmen  of  England  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  workmen  of  other  ccJUntries, 
and  then  he  had  no  doubt  that  we  should 
extend  our  commerce  in  every  market  in 
the  world,  and  should  supply  them  with 
better  goods  at  as  cheap,  if  not  a  cheaper 
rate,  than  any  of  our  rivals.  We  should 
thus  be  able  to  employ  a  greater  number 
of  workmen  in  proportion  to  the  greater 
consumption  of  the  goods  we  manufac- 
tured. Would  this  hurt  the  agricultural 
interest?  Quite  the  reverse.  At  the 
present  moment  the  people  of  England 
were  only  three-quarters  fed,  and  the 
result  of  this  improvement  in  our  manu- 
facturers would  be,  that  they  would  be 
fully  fed.  Thus,  not  only  would  all  the 
corn  now  consumed  be  still  consumed  at  a 
price  equal  to  that  now  paid  for  it,  but 
there  would  also  be  a  demand  for  an  ad- 
ditional supply,  which  could  not  fail  to 
prove  advantageous  to  the  agricultural  in- 
terest. He  next  called  upon  the  House  to 
consider  what  the  operation  of  a  free  trade 
in  corn  would  be  upon  foreign  nations* 
Every  country,  knowing  the  rate  of  duty 
at  which  we  suffered  its  importation,  would 
calculate  the  expense  at  which  they  could 
transport  it  to  England ;  and  adding  the 
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expense  of  transport  to  the  rate  of  duty, 
would  thus  calculate  the  expense  at  which 
they  could  supply  our  market.  Our 
market  would  thus  be  free  from  fluctuation, 
owing  to  the  constancy  of  the  supply. 
Would  the  price  of  corn  fall  in  this  coun- 
try in  consequence  ?  Certainly  not.  There 
was  abundant  proof  that  the  opening  of 
our  ports  always  tended  to  raise  the  price 
of  foreign  corn  to  the  price  in  the  English 
market,  and  not  to  sink  the  price  of  British 
com  to  the  price  in  the  continental  market. 
This  had  been  sufficiently  proved  by  facts. 
In  1828  wheat  at  Dantzic  was  at  28$.  a 
bushel ;  and  at  Hamburgh  at  235. ;  whilst 
in  England  the  prices  rose  from  56s.  to 
76$.  The  consequence  was,  that  the  ports 
of  England  had  been  open  to  admit  corn 
free  of  duty,  and  at  Dantzic  the  prices  rose 
in  one  week  from  24s.  to  50s.  This  was  a 
practical  proof  that  a  free  trade  would  not 
lower  the  prices  in  England,  but  would 
raise  the  price  in  other  countries,  and  that 
the  market  of*  England  would  regulate  the 
prices  of  corn  throughout  the  world.  In 
the  winter  of  1829  and  1830,  wheat  rose 
at  Dantzic  from  24s.  to  36s.  The  price 
in  England  was  at  5 Is.,  but  it  rose  till  the 
duty  fell  to  Is-,  and  then  the  prices  at 
Dantzic  and  Hamburgh  rose  in  proportion 
fis  in  the  former  case.  In  1832  similar 
instances  occurred.  The  consequence  was, 
tiiat  agricultural  distress  was  greatly  in- 
creased, and  that  an  able-bodied  la- 
bourer could  cam  but  3s.  6rf.  a-week. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  resolution  recently 
passed  by  a  parish  in  Norfolk,  to  the 
same  etfeet  as  that  in  Hampshire,  to  which 
such  pointed  allusion  was  made  last  night. 
Was  it  not  fit  to  try  whether  altering  the 
system,  which  had  produced  such  terrible 
results,  would  not  lead  to  a  better  state  of 
things  ?  Worse  there  could  not  be ;  a 
better  he  believed  there  might  be,  by 
giving  energy  to  the  capital  and  skill  of 
the  country,  by  which  alone  could  we 
flatter  ourselves  with  the  prospect  of  find- 
ing employment  for  that  part  of  our  popu- 
lation which  was  now  unemployed.  He 
was  told,  however,  by  the  agriculturists 
that  he  ought  to  consider  the  difference 
in  the  amount  of  taxes  paid  by  this  coun- 
try and  by  foreign  countries,  and  that  it 
was  not  fair  to  the  farmers  of  England  not 
to  put  upon  foreign  com  a  tax  equal  to  the 
difference  between  foreign  taxation  and 
our  own.  To  this  he  would  answer: 
'*  Would  leaving  your  population  unem- 
ployed enable  them  to  pay  that  tax ;  gr^ 


indeed,  any  other  tax ;  and  if  it  would  not 
enable  them  to  pay  taxes,  would  it  not 
render  the  pressure  of  taxation  still  heavier 
upon  that  part  of  the  community  which 
would  be  compelled  to  meet  it  V*  Let  them 
take  hardware,  for  instance.  It  was  ad- 
mitted that  of  the  value  of  the  exported 
article  from  fifty  to  sixty  per  cent  had  been 
paid  in  labour  and  in  interest  upon  capital. 
The  average  was  fifty  per  cent,  although 
it  sometimes  rose  to  ninety.  If  100/. 
worth  of  cutlery  were  exported,  50/.  of 
the  value  had  been  spent  upon  labour,  and 
25/.  of  this  was  paid  by  the  labourer  for 
taxes  on  what  he  consumed.  If,  in  return 
for  this  export,  raw  materials  were  imported 
to  be  manufactured  for  exportation,  the 
same  calculation  was  to  be  made,  and  thus 
50/.  was  contributed  towards  the  payment 
of  the  national  debt.  As  oflen  as  the 
transaction  was  renewed,  as  often  would 
the  benefit  accrue  to  the  community.  He 
said  then,  that  by  giving  employment  to 
the  unemployed  and  starving  labourers,you 
would  give  them  the  opportunity  of  pay- 
ing more  taxes,  by  consuming  more'  tax- 
able articles.  He  contended,  that  nothing 
was  more  opposed  to  all  the  principles 
contained  in  the  speech  of  his  hon.friend, 
the  member  for  Wolverhampton,  than  his 
determination  to  stand  by  the  present 
system  of  averages.  Land  in  England 
would  be  of  no  greater  value  than  it  was 
in  Poland,  if  it  were  not  for  the  great 
extent  of  our  manufacturing  interests,  ^  It 
was,  therefore,  his  opinion  that  we  ought 
to  throw  open  our  ports  to  the  whole 
world,  to  receive  any  articles  which  other 
countries  might  choose  to  send  us.  He 
was  satisfied,  that  no  means  of  relief  would 
be  effectual  till  we  had  freed  our  industry 
from  the  shackles  by  which  it  was  now  op- 
pressed. He  concluded  by  moving  as  an 
Amendment,  *'  That  all  the  words  after 
the  word  '  that  *  in  Mr.  Whitmore's  Mo- 
tion be  struck  out,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
serting the  following: — 'That  it  is  the 
opinion  of  this  House  that  any  sort  of 
corn,  grain,  meal,  and  flour,  which  is  now 
imported  into  the  United  Kingdom,  shall 
be  admissible  at  all  times  on  payment  of  a 
fixed  duty.'"  He  had  not  named  the 
amount  of  duty,  as  he  was  more  anxious 
upon  this  occasion  to  establish  the  principle 
of  his  Resolution  than  to  fix  the  rate  of 
duty  which  would  be  fair  to  all  parties. 

Lord  Newark  maintained,  that  if  the 
principles  of  the  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex were  to  be^establisbed,  th«  unmediate 
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effect  would  be  to  throw  all  the  pobr  lands 
of  the  kine;ddfii  obt  of  duUivatioD ;  nor 
was  tt  certain  that  any  foreigii  Supply 
would  be  either  regblar  or  Abundant,  or 
that  any  advantage  to  be  derived  to  the 
fhanufacturei*  would  cotnf^nsate  for  the 
ftiischief  of  thfbwihg  ^o  large  &  portion  of 
(he  lijCTibiiltural  poor  out  of  eniplby.     He 
dhobld  always  b^   ready  to  defehd  the 
claims  df  the  agtictiUurists,  but  at  present 
he  put  the  t(uestion  before  the  Hbuse  upon 
ibtsllly  dt(teredt  groutids.     Whence  Would 
the  ithpbrtatioh  of  corn  be  detived  were 
the  trade  to  be  thrown  open  ?    Five  yeats 
the  importation  amounted   lb  7,735,000 
quarters,  and  of  this  4,500,000  came  froth 
the  ports  in  the  northerh  part  of  Eiirope, 
lj500,000  quarters  came  from  Prussid, 
and  i  ,250,000  quarters  from  Russia,  and 
front  these  two  countries  c^me  bne-thii'd 
of  the  whole  supply.    The  United  States 
itt  18li<l  setit  btit  little,  but  in  1830  they 
sefit  abbut  bhe-eighth,  and  in  l83l  they 
setit  ofie-fihh  bt  the'  whole  of  the  fbreign 
supply.    These  Were    the    bountfies    on 
which  it  wfti  proposed  to  place  tlngland. 
iH  ft  state  of  absolute  dependence  for  a 
supplir    bf  fbod.     Russia,   Prussia,    and 
America!     With   the  troops    of  Russia 
ejtteiidin^  fi-btri   the  Baltic  to  the  Bos- 
phbfuSi  and  iri  possession  of  Constanti- 
tiobte,  woiiid  the  Miui^ters  bf  England  be 
bettet  able  to  assiime  a  higher  attitude  in 
dealing  with  het^  when  this  country  was 
depeiidetit  bn  her  for  the  food  she  ate  ? 
Would  the  Governmetit  df  Engtahd  be 
better  able  to  induce  flds^ia  to  be  netitral 
in  the  affairs  of  Belgium  ?     England  had 
no  cbrh  dountry  frbfn  which  she  could 
receive  gtain  by  way  of  tribute,  and  she 
would  have  to   depend   entirely  oti   the 
jesllous  Powers  of  the  ^bflh  of  Europe. 
What  would  thej*e  be  ib  t)reVent  Russia 
doing  ^Usi  shehaddobein  the  year  1801? 
There  could  be  tio  greater  fallacy  than  to 
drgae  that  the  greater  the  quantity  of  borti 
impoHed  the  greater,  was  the  export  of 
British  manufactures.    The  returns  of  ex- 
erts and  inlportS  between  Russia  and 
England  sufficiehtly  disproved  that  asseN 
tibn.     In  1 830,  Russia  exported  one-third 
liiore  corn  than  she  had  done  in  1 829,  atjd 
yet  the  amount  of  exports  from  England 
to  Russia  was  e^tactly  the  same,     tie  had 
looked  over  the  tables  and  papefs  before 
the  House,  and  he  could  not  find  one  in- 
stance in  which  the  importatiob  of  corti 
had  governed  the  exportatiofi  of  manufac- 
tures.   The  very  year  tbdc  England  had 


imported  the  laf^tquittitity  oFco^ti  f^bln 
Russia  wa9  the  very  yeaf  that  Russia  had 
imported  the  least  quatitity  of  BHtiih 
manufactures.  The  hoti.  tiiember  for 
Middlesex  had  poitited  out  ^  hUmber  6f 
facts  to  shbWi  frbm  the  prices  it  Jt>aiit7ic 
and  at  other  places,  that  the  ptices  abroad 
would  rise  iti  propoirtioh  tb  British  impott- 
ation.  Until  the  geUeral  t>rices  of  EUrope 
would  approach  to  a  uniform  level.  If 
the  experiment  were  to  fait,  he  asked  in 
what  situation  would  the  country  be  leR? 
tie  maintained,  that  the  Country  had  been 
able  to  j[)foduce  etiough  bf  (boa  for  home 
consUiJiption  with  very  little  additloti,  aud 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  Fergus  0^  Connor  said,  that  afl  the 
Representative  of  perhaps  a  larger  agri* 
biiltiirkl  constlttJeiiC5r  than  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  that  Hbuse^  he  trusted  he  sbookl 
stand  excused  for  Offering  a  few  obsenra- 
tibbs  to  the  House.  Me  inaintained  that 
the  free  introdbctibh  of  cbfa  intbthekibg- 
dom  Would  have  the  effect  of  throwing  the 
agricultural  labourers,  tlot  ohiy  bf  all  Ire- 
land, but  he  was  pet-suaded  of  a  great  por- 
tion of  England  also,  out  of  employment, 
and  consequently  into  a  stdte  of  the  great- 
est distress;  and  before  the  country 
arrived  at  £iby  such  system,  they  (nustbome 
to  an  equal  adjustment  bf  all  pfopeKy. 
By  Opening  this  question,  they  would  thfow 
all  the  peasantry  upbn  the  mercy  of  tnerci- 
less  landlords :  and  ttioiigh  popumfity  might 
induce  him  to  advocate  free  trade  in  corn, 
yet  he  cbuld  not  do  ^o  In  justice  to  thoM 
who  had  returned  bith  to  that  House.  He 
held,  that  a  system  of  free  trade  in  com 
would  not  be  of  any  benefit  to  the  cdann- 
fadturing  interest,  either  now  or  at  any  re- 
mote period,  and  he  therefore  implored 
the  Hotise  not  to  be  led  siway  by  the  wild 
theorj^  of  political  economists. 

Mr.  Oilbert  Heaihcote  hoped  the 
House  would  reject  both  the  propOftitidos 
which  had  been  tnade ;  and  he  regretted 
that  his  hob.  friend,  the  member  for 
Wolvei-hamptbU,  had  brought  fbrward  hit 
Motion  at  tne  ptesent  time,  knowing,  aa  he 
did,  that  many  branches  of  our  ttade  #era 
in  a  flourishing  state  (especially  the  cotlOd 
trade) ;  that  the  price  of  wheat  was  on  the 
average  53s.  per  quarter,  a  pHce  which 
Was  several  Shillings  below  that  which 
wsiS  considered  to  be  only  a  fair  and  reteii* 
nerating  price ;  and  moreover  that  scarcely 
a  single  petition  had  been  presented  on 

the  subject  of  iht  Ccmi-Iaws.    VaAet  <| 


n66 


tk)!^  taws* 


{May  19} 

tlife  circmnstatieeg,  \ie  thought  his  hod. 
fHistid  might  have  po^tpotlfed  his  Motidtl ; 
ttttd  he  regt-ettod  tntit  h^  had  ttbt  adotited 
thiii  eoUfsd  upOri  the  (Jte^tit  occasion, 
bedau86  th6  t)1ati  h6  had  Ibtlowed  was  not 
lik%  td  lead  to  an^  gteat  pUblid  fesult, 
6jtc6pt  the  tefy  objectionable  One  of  a 
|f«at  loss  of  the  tittia  of  that  House. 
He  thought  they  ought  ndt  to  engage  lb 
bb^cuiatU^e  discussions  or  biing  forward 
d6ubtAll  motions,  but  limply  confine  them- 
aelffts  to  those  by  which  the  coutitfy  tuight 
be  beuefitM.  And  such  decisiotis  as  those 
sought  for  by  this  Motion  were  attended 
with  this  evil,  that  they  oft^h  brought  into 
oobtact  two  parties  who  ought  to  be  bound 
together  by  affectionate  ties,  tie  believed 
the  tetidency  of  this  Motion  would  b^,  not 
to  Secure  what  his  hon.  friend  had  called 
**  an  fe^uabte  price''  fot  corn,  but  to  lower 
the  price  of  that  article  t  and  if  a  Bill  were 
to  be  introduced  upon  these  Resolutions, 
he  should  call  it  a  Bill  to  lower  the  price 
of  Corn  S0«.  per  quarter.  Now  he  main- 
tained, that  the  step  towards  seeuring 
an  equable  price  Was  to  secure  perma- 
tiendy  ill  the  law.  tiie  business  of  a  farmer 
in  England  was  now  more  like  that  of 
a  mliti  gambling  on  the  Sitock  Exchange; 
his  situation  was  equally  uncertain. 
He  believed  that  a  great  change  had 
taken  place  in  the  public  mind  as  to  a 
fixed  duty  on  com ;  and  having  attended 
a  large  agricultural  meeting  lately,  he 
had  round  it  unnecessary  to  argue  this 
point,  because  the  present  ststem  was 
there  considered  to  be  the  best.  All 
whteh  the  agriculturists  wished  was  that 
thet  should  be  let  alone.  He  conceived 
that  the  object  of  this  Motion  was 
actually  to  make  a  low  duty  when  the 
price  of  com  was  low.  tn  that  part  of 
the  county  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent  thefe  were  seventeen  thousand 
registered  voters,  who  cultivated  their 
own  grouhds,  and  who  Were  small  pro- 
prietors. Nbw.  in  respect  to  those  per- 
sons, he  would  ask.  What  good  would 
(he  lowering  of  rents  do  to  those  per- 
sons ?  He  was  sorry  that  in  a  personal 
Canvass  which  he  had  made,  prior  to 
tlie  late  election,  he  had  found  these 
Sfftafl  proprietors  to  be  in  the  greatest 
possible  distress,  and  he  was  satisfied 
that  reducing  their  rSntS  would  not 
benefit  them,  if  the  lawyer  Was  to  come 
to  them  and  deniand  the  interest  on  his 
HUhlgaee.  Now,  what  the  hod.  metnber 
iftt  Middlesex  called  the  mooopoly  of 
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the  land  was,  after  all.  Only  a  fair  bfa- 
tection  which  waS  Sflfbhled  to  it.  Had 
the  sttk  trade  no  ptmectidU?  Had  the 
eotton  trade  nO  protection  Extended  to 
it?  ft  was  necessary  that  the  agricul- 
tural interest  should  know  Without  d^lay 

upon  what  System  they  Were  to  boii- 
tinue ;  and  he  hbped  thkt  hi^  Maiesty^s 
Ministers  would  at  oHCe  Spekk  OUt 
boldly  as  to  what  their  futUre  ihtgU- 
tiOns  Were  in  reference  to  this  tUost  ihi- 
portant  topic. 

tA)Td  Althorp  f6^e  ahd  skid,  Jt  Wa^  a 
matter  which  could  be  doubted  by  no 
man,  that  this  was  a  question  of  the 
greatest  possible  consequence  to  all 
classes,  and  one  in  which  the  (belinga 
of  the  country,  whenever  it  inight  be 
brought  under  the  cohsideratidii  of  the 
House  with  a  view  to  its  Settlenieht,  itlust 
be  strongly  excited.  It  WaS  impossible 
that  they  should  not  consider^  in  the  ^fst 
instance,  the  time  at  whidh  the  Subject  was 
brought  forward,  and  the  chlit)ce  whicb 
there  Consequently  existed  of  a  Settleirient 
of  the  question,  he  would  appeal  tO  the 
consideration  df  the  House  whether^  if  the 

E reposition  either  of  hiS  hoh.  friend  behind 
im,  or  of  the  hon.  GentleiUan  who  had 
moved  the  Amendmetit,  Were  carried  on 
the  present  occasion,  there  Would  be  ihy 
chance  of  the  House  comiilg  to  a  satis- 
factory settlement  of  the  question  at  the 
present  moment?  If  he  looked  to  the 
important  interests  which  Were  noW  Under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament,  and  to 
the  intense  feelifig  Which  tierVaded  the 
country  in  reference  to  the  questions 
which  must  come  under  their  disCusSioti, 
he  would  say,  that,  if  ever  there  Wlis  a 
period  in  which  it  Was  Unadviseable  to 
enter  upon  a  consideration  tif  the  tJorn- 
laws,  that  Was  the  tifne.  Looking  at  the 
mere  question  of  the  ti^e  which  remain- 
ed for  the  public  business  yet  to  be  done, 
he  thought  it  would  be  found  short  enough 
without  the  addition  of  this  questioHy 
which,  under  any  circumstances.  Would 
make  so  large  a  demand  on  the  attentioii 
of  Parliament.  Under  these  cireum- 
Stances,  he  would  ask,  ought  such  a 
period  to  be  chosen  for  re-opening  a  sub- 
ject of  such  magnitude,  and  which  muSt 
greatly  excite  the  country  from  one  end  to 
the  othef  ?  Besides,  the  price  of  corn  waa 
not  now  pressing.  It  was  low,  and  the 
manufacturers  were,  on  the  whole,  in  It 
state  of  employment  When  he  objected 
ta  making  any^  change  iti  ant  aystdm  at 
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this  time,  he  must  add,  speaking  his  own 
private  opinion,  that  he  did  not  see  any 
such  great  advantage  which  those  laws 
produced  to  the  landed  interest.  He 
hoped,  that  at  any  time  he  should  not 
allow  considerations  of  individual  interest 
to  sway  in  giving  his  opinion,  even  as  a 
private  person,  on  a  subject  of  such  mag- 
nitude, and  still  less  should  he  do  so  in 
his  character  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
whose  duty  it  was,  to  take  those  measures 
which  might  best  promote  the  interest  of 
all  classes  ;  but  he  might  remark,  that  he 
did  not  seethe  Corn-laws  had  been  of  such 
advantage  to  the  landed  interest,  that  he, 
as  a  landed  proprietor,  would  be  greatly 
benefited  by  keeping  them  as  they  were. 
His  great  objection  to  any  change  now 
was,  the  unfitness  of  the  time,  and  the 
pressure  of  so  many  other  and  more  urgent 
subjects  on  the  attention  of  Parliament. 
On  these  grounds  it  was  his  intention  to 
have  moved  the  "  previous  question"  to 
the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Wolverhampton;  but  he  was  now  pre- 
cluded by  the  forms  of  the  House  from 
doing  so,  as  an  Amendment  was  already 
moved.  He  would,  therefore,  oppose  the 
Amendment,  with  the  view  of  meeting  the 
original  question  afterwards  with  a  nega- 
tive. With  these  feelings  of  the  unfitness 
of  the  time  for  the  consideration  of  this 
great  question,  the  House  would  see  the 
propriety  of  his  not  following  either  of  the 
hon.  Members  into  the  details  into  which 
they  had  gone.  He  might  remark,  how- 
ever, with  respect  to  fluctuations  of  prices, 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  referred, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  prevent  such 
fluctuations  where  the  price  of  corn  in  this 
country  was  raised  by  factitious  means 
above  that  of  the  Continent.  He  would 
also  observe  on  what  appeared  to  him  to 
be  a  very  general  and  a  very  erroneous 
opinion  on  the  subject  of  prices  as  afifected 
by  the  Corn-laws.  It  was  believed  by 
many,  that  the  loss  to  the  consumer  in  this 
country  was  equal  to  the  whole  amount 
of  difference  between  the  price  which  corn 
bore  here,  and  that  at  which  it  was  sold 
in  the  foreign  market.  Now  this  was  not 
the  case,  for  it  was  always  remarked  that 
the  opening  of  our  ports  to  the  admission 
of  foreign  corn  was  immediately  followed 
by  a  rise  of  prices  in  the  foreign  market, 
80  as  often  to  come  very  near  to  our  own 
price.  He  would  again  add,  that  this  was 
not  the  time  for  agitating  the  question. 
Mr,  Baring  said,  it  was  fit  the  country 


should  know,  that  the  noble  Lord*s  sole 
objection  to  this  question  being  settled 
was  one  purely  of  time,  and  that  he  con- 
sidered the  Corn-laws  to  be  in  such  a 
state  that  nothing  could  be  worse.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  Baring)  had  been  accused  of  in- 
consistency in  making  long  speeches  one 
way  and  voting  another,  bat  what  degree 
of  inconsistency  was  this  to  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  who  came  down  to  that  Hoase 
and  objected  to  a  discussion  upon  the 
Corn-laws,  while  he  admitted  that  those 
laws  were  so  bad  that  nothing  could  be 
worse  ? 

Lord  Althorp  rose  to  explain.  He  had 
not  said,  that  the  Corn-laws  were  so  bad 
that  nothing  could  be  worse,  but  be  had 
merely  expressed  doubts  whether  they 
operated  so  advantageously  for  the  agri- 
culturists as  was  generally  supposed. 

Mr.  Baring  begged  pardon  of  the  noble 
Lord,  if  he  had  pushed  his  construction  of 
the  noble  Lord's  words  too  far,  but  the  im- 
pression caused  by  them  must  be,  that  he 
was  unfavourable  to  the  protecting  duties. 
If  then  the  noble  Lord  thought  the  Corn- 
laws    injurious  to   the  prosperity  of  the 
country,  what  time  ought  to  be  suffered 
to  stand  in  the  way  of  a  removal  of  the 
evil  ?     Had  they  sat  in  that  House  debat- 
ing for  three  months  and  done  nothing  ? 
If  the  noble  Lord  thought  the  Corn-laws 
injurious  to  the  country,  there  could  be 
no  time  at  which  they  ought  not  to  be 
taken  into  consideration.   The  noble  Lord 
was  not  aware  of  the  effect  which  might 
be  produced  upon  all  the  great  interests  of 
the  country  by  his  remarks,  when  so  much 
uncertainty  existed  upon  this  important 
question.     The  state  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, the  East  India  Charter — these  ques- 
tions had  never  be.en  brought  before  the 
House ;  and  he  need  hardly  state  to  them 
that  it  would  be  the  duty  of  a  vigilant  Go- 
vernment to  bring  forward  some  of  these 
great  quesions  on  which  the  industry  of 
the  country  depended.     The  impression 
produced  by  the  noble  Lord's  speech  was, 
that  he  was  friendly  to  some  alteration  in 
the  Corn-laws.    Nothing  could  tend  so 
much  to  keep  all  pers()ns  in  the  dark  as  to 
how  they  should  keep  their  engagements 
as  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  then  adverted  to  the 
evidence  of  a  Mr.  Webb,  of  Salisbunr, 
with  a  view  to  show  the  value  of  land. 
Mr.  Webb,  it  appeared,  was  a  valuer  of 
land,  and  on  the  question  being  put  to  bim 
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his  reply  was,  that  it  was  worth  twenty-six 
or  twenty-seven  years*  purchase.    He  was 
then  asked,  what  had  been  the  value  of 
land  at  the  period  the  Stocks  were  down 
to  seventy,  and  it  appeared  that  at  that 
period  land  was  worth  thirty-two  years' 
purchase.    This  gentleman  attributed  the 
difference  as  to  the  value  of  land  to  the 
uncertainty  which  prevailed   as  to  what 
would  be  done  in  respect  to  the  Corn- 
laws.    He  thought  the  public  would  have 
liked  better  to  have  heard  that  the  noble 
I^rd  had  taken  some  decided  step  upon 
this  subject  rather  than  hear  that  he  had 
made  tne  speech   he  had  just  uttered. 
He    acknowledged    that    he    felt    most 
strongly  the  injury  done  to  the  country. 
The  question  of  the  protecting  duties  on 
corn  he  considered  to  be  one  of  degree, 
and  when  he  had  met  his  constituents  he 
had  acquainted  them  that  he  would  main- 
tain the  Corn-laws  as  they  existed.     He 
should  like  to  know  what  great  injury  any 
Gentleman  of  that  House  had  ever  known 
or  experienced  from  the  operation  of  the 
present  Corn- laws  ?  As  far  as  his  inquiries 
went  he  was  happy  to  say,  that  though 
distress  might  prevail  in  some  places,  still, 
upon  the  whole,  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts were  in  as  prosperous  a  condition  as 
they  had  been  for  many  years.    The  con- 
trary was  the  case  as  regarded  agriculture. 
The  distress  in  this  respect  exceeded  even 
what  they  expected.    What  necessity  was 
there  then  to  alter  the  law  when  the  dis- 
tress was  with  the  agriculturists,  and  the 
prosperity  with  the  manufacturers  ?    The 
noble  Lord    seemed  to  think,    that  the 
agriculturists  were  not  much  benefited  by 
the  present  protection.    Were  they,  then, 
to  be  led  away  by  the  opinions  of  political 
economists,  who  themselves  did  not  under- 
stand the  theories  they  propounded  ?  The 
price  of  corn  at  present  and  the  rate  of 
rents  were  very  little  above  what  they  were 
before  the  war.    They  had  it  in  evidence 
before  the  Committee,  that  in  one  county 
one-third  or  one-fourth  of  the  lands  had 
gone  out  of  cultivation,  no  doubt  from 
inadequate  remuneration.    If  the  present 
law  had  produced  great^  fluctuation,  or  too 
high  a  price,  that  might  be  some  ground 
for  altering  it.  But  such  was  not  the  case. 
It  was  admitted,  on  the  contrary,  that 
steadiness  of  price  had  been  the  result. 
The  noble  Lonl  (Lord  Althorp)  said,  fluc- 
tuation was  inseparable  from  an  artificial 
price  of  corn.  This  he  must  deny.  During 
ibe  five  years  this  law  had  been  in  foroe 


the  price  here  was  more  steady  than  on 
the  Continent.  During  that  period  the 
price  stood  at  about  60s.,  sometimes  a 
little  more,  sometimes  less.  There  was 
no  period  of  history  in  which  it  would  not 
be  found  that  the  price  of  corn  was  liable 
to  fluctuation.  During  these  five  years 
the  price  at  Havre  and  on  the  Seine  was 
at  an  average  of  80s.  This  proved,  that 
the  present  system  had  not  worked  so  ill. 
The  principle  laid  down  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  was  one  of  pure 
political  economy.  He  went  along  with 
him  to  a  certain  degree,  but  there  were 
disturbing  causes  which  sometimes  ren- 
dered it  necessary  to  depart  from  these 
principles.  It  was  the  business  of  a  wise 
Government  to  render  a  country  as  much 
as  possible  independent  of  foreign  supply, 
otherwise  it  might  happen  here,  as  it  some- 
times did  in  the  East  Indies,  that  thou- 
sands might  die  for  want  of  food.  There 
was  no  reason  to  entertain  the  Motion, 
but  there  was  great  reason  why  the  coun- 
try should  not  be  disturbed  from  one  end 
to  the  other  by  the  language  of  the  noble 
Lord.  What  was  the  state  of  the  great 
manufactures  of  this  country  ?  In  the 
corn  trade,  the  cotton,  the  pottery,  or  any 
other  great  branch,  was  there  any  prospect 
of  dangerous  competition  ?  No ;  they  had 
advantages  in  this  respect  which  no  other 
country  enjoyed,  and  there  was  not  the 
least  ground  for  altering  the  Corn-laws. 
He  should  like  to  know  from  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  whether 
France  manifested  any  disposition  to  take 
these  manufactures^  He  believed  not. 
If  the  ports  of  France  were  opened  to- 
morrow, France  would  not  take  our  manu- 
factures. These  difficulties  arose  from 
the  fiscal  regulation  of  the  other  Conti- 
nental nations.  Holland  was  the  only 
country  with  which  England  had  a  per- 
fectly free  trade.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Althorp)  said,  that  if  we  opened  our  ports, 
the  price  of  corn  in  England  would  not 
fall,  but  the  price  of  corn  in  foreign 
countries  would  rise.  This  would  be  the 
case  if  there  was  a  great  want  of  corn ;  but 
if  there  was  an  abundance  of  com  of  home 
growth,  the  price  must  necessarily  fall  to 
the  Continental  price.  It  was  admitted 
on  all  hands,  that  some  protection  was 
necessary,  to  the  amount  at  least  of 
the  greater  pressure  of  charge  upon 
English  agriculturists  above  those  of  the 
Continent.  The  two  richest  conntries 
.  Europe  could  boast  of  were  those  in  which 
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oorn  wM  protected :  he  meant  England 
^nd  Fiance.  Those  oauntriea  in  which 
them  was  no  protection  ware  the  most 
iniseraMe  in  Europe,  He  hoped  the 
House  would  listen  to  no  such  proposition 
as  that  now  submitted  to  them ;  and  he 
regretted,  that  the  manner  in  which  the 
nohle  l.ord  eo^pressed  himself  was  such  as, 
he  feared  I  would  produce  a  most  unfortu- 
nate impression  throughout  the  country. 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  he  should 
^ot  have  risen  were  it  not  for  the  manner  in 
which  what  had  fallen  from  his  noble  friend 
(tofd  AUhorp)  had  been  misrepresented 
by  (he  hen.  member  for  £ssex(Mr.  Baring). 
The  hon«  Member  had  before  now  ob- 
sef  vedi  in  reference  to  himself,  that  his  own 
speeches  and  votes  ocfcasionally  disagreed 
in  tenQ^  and.  probably,  on  the  present 
occasion,  the  hon.  Member  was  too  much 
engaged  in  l^eeping  hold  of  his  own  ideas, 
^ith  a  view  to  teoonoile  them  to  his  vote, 
\(k  t^Uand  snflfieiaptly  to  the  sentiments 
eapre^sed  hy  his  noble  friepd.  the  Chan- 
e^DoF  of  the  £|(ohequer.  His  ooUe  friend 
did  DPI  say  (as  (ha  hon.  Meaaber  appeared 
|c$  mppose)  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
Ministers  ip  a  future  Session  tq  make  a 
complete  alteration  in  the  Coin-laws ;  on 
the  contrary,  his  noble  friend  carefully 
guarded  against  stating  the  intentions  of 
Government  one  way  or  the  other.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  represented  his  noble 
friend  as  having  said,  that  ha  considered 
the  present  law  as  injurious  to  the  agri- 
cultural interest.  [Mr.  Baring  said,  he 
had  explained  that.]  The  hon.  Gentle- 
map  did  explain  it,  h^t  then  he  repeated 
the  same  pharge  freqqently  after  in  the 
conrae  of  his  speech,  What  his  noble 
friend  said  was,  that  he  did  not  consider 
the  present  law  so  beneliqial  to  the  agri- 
culturists ai^  it  was  generally  supposed  by 
themselves  to  be  \  apd  that  was  also  his 
Of^inion,  From  the  expression  of  this 
opinion  no  cqncltision  could  be  drawn  as 
to  wh^t  bis  noble  friend  or  himself  might 
he  prepared  to  dq  hereafter.  He  could 
not  see  the  for^e  of  the  hon.  Member's 
argnment,  that  it  was  pqlitically  dangerous 
for  a  conntry  tq  depend  on  other  States 
for  a  portion  qf  its  sqpply  of  fqod.  Every 
maniifacturing  country  which  ei^pqrted  its 
manufactures  must  be  dependent  on  other 
csquntrjes  for  food,  becaqse  if  the  manu* 
(actnrers  could  not  sell  their  commodities 
in  the  foreign  market,  they  could  not  buy 
the  maai^s  qf  subsistence  either  at  home 
91  <tbrQad«    He  emirely  concurred  with 


his  nobleMmid,  that  in  the  preaewttimaaai 
oircumitancea  it  was  ioeipedieot  to  agitata 
this  important  question ;  tot  anasly  his 
noble  friend's  objecting  to  entertain  the 
subject  could  not  be  fairly  said  to  Ibiow 
the  agricultural  interest  mto  doubt  an4 
uncertainty.  He  regretted  that  the  subject 
bad  been  brought  forward;  but  having 
entered  upon  its  consideration,  he  thought 
that  the  House  had  better  dispose  of  it  ia 
the  manner  recommended  by  his  neble 
friend,  by  negativing  the  Amendment,  in 
order  to  afford  his  noble  friend  an  oppor^t 
tunity  of  meeting  the  original  Reaolution 
by  the  previoua  queation. 

Colonel    Wood  said,  the  preaeni  law 
in  general  gave  satisfaetion  U>  the  agri* 
cultural  interest,  because  it  did  procure 
steadiness  of  price.     If  Ministew  wem 
more  explicit  npon  the  subject,  they  would 
have  acted  more  to  the  satisfaciion  of  the 
agriculturists.  He  thought  that  somothing 
more  decided  should  be  done  npon  tbia 
question  by  the  Miniiters.    He  mnwr 
would  argne  it  as  one  a^ly  in  vt|i<4i  tho 
agrieoltnral  interest  was  eoncerned.  bul  m 
one  in  whiob  all  great  inl^iasts  wai<e  tlilM 
doncerned.  The  hon.  membof  fisr  Middle^ 
sex  seemed  disposed  to  impoeo  a  doty  qw 
com  for  the  sake  of  P^venoe,  but  qoI 
of  protection.    He  should  have  iboitgbt 
corn  would  be  the  very  last  article  aeieeteil 
for  such  a  purpose.    Thia  was  the  object 
of  the  law  of  1S15.    liord  Dacae  and 
others  then   refused   to   aot   upon   ihi» 
principle,  but  expressed  their  readiness  to 
grant  protection  up  to  the  point  of  % 
remunerating  price.     Tbe  proteotion  of 
agriculture  by  duties  eiiisted  above  150 
years.    He  would  not  go  further  hmek 
than  1670.    Tbe  price  then  waa  ^i.  4d., 
and  the  import  duty  was  1&,  7d*    The 
degree  of  protection  waa  not  peater  bow 
than  the  change  of  time  required^    Tbis 
law  existed  ibr  ninety*five  years,  withoot 
being  repealed,  or  even  without  discoaaioa, 
up  to   1791  •    He  regretted  the  aubjoet 
waa  brought  on,  and  hoped  there  wouU 
be  so  decided  a  miyovity  aa  would  prevooa 
it  from  being  brought  forward  agaiB,    No 
fixed  duty  could  be  inaintaiaed  withool 
leading  to  such  fiuctuationa  aa  must  bo 
ruinous  to  the  agricultuvists. 

Mr,  (hiihr  F€rgu$$on  hoped  Mtoiotost 
would  propose  no  change  in  the  law  wntb 
which  the  agrieulturista  themaelvoa  iwcve 
contents  He  trusted  the  Honae  sMSold 
never  entertain  any  proposition  sinulot 
to  the  praaent*    It  would  lead  lo 
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greatest  eonfasion*  and  to  the  rain  of  the 
agricultural  inteiett.  The  result  of  the 
regulation  proposed  by  the  hon.  member 
far  Middlesex  would  be  to  prevent  free 
trade  in  corn  until  such 'time  as  the 
country  was  on  the  point  of  starvation. 
The  lang^uage  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
very  difierent  pn  the  hustings  and  in  that 
House.  On  the  hustings  his  language 
"was,  "  Vote  against  the  Corn-laws,  and 
let  us  have  cheap  bread.''  In  the  House 
he  said  to  the  affricuUurists,  **You  cannot 
be  injured  by  letting  in  foreiffu  corn.  The 
price  is  sure  to  rise  to  the  prices  on 
the  Continent,  and  rents  must  also  rise. " 
The  present  Corn-laws  he  considered  better 
than  any  other  system  he  had  yet  heard 
of;  infinitely  better  than  any  scheme  he 
had  heard  proposed  that  night  as  a  sub- 
stitute. 

Mr.  RehinMfM  iseuld  tell  Ministers,  that 
tbey  were  labouring  un(}er  a  great  fallaey 
if  they  supposed  the  present  system  of 
Corn-laws  would  remain  without  the  fullest 
discussiqa,  at  the  propes  time,  by  the 
Parliament^  at  then  constituted.  He  per- 
fectly  agreed  with  the  noble  tord 
(the  Chanoellor  of  the  Bxchequer)  that  it 
was  not  at  all  judicious  to  press  the  subject 
at  the  present  time,  when  so  many  other 
important  matters  were  waiting  their  de- 
cision. What  he  principally  rose  fbr  was, 
to  protest  against  the  assertion  that  the 
decision  of  that  night  would  be  taken 
as  a  final  one  by  the  country ;  for  next 
Sessiqn  the  subject  must  again  cpme  before 
them,  when  he  fielt  satisHed  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  showing,  that  the  present 
system  of  Corn-laws  had  completely  failed 
to  answer  the  purpose  for  which  they  were 
enacted, 

Mr.  Coy  ley  denied  the  assertion,  that 
the  Oovn-iaws  had  not  answered  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  agriculturists.  Did  the 
noble  Lord  (Althorp)  imagine,  that  the 
agriculturists  expected  a  high  rate  of  duty 
with  a  high  price  ?  They  expected  a  Idw 
rate  of  d^ty  with  a  high  price  of  com, 
and  a  high  rate  of  duty  with  a  low  price 
of  corn;  and,  in  that  principle,  both 
growers  and  consumers  received  ample 
protection.  The  hon.  n^over  could  not 
deny  that  we  had  had  a  very  steady  price 
even  under  deficient  harvests :  he  merely 
maintained,  that  if  certaip  eircumstances 
had  occurred  which  he  contemplated,  there 
would  not  have  been  that  steadiness  of 
priee.  He  was  prepared  to  show,  that 
we  should  always  have  less  fluctuation 


under  a  graduated  scale  of  duties  than 
under  a  fixed  duty*  Let  them  look  back 
at  what  had  happened  since  the  present 
Corn-law  came  mto  operation.  The  first 
four  harvests  were  deficient— 4he  price 
rose — the  duty  fell — the  consumer  was 
protected?— and  th^  fiuotuation  was-  not 
greater  than  from  about  S8s.  to  66s.  per 
quarter  for  wheat;  then  came  1832,  a 
more  abundant  harvest?— prices  fell— land 
the  duties  were  high,  and  the  grower  wap 
protected.  Our  currency  did  net  allow  of 
a  higher  price  in  this  eountry,  in  avesaga 
seasons,  than  from  4£s.  to  52s.  per  quarter; 
and  if  we  had  average  seasons  fbr  four  years 
successively,  we  should  have  a  steady  lew 
rate  of  prices  as  we  had  previously  bad  a 
high  rate,  it  was  a  n^iatake  to  suppose 
that  the  Corn-laws  had  a  tendeney  tP  i^i>e 
the  price  of  corn  beyond  its  'ordinary 
price  in  average  seasons ;  Iheir  operation 
was  mainly  to  prevent  prices  foUtng  below 
this  ordinary  price  by  means  of  an  impor|- 
ation  of  foreign  corn ;  and  with  a  deficient 
harvest  they  tended  ta  protect  the  homci 
grower  %0iiaist  the  foreign  gioap^r>  who 
might  have  suffered  under  no  sueli  casualty » 
until  the  prioe  rises  so  high  that  it  becomes 
necessary  to  protect  the  consumer.  There 
wa^  no  greater  fallacy  than  that  of  as<- 
soming,  because  the  average  duty  on  the 
import  of  corn  since  the  present  Corn-law 
came  into  operation  bad  been  only  6«,  8d., 
that  this  is  the  sole  protection  it  affords  to 
the  farmer.  They  had  but  to  carry  that 
principle  to  its  extreme — to  suppose  the 
scarcity  to  have  been  such  that  \$4  doty 
had  been  levied,  to  discover  its  absurdity  i 
for,  then,  according  to  this  doctrine,  the 
protection  would  only  have  been  Is.  to 
the  grower.  The  real  protec|io»  which 
the  law  afibided,  was  when  the  priee  fell 
to  60s.  That  was  the  time  when  the 
farmer  wanted  protection,  not  When  the 
price  was  high  without  it.  The  agri- 
culturists had  often  been  deluded;  but 
their  folly  would  be  estreme  if  they  gave 
in  to  the  miserable  fallacy,  that  a  fixed 
duty  of  10s.  or  16s.  would  ppotect  them 
better  than  the  present  law.  The  present 
duty  protected  the  grower  under  a  low 
priee,  and  a  fixed  duty  of  lOs.  or  15s. 
would  protect  him  under  neither  a  high 
nor  a  low  price.  Under  a  high  prioe 
it  would  be  taken  oflF  by  an  Order  in 
Council;  under  a  low  price  it  would 
merely  add  so  much  to  the  26s.  or  30is«  or 
36s.,  at  which  foreign  eorn  could  be  acdd 
in  this  oonntry  free  of  duly.    He  oouM 
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conceive  no  principle  better  than  that  of 
the  present  lavr ;  but  he  saw  no  necessity 
for  being  irrevocably  bound  to  the  whole 
of  its  machinery ;  and  one  or  two  alter- 
ations would  improve  its  working.  He 
would  not,  however,  say  more  than  merely 
to  addy  that  if  this  question  was  to  be 
revived  and  discussed,  it  could  not  be 
done  at  a  more  improper  seasou  than 
when  a  Committee  had  been  appointed 
upon  the  distresses  of  British  agriculture* 

Mr.  Benett  considered,  that  the  present 
Com  Bill  had  worked  well  for  all  classes 
in  the  country  for  the  last  five  years.  He, 
therefore,  was  opposed  to  any  alteration 
of  it.  So  important  and  numerous  a  class 
as  the  agricultural  labourers  ought  to  be 
the  object  of  the  particular  protection  of 
the  Legislature. 

Mr.  O'Cannell  thought  the  people  of 
this  country  ought  to  have  food  as  cheap 
as  possible,  and  the  meaning  of  the  word 
"  protection  "  was  dear  food.  There  was 
no  virtue  in  a  Reformed  Parliament  if 
it  did  not  give  the  people  cheap  food. 
He  was  groaned  at  for  advocating  cheap 
provisions  for  the  people.  If  any  one 
would  come  forward  to  remove  all  taxes 
from  the  articles  of  subsistence  he  WQuld 
give  them  his  support.  But  it  might 
be  said  he  was  speaking  against  the  interest 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  who  had  a 
monopoly  of  the  supply  of  this  country 
with  com.  The  fact  was,  however,  that 
the.  people  of  Ireland  did  not  get  one 
ounce  of  the  corn  grown  in  their  country. 
They  did  not  eat  bread — they  scarcely 
got  potatoes;  and  all  the  benefit  of  the 
monopoly  went  into  the  pockets  of  the 
absentees.  His  only  objection  to  the 
Motion  was,  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough. 
The  people  well  knew,  that  protection 
meant  dear  food ;  and  how  would  their 
decision  this  night  go  forth  to  the  world  ? 
It  would  be  said,  that  the  gentry  of  the 
country,  the  men  of  fortune,  Members 
of  that  House,  having  power  to  make  laws, 
made  them  for  their  own  advantage  and 
protection,  for  the  oppression  of  the  poor, 
who  needed  legislative  protection,  and  in 
order  to  raise  their  own  incomes  by  im- 
poverishing and  starving  the  people  [Loud 
cries  q/'"iVo,  no"  and  cheer  s^  in  which  some 
one  in  the  Gallery  joined], 

Mr.  DundaSy  who  was  in  the  side  Gallery, 
rose,  and,  addressing  the  Chair,  said, "  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  leave  to  state,  that  there  is 
a  stranger  in  the  Gallery  joining  in  the 
cheers  of  the  House."—  [  A  pause  ensued^ 


and  the  supposed  stranger  ddibentely 
put  on  his  hat,  a  privilege  allowed  only  to 
Members.]  He  then  rose  and  addressed 
the  House;  but  was  unable  to  obtain  a 
hearing  am idst^he confusion.  This  Gende- 
roan  was  Mr.  Lalor,  member  for  the  Qaeen's 
County,  Ireland,  who  was  seated  in  the 
Strangers* Gallery  conversing  with  a  fri^rnd. 

Mr.  Frankland  Lewis  moved,  that  the 
Gallery  be  cleared. 

Strangers  were'excluded. 

Mr.  Lalor  stated,  from  the  place  lie 
occupied  in  the  Gallery,  that  he  wns  th.r 
only  person  who  cheered  in  the  (iaiicry. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  ihat  any 
stranger  had  cheered,  at  least  so  far  as  he 
had  observed. 

Mr.  Frankland  Lewis  disclaimed  any 
wish  to  interfere  with  any  hon.  Ikleinber'l$ 
privilege,  and  said,  that  he  had  acted 
under  the  impression  that  there  had  been 
a  violation  of  the  privileges  of  the  House, 
and  the  freedom  of  the  debate. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  as  the  supposed 
violation  of  order  had  been  explained, 
there  was  no  occasion,  he  presumed,  to 
proceed  any  further  in  the  business.  Un- 
doubtedly if  any  stranger  had  been  guilty 
of  using  any  expression  of  approbatioo  or 
disapprobation,  or  of  noticing,  in  any 
manner,  the  observations  of  Members, 
it  would  have  been  a  high  breach  of 
privilege,  which  it  would  have  been  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  visit  with  some 
mark  of  its  displeasure.  The  hon.  Member 
had  done  perfectly  right  in  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  supposed 
violation  of  its  privileges. 

Strangers  were  then  re-admitted. 

Mr.  O'ConneU  then  proceeded.  That 
which  he  had  sought  to  impress  upon  the 
House  was,  that  they  would  be  placing 
themselves  in  a  very  unenviable  and,  hie 
might  add,  dangerous  contrast  between 
their  regard  for  their  own  interests  and  the 
interests  of  the  people  if  they  rejected  the 
present  Motion.  The  people  would  be 
reminded  of  this  contrast  as  many  times  in 
the  day  as  they  took  food,  and  no  sophis- 
try would  be  able  to  get  rid  of  the  ira* 
pression  their  conduct  would  make  upon  the 
minds  of  the  people.  ["  Oh,  oA."]  There 
was  no  argument  in  those  cries.  An  at- 
tempt to  cry  down  his.  advocacy  of  the 
wants  of  the  people  was  only  adding  insult 
to  injury.  It  was  his  wish  to  get  corn  in 
this  country  as  low  in  price  as  it  was  in 
the  cheapest  countries  in  Europe.  He 
knew,  that  to  do  so  would  be  the  courM 
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of  humanity  ;  he  thought  it  would  be  the 
course  of  justice ;  and  he  hoped  some  one 
would  come  into  that  House  and  sweep 
away  those  Corn -laws  altogether. 

Colonel  Conolly  said,  it  was  his  fate 
always  to  follow  the  hon.  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Dublin,  whole  ingenious  perve^ion 
of  facts  and  the  sentiments  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  seemed  to  him  to  require  a 
corrective.  As  an  Irish  landlord  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  concur  with  that 
hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  in  thinking, 
that  he  could  not  feel  for  the  interest  of 
the  people  as  well  as  his  own.  If  the 
House  meant  to  maintain  faith  with  the 
public  creditor,  it  must  do  so  with  the 
agricultural  interest.  This  was  the  opinion 
of  much  higher  authorities  than  he  could 
pretend  to  be.  If  the  manufacturing  in- 
terest expected  relief  by  spoliation  of  the 
landed  interest,  never  had  they  been  more 
misled  by  any  of  the  many  silly  and  shal- 
low projects  that  had  been  submitted  to 
that  House. 

Mr.  Orantky  Berkeley  was  as  anxious 
to  see  the  people  have  cheap  food  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Dublin, 
but  he  did  not  see  how  it  was  possible  to 
give  the  people  cheap  food,  or  more  of  it, 
by  depriving  them  of  all  the  money  they 
now  earned.  He  knew  that  the  class  of 
liberal  tradesmen  were  not  so  much  against 
the  Corn-laws  as  was  pretended.  He 
knew  a  Gentleman  who  employed  3,000 
men  daily  in  the  iron-works,  and  it  was  the 
opinion  of  that  Gentleman,  that  if  the 
Cforn-laws  were  repealed  the  depression 
of  agriculturists  would  communicate 
itself  to  them.  He  should  oppose  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  Henry  Handley  regretted  the  ques- 
tion had  been  brought  forward  at  present, 
and  also  the  temporising  speech  made  by 
the  noble  Lord.  He  thought  there  was 
too  much  legislation  already  upon  this 
subject.  It  would  be  Jbetter  to  let  the 
parties  settle  things  more  amongst  them- 
selves. 

Sir  Francis  Burdett  spoke  amidst  fre- 
quent interruptions.  He  thought  the 
question  would  be  better  disposed  of  by  a 
Committee  up-stairs,  and  that  it  could  not 
be  satisfactorily  dealt  with  by  the  House. 
He  was  for  a  free  trade  in  corn  and  all 
other  commodities.  He  would  have  voted 
for  the  original  Motion  had  no  other  been 
proposed ;  but  as  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  went  further, 
he  should  vote  for  that. 
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Mr.  Hume  begged  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment.  He  thought  the  sense  of 
the  House  might  be  taken  upon  the  first 
Resolution. 

Lord  Althorp  said  that,  as  the  Amend- 
ment had  been  withdrawn,  he  should  pro- 
pose as  an  amendment  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  question  be  then  put — Ayes  106; 
Noes  305;  Majority  199. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


ENGLAND. 

Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Baillie,  J .  £. 
Bainbridge,  E. 
Barnett,  C.  .1. 
Bish,  T. 
Boiling,  W. 
Briggs,  R. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buckingham,  J.  S. 
Buller,  £. 
Bulwer,  H.  L. 
Burdett,  Sir  F. 
Clay,  W. 
Dashwood,  G.  XL 
Davenport,  J. 
Dawson,  £. 
Divett,  E. 
Evans,  De  Lacy 
Ellis,  W. 
Etwall,  R. 
Evans,  W. 
Ewart,W. 
Feilden,  W. 
Fenton,  L. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fryer,  R.  C. 
Gaskell,  D. 
Godson,  R. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Grote,  G. 
Guest,  J.  J. 
Gully,  J. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hornby,  E.  G. 
Hughes,  n. 
Hume,  J. 
Humphery,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Hyett,  W.  n. 
Ingham,  R. 
Jervis,  J. 
Key,  Sir  J. 
Langton,  G. 
Lester,  B.  L. 
Lister,  C. 
Marshall,  J. 
Marstand,  T. 
Martin,  J. 
Milton,  Viscount 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
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Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrison,  J. 
Ord,  VV.  H. 
Parker,  J. 
Philips,  M. 
Philpotts,  J. 
Potter,  R. 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
llicardo,  D. 
Rippon,  C 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Rom  illy,  J. 
Romilly,  E. 
Ryle,  J. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Stewart,  P. 
Strickland,  G. 
Stiutt,  E. 

Thompson,  Alderman 
Tancred,  H*.  W. 
Tennyson,  C. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Torre ns.  Colonel  R. 
Turner,  W. 
Vernon,  Hon.  G.  J. 
Williams,  G. 
Wood,  G. 
Wood,  M. 
Walker,  R. 
Walter,  J. 
Warburton,  H. 
Whitmore,  W. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Young,  G.  F. 

SCOTLAND. 

Dunlop,  Captain  J. 
Ewing,  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Maxwell,  Sir  J. 
Oliphant,  L. 
Oswald,  R.  A. 
Oswald,  J. 
Parnell,  Sir  H. 
Ross,  H. 
Stewart,  R. 
Weroyss,  Captain 

IRELAND. 

Evans,  G. 
Lalor,  P. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
O'Connell,  Charles 
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jf^vMN*  dw  f.AMl  .AwlwlMtoMI-  1HIU>    fly  (lie  AniM  erf' 
Rf«*iMiy»iK  i(Hm  rhikt^^mtr^  imrt  tttii  W««iMm  OMchm 
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Itwt  itiesp  has  a  ^luttt 
lb  ftiiym^  upon  thenniii^cs  tte^ 
Mtfof  (if  Hiini^^twwndnciraflHLaBii 
thr  masnns*  whicii  nn^ht  Hr  ectsili  uuusmL 
If  they  hnni^t  ibrwazd  a  neessre  \vinc& 
<Kti  mf  <mRe  np  tn  tlicii  onmr  notiHB  of 
Ac  mann^  ?n  which  the  Latift  DaT^norirt 
no  he  dbRrwfi^  it  wm  neerileas to Rav'^viiat 
hw^  (9[iiim|iiQiinnF  vwiwcL  anie  tfm  ti. 
THf!m  wa»  a  Ihi^  diiaa  of  pemna  tvHd;  i 
mch  ft  Bill  «imm  bfim^  fDnfanL»  mrfer 
fHE'^wipii!Hs-*if  rtte  ChtuuH,  wowH  HKipfiirr 
nrt  mpnnicH  dte  Btahnpi  <m  oECount  ^  -t. 
**  Thia,  tftiw,"  fhev  iroiiid  m\  '*  i»  the 
^ttifirtatri  <if  the  BMinfs  rtir  tlteofaaefv^fieB 
df  cfte  ^^fihAatH.**  TRat  \^f  awe  amuuc  the 


ifiAity  nHwntm  which  wmHl  imke  tfw  BUk- 
fipw  flteeiiiw  fts  ^ttwit  tinv  iiuuuule  of  tifc 
iUnti  M  PMSttmrat,  but  he  (Tertniniy  wnfaed 
tftflt  wMUE  pmnin  woitiii  v^nAl  tl^ki^  ofi  tbi* 


OMt*t*^f  It  (Vf  Twn  SiaftATw.]  Tie  , 
l^isli^  <^  Lemdfm^  tm  the  pvs4«iit»tinn  a£  ; 
»  F<i^iif  KM  fdf  liM^  fertt^  Ohserpw&ee  ol'  she  ' 
9^f»hbsili»  Mrid«  tint  ft  wo^iid  be  ft»ihj«u<if 
f  r^^  r«r^rH  td  iM»»y  pietaoti^,  i£  the  ihtfMr- 
iv»^  (MTt  ctl  tiMi  Ef  U  b^  the  ochar  Hoimk  «f 
Pa^ikwuea^  fHn«kl  preY«at  th«  adopchm  of 
Mijr  iNe»i9nfc»  «l Mfteiioc^tmo,  Keti^o^i^^c 
tkki  96fi^  p«r<o«,  ckher  ia  thai  or  tiie 
&tJii«y  Hfl<wtt  fthMiLd  bhn^  in  soni«  EiU  of 
%  Myvpie  iwd  aMrievaCC:  iMlaxr,  wlitck 
mi^Kl  fKkC»  both  H<«He9  wkhoat  di  iSraity ; 
ftlMt  tlwiA  th4»y  OTifhc  AOt  lo  fe(Me  llUB 
cttvAtrf  Mi4tT  the  Mi|HUa£icHi  o€  hi^vin:^ 
thrown  MHi«,  liithoot  evem  cowderic;^  it, 
a  Httsiere  of  »  miick  impocta&eeT  whcthait 
eve  ici^a£de<l  te  A  reiieKMHv  GB  ft  oMCaL 
£vea  m  a  poUdcai  point  of  viev.  It 
of  indnite  inportioce  at  tfae  prcsBii 
tim<v  w^aa  l^  fabuc  auod  via  io  nach 
aiue  to  lb<  sat>jef:t«,  thai  a  umpie  measim 
$ho4tki  Uf  prQp«8e<i«  «u:h  a  aaniaare  as  u* 
tLvu-^'>l  Tcraani  trvHiAii  have  no  (i.i5cuity 
kti  ^vvu»i(^      VSit<>  tia«i  b«f«*a  simo^^  n.'^riHi 
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W  nrvTciU'-^ln  ths  Hcitiaii  <if  'Vr.  Jiih9  'yr^ntwiiTT. 
AuiuiliiS  fK  diuiiA  IntGs  or  YSstrf  ^fls^  Ikrxferi  Jt^  z 
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«nd  ttam  Hiiddcnfialdi  Ibr  wilbdniwiqg  th«  Vote  fllr 
t,O0OL  for  niiing  A  VoIuBteer  Corps  at  that  Place.— By 
Mr.  Vioott,  itoA  thfe  InMbitmti  of  Cktloir,  Ibr  tiie  Right 
of  buodOB  thdf  ami  Magfcmtfw  *-By  Iftr.  WauBir,  tnm 
Gnrnthaoif  for  not  Curtailing  the  Power  and  Jurisdiction 
of  their  Magisbatet. — By  Mr.  Huuk,  tmm  6ury  (Lio- 
ttkster),  agHfaiafc  iny  AHfentloa  hi  the  Safe  of  fleer  Aet; 
ind  ly  ait  Jottff  WeomistjiT,  $lr  Wiluah  Imouubt, 
and  Mr.  Babino»  (h>micveral  Placet,— for  the  Amendment 
or  AbolitSoh  of  that  Act— By  Mr.  ^Aftmo,  ftnrn  the  Itan- 
keeptnoT  AiittaB  WiJdfen*  tint  imttUit  thtai  oil  the  aadie 
footing  ■•  other  Shopkcepefe,  rdativo  to  the  Hou4e  and 
Window  Tax ;  and  from  Uie  Cleigv  of  Colchester,  agiiinst 
tfie  Irtih  Church  Temporalttiel  BUI.— By  Lonl  A.  LkW- 
itoki  ftote  the  SoUiriion  {ttiettethg  in  chlcheiten  te.. 
^  ^gainit  the  General  Ri^istry  Bill.— By  Mr.  Gillok,  fhxn 
*  the  Shipowners  of  Grangemouth;  and  by  Mr.  Bbtrsix, 
^m  thditf  bf  ltlitgstbni>upoti-Hufl,  tbt  ttaqttfary  *id  Itellef. 
-•^By  Mri  BiotkftftTDir,  end  Mr.  JbKif  f  letocir,  from 
•everal  Placa,  in  favour  of  the  Factories  Regulation  Bill. 
— By  Captain  G0RD017,  fit>m  Aberdeen,  fbr  the  Aincnd* 
matitiir  thft  Apdtheciriea  Acts  ftoia  the  Laouldtnien  iiid 
*riidcmeii  of  Rmpie  and  Druntbladef  for  Relic&^By 
Lord  MoLYNBux,  from  several  Places^  for  an  Alteration 
Of  tiie  La^  tettilve  tb  t^athoUe  MUtrlagei.— By  Lords 
BtttiUblft,  tiittitttiiMi  ilid  ttlLVoiti  aM  HMttt. 
pLuilmiB.  CoBBXTTt  HoDOHOKt  W.  Stiitabt,  and 
LiirBOT,  Sir  Gray  Skipwith,  and  Captahi  Fbnton, 
from  aevettf  PlioM— for  i  Better  Obibrtanee  of  the  fcmtPs 
]>ay.tuBy  Mr.  OoMbtt,  from  Dntford  «m1  Cityfonl. 
for  a  Rbpeal  of  the  Duty  00  Newipapen;  from  the 
Farmets,  dec.,  of  Hensbridge,  against  the  Assessed  Taxes ; 
ihrtn  th6  t*dlith9il  tfnlMi  of  ChdnHMUt,  for  ttib  fiftle  Vf 
Churdiiwl  CTOwii  teflilli  ftolii  BoQiMortby  and  Tem^ 
shannotL  for  the  Abolitlaii  of  Tithes,  and  of  the  Pro- 
iesbml  tfierarehy  iii  Ireland  \  frohi  Bdry,  ibid  other  Plaoel, 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Taxes  on  Knowledge,  and  be  Malt, 
Hdpa*  and  8opp  i  from  BirinitighAmi  and  U  Aden  Bridge, 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Com  Laws,  and  Relief  from  unequal 
Tautioh,  Ahd  cofatraction  of  (he  Currency;  from  Wib^- 
ham,  and  another  PUoe,  agkfaifel  the  Lord's  Day  OlMrt- 
ance  Bill;  ftpm  Brewood,  for  placing  Retail  Brewers  on 
a  footing  with  Publicans;  from  the  Gravesend  and  Milton 
Poiitlfaal  tnion,  for  ab  Inqulrt  ttito  the  Ciw  of  R. 
New^Mni* 


CHUtlth  TfeMPO!lALlTlES(IllELAlfD).] 

Lord  Althorp  moved  the  Ord^r  of  the  Day 
Ibr  the  Hoti^to  to  g[0  into  ^  C^mmitttes  oh 
th«  Irilh  Chutcb  Tetnpordlities'  BilK 

Mr.  GiU^^Aid^thtl  he  did  not  approre 
of  this  Bill,  which)  tti  his  ot^iilioh,  did  nbt 
go  hAlf  far  feubU|:h«     tt  merely  ditDinished 

the  evil;  but  tthly  to  a  tery  ^l^shi  ^ttent, 
whet«(i6  kbmfethihg  mticsh  taiore  effeeiive 
Wa«  requited.  In  this  coutitry,  its  well  as 
in  Ireland;  sbtnfe  ehange  waft  necessary, 
bnt  etpeciaily  in  Ireland,  wheire  the  great 
Htojdri^  of  the  p^pl«  were  not  of  the 
feiigion  t)f  the  Established  Ghtarch.  But 
e^^Ctt  here  he  believed  that  the  number 
t>r  diiaeiHetH  Mraa  mtteh  underrated; 
and  why  wi^re  they  or  any  other  people 
to  be  tttlkM  io  support  a  system  of 
religion  to  whHsh  their  own  opiniotis 
ditt  not  cbhfdrm?  The  present  system 
in  Ireland  tvas  upheld  by  military  fobee, 
and  for  that  reason  he  did* not  wi%h  to  see 
it  rontitaued,  for  be  could  nev^r  Consent  to 
itapose  a  relt^ioua  establishment  upon  any 


Eeople  by  tha  ftiree  of  the  bayonet.  He 
ad  presented  a  petition  to  the  House  a 
few  days  before  from  Glasgow^  signed  by 
16|000  persons,  expressing  the  sentiments 
he  had  just  uttered.  He  would,  therefore^ 
tnote  as  an  Amendment,  the  following 
Resolution  which  might  go  as  an  instnio- 
tion  to  the  Ck)mmittee»  "  that  the  Revenues 
of  the  Irish  Church  be  applied  to  purposes 
of  general  utility,  after  the  demise  of  the 
present  incumbent.'' 

Mr.  Cnthbert  Rippon  seconded  the 
Amendment,  and  observed,  that  he  was 
eKceedingly  disappointed  with  what  the 
Government  had  done  respecting  the 
grievances  of  Ireland.  They  nad  brought 
forward  two  measures,  both  of  which  were 
introduced  under  the  pretence  of  removing 
abuses,  but  they  had  in  reality  no  other 
object  than  that  of  inducing  the  people  to 
iubmit  to  the  present  system.  The  Bill  was 
a  fVaud  upon  the  common  sense  of  the  na- 
tion, and  was  a  flagrant  instance  of  the 
departure  of  Ministers  A'om  those  profes- 
sions of  Reform  of  which  they  were  so 
lavilh  on  their  accession  to  office.  The 
present  pretended  measure  of  Reform  was 
a  mora  wily  attempt  to  perpetuate  the 
monstrous  grievance^  the  iniquitous  prin- 
ciple, of  compelling  the  majority  of  a 
nation  to  support  the  Church  Establish- 
ment of  a  small  minority.  But  the  fraud 
would  not  succeed;  the  Dissenters  and 
Catholics  constituted  the  majority  of  the 
people  of  the  United  Empire,  and  they 
never  would  reftt  satisfied  till  thay  ft^^ 
themselves  from  the  burthen  of  the  Church 
of  England  Establishment.  Did  the  Min- 
isters imaB:ine^  that  the  nation  could  be 
deluded  with  these  impostures — with  these 
bellow  pretencea  of  relief?  If  they  did, 
they  were  very  much  mistaken*  He  called 
upon  the  Government  to  consider  the  con- 
dition of  the  people^  and  then  to  say  whe- 
ther they  did  not  require  that  more  should 
be  done  far  them  than  was  now  proposed  ? 
A  double  tax  for  the  support  of  their  own 
Church  and  another  Church  was  now  paid 
by  the  middle  and  lower  classes  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  while  the  Churoh  of  the 
rieh  aristoeracy  was  paid  for,  tiot  by  that 
aristocracy  itself,  but  by  the  whole  body  of 
the  people  for  their  bene6t.  It  was  a 
monstrous  usurpation  of  the  rights  of  the 
people^-4in  outrage  upon  common  sense — 
a  mockery  of  every  principle  of  justice. 
The  welfhie  Of  the  many  was  the  end  of 
all  govemment ;  a  national  establishment 
should  promote  the  interests  and  be  in 
2  Y2 
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•harmony  with  the  feelings  of  the  majority 
of  the  nation:  but  who  waa  audacious 
enough  to  assert  that  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land   promoted    the    interest,  or  was  in 

.harmony  with  the  feelings,  of  the  people 
at  large  ?  Was  it  possible  that  under  such 

.circumstances  there  could  be  any  peace  in 
that  country,  or  that  the  people  there 
could  be  contented  ?  It  had  been  said,  thai 
the  coercive  measure  was  necessary  in 
order  to  enforce  a  due  obedience  to  the 
laws ;  but  his  answer  was,  that  laws  should 
be  just  and  equal  before  any  measures 
were  taken  to  enforce  obedience  to  them. 

:  Were  the  Ministers  ignorant  of  the  rights 
of  their  fellow-men ;  or  had  they  deter- 
mined to  refuse  those  rights  ?  He  feared 
that  the  latter  was  the  case.  ,  He  warned 
them  to  beware  in  time.  He  told  them 
that  they  must  diminish  the  monopolies 
and  the  privileges  of  the  aristocracy.  It 
was  for  their  benefit  that  all  these  abuses 
had  hitherto  been  kept  up.     How  was  it 

.  that  the  younger  branches  of  the  Aristo- 

.  cracy  had  escaped  from  sufiering  the  evil 

.effects  of  the  primogeniture  system  which, 

.after  all^  was  the  great  source  of  our 
miseries  ?  How,  but  by  being  quartered 
upon    the    people  ?       Was    it    to     be 

.expected  tnat  the  aristocracy  would 
willingly  give  up. such  advantages  ?  The 
experience  of  the  two  last  years  was  a 
sufficient  answer  to  the  question.  The 
hon.  member  for  St.  Andrew's  had  said  on 
a  former  occasion  that  Christianity  de- 
pended upon  the  support  of  the  establish- 
ment.    He  denied  that  such  was  the  fact. 

.  Indeed,  he  believed  that  the  continuance 
of  an  establishment  where  it  was  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  wishes  of  the  people  was  more 

,  likely  to  be  injurious  than  beneficial  to  the 
cause  of  Christianity.  What  right  had  the 

.  Church  of  England  to  assume  to  itself  any 
superiority  over  any  other  form  of  Christi- 
anity ?  It  certainly  had  no  warrant  from 
Scripture;  quite  the  contrary;  nor  from 
prescription  :  in  fact,  it  had  no  authority, 

.  save  that  of  an  Act  of  Parliament.  In 
his  opinion  the  property  of  the  Church 
was  national  property,  and  every  proposi- 
tion which  tended  to  deprive  the  nation 
of  the  benefit  of  that  property  was  a  fraud 
upon  the  people.  He  knew  that  his  opin- 
ion in  this  respect  was  not  in  unison  with 

.  that  of  other  Members  of  the  House,  but 
he  should  enjoy  the  consolation  of  having 
done  his  duty  in  resisting  the  proposition 

.  for  keeping  up  the  present  enormous  estab- 
lishment in  Ireland. 


Lord  AUhorp  vras.glad  to  hear  thelkOD. 
Member  adroit  that  his  opinions  were  not 
in  unison  with  those  of  others  on  this 
point — an  admission  which  he  (Lord 
Althorp)  believed  to  be  very  well  warranted 
by  the  fact.  With  respect  to  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  opposite,  he  felt 
that  he  should  not  be  doing  that  which 
was  necessary  for  the  advantage  of  public 
business,  or  for  the  benefit  of  the  Hooscy 
if  he  entered  into  a  lengthened  argument 
to  prove  tliat  a  Church  Establishment  was 
desirable.  He  should  only  observe,  that 
he  thought  it  desirable  for  the.  advantage 
of  religion.  The  hon.  Member  seemed  to 
assume  that  all  which  he  did  not  approve 
of  must  necessarily  be  detrimental.  Surely, 
before  he  came  to  such  a  sweeping  conclu- 
sion, he  might  have  considered  that  it  was 
possible  he  could  be  mistaken.  He  should 
say  no  more  than  that  he  could  not  pos- 
sibly consent  to  the  Amendment  - 

Colonel  Evans  said,  that  he  did  not 
think  the  measure  would  answer  the  public 
expectation  even  in  England,  and  most 
certainly  it  would  not  in  Ireland.  He 
regretted  that  the  Bill  did  not  go  much 
further. 

Mr.  Fnm  said,  that  the  only  part  of  the 
Bill  that  would  give  satisfaction  in  Ireland 
was  that  which  related  to  the  Vestry-cess. 

Mr.  Robinson  denied  the  assumption  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  seconded  the 
Amendment,  that  the  Dissenters  in  Eng- 
land wanted  an  appropriation  of  the  Church 
property  to  purposescalled  purposesof  pub- 
lic utility.  He  knew  many  Dissenters  in  this 
country  who  considered  a  Church  Estab- 
lishment to  be  extremely  beneficial,  and 
as  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
Protestant  religion  itself. 

Mr.  Sinclair  had  taken  the  liberty,  oa 
a  former  occasion,  when  his  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Gillon)  presented  a  petition  contain- 
ing sentiments  similar  to  those  which  he 
had  now  expressed,  to  state  his  own  coa- 
viction,  that  these  were  not  the  opinions 
entertained  by  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  of  Scotland.  Their  deliberate  eoa* 
viction  he  apprehended  to  be  this :  that  a 
national  establishment,  or,  in  other  worda, 
a  national  recognition  of  our  dapendeoce 
on  God,  is  a  national  privilege  and  a 
national  blessing.  They  not  only  appm* 
ciated  theadvantageswhich  they  themsdves 
enjoyed  under  the  fostering  care  of  their 
own  Established  Church,  but  they  recog- 
nized the  services,  and  desired  the  perma- 
nence, of  the   Sister  Establishmeat    in 


England.  Many  of  the  Dissenters  in 
Scotland^  though  not  conforming  to  the 
Presbyterian  establishment,  would  admit 
the  necessity  of  upholding  a  National 
Church  in  every  Christian  country.  Ro- 
man Catholics,  for  instance,  and  Episco- 
palians, might  be  considered  as  concurring 
in  this  view ;  and  he  himself  had  heard 
seceding  Ministers  in  Scotland,  not  only 
acknowledge,  in  private,  the  excellence  of 
the  Established  Church,  but  pray  in  public 
for  its  stability,  as  well  as  for  its  reforma- 
tion. A  public  provision  for  inculcating 
the  doctrines  of  tne  Gospel  was  the  more 
indispensable,  because  the  willingness  of 
individuals  to  con  tribute  voluntarily  towards 
the  dissemination  of  religious  knowledge 
was  generally  in  an  inverse  ratio  to  their 
need  of  it.  He  could  not,  on  this  occa* 
sion,  help  quoting  the  high  authority  of 
Dr.' Chalmers,  an  individual  whose  illus- 
trious name  would  occupy  a  prominent 
place  in  the  annals  of  his  country — one 
who  combined  the  highest  powers  of  in- 
tellect with  the  most  expansive  benevo- 
lence of  the  heart — one  upon  whose  know- 
ledge he  could  pass  no  higher  encomium, 
than  to  say  that  it  was  as  profound  as  his 
humility — one  who  enforced  the  sublime 
mysteries  of  the  Gospel  with  an  eloquence 
only  comparable  to  the  sincerity  with 
which  he  believed  them  in  his  heart,  and  to 
the  consistency  with  which  he  exemplified 
them  in  the  daily  habits  of  bis  life.  This 
distinguished  man  not  only  advocated  the 
permanence  as  well  as  promoted  the  wel- 
fare 9f  that  Church  which  numbered  him 
amongst  her  most  valued  and  devoted  sons, 
but  had  stood  forward  as  the  champion  of 
the  Anglo-Irish  Episcopal  Church,  which 
he  considered  as  one  of  the  best  bulwarks 
of  the  Protestant  faith.  If  the  machinery 
was  less  useful  than  it  ought  to  be,  the 
fault  lay  only  with  thode  who  had  neglected 
to  employ  it  in  a  manner  best  calculated 
to  promote  its  efficiency.  He  was  most 
anxious  for  the  stability  of  the  Established 
Church  in  both  countries,  and  for  a  salu- 
tary reformation  of  all  acknowledged 
abuses,  as  the  best  means  of  promoting 
that  object;  and  without  pledging  him- 
self to  vote  for  all  the  details  of  this  mea- 
sure, his  support  of  its  principle  would  be 
as  decided  as  his  opposition  to  the  Motion 
of  his  hon.  friend. 

Mr.Roebuck  thought^that  in  a  discussion 
of  this  sort,  which  ought  properly  to  be 
confined  to  the  advantages  or  evils  of  the 
£ogli9h  Church  EstaUishi^ent  in  Irelai)d| 


it  was  hardly  fair  to  mix  up  the  question 
of  the  English  Establishment  in  this 
country.  Here  the  majority  of  the  people 
were  in  favour  of  the  Establishment,  and 
the  majority  of  the  people  were  entitled 
to  have  what  they  wished — there  they 
were  opposed  to  the  Establishment,  and 
he  must  say,  considering  that' fact,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  not  done  for  them 
what  justice  and  necessity  required. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Amendment: 
Ayes  16;  Noes  126— Majority  110. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


ENGLAND. 

firocklehurst,  J. 
Fielden,  J. 
Leech,  J. 

Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Parrot,  Jasper 
Roebuck,  j. 

SCOTLAND. 

Maxwell,  Sir  J. 
Oswald,  R. 


IRELAND. 

BarroD,  W. 
Finn,  W. 
Fitzgerald,  T. 
Fitzsimon,  C. 
Lynch,  A. 
O'Connor,  Fergus 
Roche,  D. 
Ronayne,  D. 

TELLERS. 

Gillon,W.D. 
Rippon,  C 


The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee. 

On  the  second  Clause  (empowering  the 
Lord-lieutenant  to  appoint  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,)  being  read. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  objected  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  commission,  inasmuch  as 
it  was  different  from  that  established  at 
the  Act  of  Union.  The  Act  of  Union 
provided,  that  the  Church  Government  of 
the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
land should  be  the  same ;  and  would  any 
man  tell  him,  that  if  such  a  board  as  that 
proposed  was  constituted,  that  it  would 
leave  the  Irish  branch  of  the  Church  in- 
violate ?  On  a  former  occasion  he  stated 
his  objections  to  this  tribunal,  and  he 
would  state,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  never,  except  in  the  worst  portions 
of  our  history,  was  a'  precedent  to  be 
found  for  the  formation  of  such  a  Board. 
It  was  not  contended  that  the  hierarchy 
of  Ireland  were  deficient  or  wanting  in 
due  attention  to  the  interests  of  the 
Church.  This  insult  was  therefore  per- 
petrated upon  them  withoutu^  shadow  of 
reason.  He  objected  strongly  to  the 
affairs  of  the  Church  being  placed  in  the 
hands  of  a  Board,  the  majority  of  whom 
were  laymen,  and  one  of  whom  must  not 
of  necessity  be  a  Protestant  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church.  He  would  ask,  whether 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  must  of 
necessity  be  ^  Protestant  of  the  Esta- 
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Uiihed  Church, — He  most  certainly  need 
not  be  so,  and  yet  he  had  a  seat  at  the 
new  Board.  This  idbuU  was  offered  at  a 
period  when  the  Irish  bench  presented  as 
muoh  of  talent,  zeal,  and  piety,  as  had 
ever  done  honour  to  the  Christian  Church. 
On  the  whole,  he  objected  to  the  clause, 
as  impolitic  and  dangerous  to  the  Cfhurcb, 
and  as  injurious  to  the  hierarchy  ;  he  ob- 
jected to  it  because  it  usurped  their  func- 
tions, and  placed  the  functions  of  the 
Crown  in  the  hands  of  irresponsible  per* 
sons. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  clause  was 
not  open  to  the  objections  stated  by  the 
hon.  Baronet.  As  to  a  m^ority  of  the* 
Commissioners  being  laymen,  he  intended 
to  propose  an  alteration  in  the  seventh 
clause  of  the  Bill,  which  would  meet  that 
objeetion.  He  intended  to  insert  a  pro- 
vision to  the  effect  that  the  common  seal 
of  the  Commissioners  should  not  be  affixed 
to  any  order,  so  as  to  render  their  acts 
valid,  unless  with  the  consent  of  at  lea^t 
one  of  the  ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 
He  denied  that  the  clause  either  was,  or 
was  meant  to  be  an  insult  to  the  hierachy 
of  Ireland.  He  would  remind  the  hon. 
Baronet,  that  the  Commissioners  for 
building  churches  in  England  had  power 
to  refuse  to  assist  in  building  any  churches 
they  pleased. 

Mr.  Gouiboum  said»  that  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  diverged  from  the 
question  immediately  under  consideration. 
He  should  confine  himself  to  referring 
very  shortly  to  one  or  two  topics,  en- 
deavouring to  set  the  House  right  in  point 
of  argument  and  reasoning  with  reference 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Commission. 
The  noble  Lord  stated,  that  in  England 
the  Cpo^missionera  for  building  cburchea 
had  power  to  refuse  building  any  particular 
church,  and  the  noble  Lord  seemed  to 
assign  that  as  a  reason  why  the  Commit* 
sioners  to  be  appointed  in  Ireland  should 
possess  a  similar  power.  But  he  was 
sure  the  Committee  could  not  £ail  to 
perceive,  that  there  was  a  most  important 
distinction  between  the  two  cases.  There 
the  money  for  building  churches  was  to 
be  taken  from  the  revenues  of  the  Church 
itself  and  it  surely  ought  ou  every  pin^- 
ciple  of  justice  and  equity  to  be  applied 
to  the  furtherance  of  the  objects  sought 
to  be  obtained  by  the  Establishment.  If 
the  noble  Lord  intrusted  to  lay  Gommift- 
Moaeis  Ih9  {kiww  of  i«fusii^  ta  appty  tka 


funds  of  the  Church  to  that  which  was  the 
great  object  of  such  an  Estahlmbin«Dt--> 
the  propagation  of  the  Protestant  rdigin 
— if  the  noble  Lord  gave  them  th«  power  of 
refusing  to  apfdy  the  funds  of  th«  Church 
to  the  erection  of  places  of  wotahlp  io 
perishes  where  they  did  not  at  pesent 
exist — he  would  give  them  a  power  ¥ery 
different  indeed  from  that  posseaied  by 
the  Commissioners  for  building  churchtt 
in  England r  ^ho  were  merely  the  trastees 
appointed  by  Parliament  for  distribnthig 
the  revenue  placed  at  their  disposal,  ana 
not  of  a  fund  arising  from  Chttrch-pro- 
perty.  When  ihe  expense  qf  boildiog  a 
church  was  to  fall  upon  the  Church  itself, 
there  could  he  no  possible  ol^eotion  on 
the  part  of  the  people  of  any  diitrict  to 
have  a  church  erected,  and  it  could  oi^ 
be  from  party  feeling  in  those  who  might 
think  it  inexpedient  to  promote  the  interests 
of  the  Protestant  religion,  or  from  a  wone 
motive  in  others  who  manifest  an  utter 
indifference  to  the  promulgatton  of  its 
doctrines — it  could  only  be  from  oae  or 
other  of  these  reasons  that  any  set  of  aoea 
could  object  to  there  being  ia  every 
parish  in  Ireland  a  Protestant  churdi  sad 
a  Protestant  minister.  This  he  conkl 
undertake  to  say  from  his  own  persanal 
knowledge,  that  in  many  cases  ia  which 
new  churches  had  been  buik  in  Irelaod, 
in  which  ministers  had  been  phiced  who 
were  zealous  men  and  anxious  to  discharge 
their  duty  and  advance  the  interests  of 
the  Protestant  religion,  these  chaiches 
had  afterwards  been  discovered  to  ba  too 
small,  and  he  never  knew  any  case  la 
which  such  a  church  so  oonductad  had 
failed  to  have  a  suffic^nt  coogregatioa^ 
He  could  show  the  noble  Lord  many  in* 
stances  in  which  not  only  was  these  a 
sufficient  congregatiaa,  but  ia  which  the 
extent  of  it  had  so  far  exceeded  the  ex* 
pectalions  of  those  under  whose  aas{Mces 
the  church  was  erected,  that  notwith^asd* 
ing  it  was  at  first  considered  that  a  chaich 
would  be  unnecessary  at  all,  it  had  been 
found  afterwards  necessary  to  increase  its 
siae.  He  stated  these  facts  fitona  his  ova 
experience,  and  knowing  from  his  ova 
observation  how  the  Act  resUy  stood,  he 
felt  the  greatest  anxiety  when  he  came  ta 
that  part  of  the  Bill  which  rektes  Io  die 
buildingof  churches,that  the  House  shaald 
understand  how  much  they  would  impede 
the  advancement  of  the  Protestant  reli* 
gioa  by  throwing  any  obstacles  ia  the 
yray  Qf  eroding  chwchss^    Uavingf  wA 


thus  much  on  thispointyhe  would  proceed 
to  the  very  importaut  subject  under  con- 
stdeiatiofi.     He  entered  very,  fiiWy  into 
the  objections  which  had  been  so  ably 
stated  by  his  hoq.  fViend  the  member  ft>r 
Oxford  (Sir  R.  Inglis),  and  he  confessed 
he  could  disoover  no  possible  reason  why 
the  g^reat  change,  the  extensive  departure 
from    all    former    practice   and   estab- 
lished usage  should  be  effected  by  the 
Bill  under  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee. There  had  been,  up  to  the  present 
period,  a  Board  partly  ecclesiastical  and 
partly  lay,  for  the  management  of  the 
First* Fruit  fund  in  Ireland.    The  duties 
of  that  Board,  however,  were  extremely 
limited — they  were  limited  to  the  applica- 
tion of  the  funds  voted  by  Parliament  for 
the  building  of  churches ;  but  even  that 
Board  so  constituted  and  possessing  such 
limited  powers,  derived  its  authority  from 
the  Ohurch.    The  Parliament  ef  the  day 
in  constituting  that  Boai'd  felt  it  incumbent 
to  give  the  greatest  share  of  influence  to 
the  ecclesiastical   portion   of  the  Board, 
thinking  that  the  higher  order  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  were  the  individuals 
best  qualified  to  judge  of  the  wants  and 
feelings  of  the  people  as  connected  with 
religious    instruction.    The  duties    that 
devolved  upon  the  Commissioners,  how- 
ever, were  notlimlted  to  this  narrow  sphere, 
but  wereextended  to  other  objects  for  more 
importantr— far    more  novel — and    such, 
in  fact,  as  were  unfit  to  be  extended  to  a 
board  constituted  as  that  proposed  by  the 
Bill  must  naturally  be.    The  House  was 
bound  to  take  the  most  particular  care 
that  powers  so  extensive  as  these,  with 
which  the   Board  were  to  be  intrusted, 
should  not  be  given  to  commissioners,  the 
naajortty  of  whom  being  laymen  had  not, 
and  were  not,  likely  to  have  the  same 
interest  on  the  subject  as  ecclesiastical 
commissioners.    In  the  first  place  these 
oommisaioners  were  to  have  the  power  of 
imposing  taxation  to  any  amount  on  the 
several    Archbishops,    and  other  clergy. 
These  commissioners  had  next  the  power  of 
remunerating  curates  in  particular  parishes 
— they  therefore  were  to  possess  the  power 
of  deciding  whether  these  curates  were 
necessary  or  not.      The  question  was  one 
of  a  purely  ecclesiastical  nature.  But  these 
commissionert  were  lo  have  the  power 
of  issuing  sequestration  against  the  in- 
comes of  the  different  incumbents  in  case 
certain  regular  annual  payments  were  not 
mftdo  out  of  kicOHies  which  b«d  peibaps 


fiever  been  received.    They  were  lo  have 
|he  power,  in  case  a  fixed  payment  was 
DOt  made  on  a  specific  day,  of  coming 
down  with  the  whole  power  of  the  crown 
pn  persons  holding  benefices.     It  would 
be  no  answer  fbr  an  individual  against 
whom  the  power  was  to  be  exercised,  to 
say,  **  I  have  been  unable  to  collect  my 
tithes — I  have  been  for  twelve  months,  in 
my  present  benefice  without  receiving  a 
single  shilling."    No ;  the  commissioners 
wotild  have  the  power  of  claiming  their 
whole  demand,  although  the  incumbent 
might  not  have  received,  and  might  not 
expect  to  receive,  one  single  shilling  of  his 
annual  revenue.  If  these  enormous  powers 
were  necessary  at  all,  he  would  say  let 
them  at  least  be  exercised  by  those  who 
had  some  fellow-feeling  with  the  clergy, 
and   who  would    exercise   them  with  a 
greater  knowledge  of  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances in  which  they  might  be  placed 
than  the  laity  could  possibly  possess.     He 
would  next  proceed  to  another  point  to 
which   he  had  before  slightly  adverted 
•^he  meant  the  power  which  this  commis- 
sion was  to  possess  of  deciding  whether  a 
minister  of  the  Church  of  England  was  or 
was  not  to  be  appointed  to  certain  parishes 
in  which  for  some  given  time  past,  there 
had  been  a  default  of  residence.     Again 
he  would  say,  that  it  was  a  power  which  if 
any  necessity  existed  for  its  being  ex« 
ercfsed  at  all,  should  be  only  exercised  by 
the  highest  ofiicers  of  the  Church,  by 
those  who  would  be  bound  by  every  moral 
and  religious  obligation   to   look  to  the 
advancement  of  the  spiritual  concerns  of 
the  people,  and  who  in  no  case  short  of 
actual  necessity — if  indeed  the  necessity 
of  such  a  proceeding  in  any  case  could 
possibly  be  supposed  to  exist — would  givo 
their  sanction  to  the  suspension  of  the 
performance  of  the  rites  of  the  Protestant 
religion  by  a  Protestant  minister  in  any 
Church.    These  commissioners  were  also 
to  have  the  power  of  uniting  and  disposing 
of  parishes  without  the  consent  of  the 
Archbishops.      They  were  to  have  the 
entire  jpower  of  remodelling  parishes^-* 
and   or  doing   other  acts  which  might 
materially    affect    the    arrangement    of 
parishes  in  Ireland.     In  short  when  he 
looked  to  the  whole  of  the  powers  confided 
to  them,  he  saw  in  them  so  much  of  a 
distinctly  ecclesiastical  nature-— so  much 
influence  in  spiritual  concerns — that  he 
could  not  reconcile  it  to  his  ideas  of  pro** 
priety,  that  conuaissiooerti  «  majoritjf  of 
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whom  were  to  bo  laymen,  should  exercise 
an  authority  which  heretofore  had  been 
possessed  exclusively  by  the  Bishops  and 
Archbishops    of    Ireland.      It    was    not 
merely  by  possessing  a  majority  at  the 
Board  that  the  lay  part  of  the  commis- 
sioners  would   possess  a  preponderating 
influence.     When  he  called  it  a  lay  com- 
mission, he  spoke  of  what  it  would  practi^ 
cally  be.     In  the  first  place,  the  lay  com- 
missioners must  have  a  majority  of  two. 
In  the  next  place,  if  the  duties  were  pro- 
perly discharged,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  they  would  be  very  laborious.     He 
knew,  that  the  general  impression  would 
be,  that  duties  affecting  the. whole  general 
state  of  the  Protestant  religion  in  Ireland 
were  discharged  for  the  sake  of  the  sala- 
ries attached  to  the  offices,  and  with  a 
view  to  the  emoluments  to  be  derived 
from  them.     These  duties  would  neces- 
sarily be  discharged  in  the  absence  of  the 
prelates,  who  would  have  duties  to  per- 
form in  distant  dioceses.     He  would  take 
the  case  of  the  Primate  of  Ireland,  the 
individual  to  whom  they  were  to  look  for 
the  protection  of  the  ecclesiastical   in- 
terests of  the  Church  against  any  undue 
proceedings  on  the  part  of  the  lay  com- 
missioners.    He  was  perfectly  convinced 
that,  so  far  as  zealous  intention  was  con- 
cerned, no  man  could  possibly  be  better 
disposed  to  discharge  to  the  utmost  the 
duties  imposed  on    him    than   that  es- 
timable individual.     If  he  did  so,  how- 
ever, he  must  leave  his  diocese,  and  be 
constantly    resident     in     Dublin.      The 
House    would    bear    in    mind   that  the 
diocese  of  Clogher  was  to  be  united  to 
that  of  Armagh.     How,  then,  was  it  pos- 
sible he   could  discharge  the  additional 
duties    of   his    diocese,    and  also  those 
which  would  be  imposed  upon  him  as  a 
member  of  the  Board?     If  that  eminent 
individual  were  to  reside  for  a  twelve- 
month in  Dublin,  for  the  purpose  of  at- 
tending to  those  new  duties,  some  exceed- 
ingly zealous  gentleman  on    the   other 
side  of  the  House  would  be  sure  to  get 
up  in  his  place,   and  announce,  with  a 
vast  deal  of  pious  concern,  that  the  Pri- 
mate of  Ireland  had  not  been  residing 
within  his  diocese  for  a  whole  year.     But 
the  noble  Lord  said,  '*  I  have  amended 
this  Commission  very  much — for  I  have 
proposed,  that  when  the  seal  of  the  Com- 
mission is  imposed,  one  Bishop  must  be 
present."     Why,   the  imposition  of  the 
seal  was  a  mere  matter  of  form.    When 


the  Board  *  was  to  signify  its  coosent  to 
the  covenants  of  an  action — when  it  was 
about  to  make  a  return  to  Parliament,  or 
to  do  any  formal  act,  the  seal  was  to  be 
imposed ;  but  the  greater  part  of  the  trans- 
actions of  the  Board  were  to  be  com- 
municated and  carried  into  effect  by  the 
secretary  and  subordinate  officers;  and 
therefore  the   proposition  of    the   noble 
Lord  would  be  no  remedy  for  the  evil,  even 
if  it  could  be  conceived  that  one  Bishop, 
among  five  lay  Commissioners,  could  con- 
trol their  proceedings.     It  was  for  these 
reasons,  that  he  thought  the  mode  of  fram- 
ing the  Commission  should  be  altered. 
The    noble    Lord  argued,    that  because 
the    Lord    Chancellor    possessed    great 
Church  patronage  at  present,  there  could 
be  no  objection,  notwithstanding  he  might 
possibly  be  a  Presbyterian,  to  give  him  a 
seat  at  the  new  Board.     He  could  not 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  evil  of 
the  one  case  was  at  all  comparable  to  the 
evil  of  the  other.    The  Lord  Chancellor, 
in  making  the  distribution  of  Church  pa- 
tronage, would  have  to  make  his  selection 
out  of  a  number  of  individuals,  all  well 
qualified  for  the  discharge  of  the  duty. 
He  could,  therefore,  only  choose  among 
a  number  of  men  who  had  been  regularly 
ordained ;  and  the  very  fact  of  whose 
ordination  proved  their  competency  to  the 
discharge  of  the  o6Bce ;  but,  in  the  other 
case,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  being  a  Pres- 
byterian, would  have  a  much  more  ma- 
terial influence  over  the  concerns  of  the 
Church,  because  he  would  have  the  power 
of  deciding  whether  a  minister  should  or 
should  not  be  appointed  to  a  particular 
church.    The  Committee  would  perceive 
that  there  was  a  vast  difference  between 
the  two  cases.     What  ground,  he  would 
ask,  could  there  possibly  be  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  Board  of  First   FruiU?     It 
was  composed  of  laymen  and  ecclesiastics. 
He  might  be  told  that  the  Board  of  First 
Fruits  being  connected  with  the  collec- 
tion of  the  Vestry-cess  bad  nuide  itself 
unpopular  in   Ireland,   and  that  it  was 
consequently  better  to  abolish  it.     That 
I  could  not  be  a  sufficient  reason,  as  Vestry- 
cess  would  no  longer  exist.     If  the  right 
:  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Stanley)  had 
any  disposition  to  make  such  an  altera- 
tion in  that  part  of  the  Bill  as  should  give 
a  proper  weight  to  ecclesiastical  authority, 
he  should  not  object  to  the  partial  con- 
trol of  laymen.    Of  course  such  a  propo* 
<  sition  would  be  cheerfully  received  by  him 
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(Mr.  Ooulburo),  for  he  had  no  other  wish 
connected  with  the  Bill  than  to  insure 
such  an  arrangement  as  should  effectually 
maintain  the  Church  of  Ireland  for  pur* 
poses  such  as  he  thought  that  Church 
alone  should  be  maintained^  —  namely, 
those  connected  with  duly  and  properly 
providing  for  the  spiritual  concerns  of  the 
country. 

Sir  Robert  Batesan  did  not  wish  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  Committee  in  dis- 
cussing the  clause  at  any  length,  but  he 
must  say,  that  it  formed  one  of  the  most 
objectionable  portions  of  the  Bill.  Al- 
though he  bad  voted  against  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  now  that  it  was  in 
Committee,  he  wished  to  make  it  what  it 
professed  to  be — a  Bill  that  would  con- 
duce to  the  advancement  of  religion,  and 
the  permanence  and  stability  of  the  united 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland.  He 
objected  to  the  Constitution  of  the  eccle- 
siastical Commission  which,  in  point  of  fact, 
was  not  an  ecclesiastical  Commission  at  all. 
It  had  been  di8tinctlyshown,that  three  per- 
sons, who  had  received  salaries,  would  have 
the  control  of  the  whole  proceedings.  He 
objected  to  the  constitution  of  this  Com- 
mission on  the  true  principles  of  Reform. 
He  objected  to  it,  because  it  would  be  the 
Rieans  of  adding  patronage  and  power  to 
the  Government,  and  would  be  the  source 
of  continual  jobbing.  The  appointment 
of-  these  paid  Commissioners  would  be 
liable  to  be  given,  not  to  persons  who  were 
most  competent  to  discharge  the  duties  of 
the  office,  but  to  the  immediate  friends 
and  adherents  of  the  minister  of  the  day. 
These  Commissioners  would  obtain  by  the 
Bill  such  power  over  the  Church  to  which 
he  belonged  as  he  should  be  sorry  to  give 
to  any  Lord- lieutenant  or  Government.  If 
that  Commission  were  wholly  composed  of 
the  Bishops,  it  would  be  much  less  objec- 
tionable. Hon.  Gentlemen  on  a  former 
night  had  stated,  that  the  Irish  bishoprics 
were  complete  sinecures,  and  that,  in  fact, 
the  Bishops  had  little  or  nothing  to  do. 
He  did  not  admit  that  to  be  the  case — but 
surely  those  who  did  could  have  no  ob- 
jection to  provide  employment  for  them  ; 
and  how  could  the  ecclesiastical  affairs  of 
the  Church  be  placed  in  such  proper  hands 
as  in  those  of  the  Prelates  of  the  Church  ? 
He  bad  given  notice  of  an  Amendment  to 
the  clause,  which  he  should  move  at  the 
proper  time,  unless  the  noble  Lord  con- 
sented to  modify  it.    With  regard  to  some 

Obwnations  made  by  the  noble  Lord  be 


would  state,  that  wherever*  churches  had 
been  built  in  Ireland,  it  was  soon  found 
that  they  were  not  large  enough  to  contain 
the  congregations.  Where  there  were  no 
congregations  a  year  ago^  the  Churches 
were  now  crowded,  and  wherever  the 
clergyman  did  his  duty,  the  people  invari- 
ablv  flocked  to  them.  He  looked  forward 
with  considerable  anxiety  and  alarm 
to  any  clause  in  that  Bill  limiting  the 
building  of  churches  in  Ireland.  The 
great  objection  heretofore  was,  that 
churches  were  not  buijt  for  the  people, 
but  a  part  of  the  people.  If  a  gentleman 
subscribed  1 OOZ.  towards  building  a  Church, 
he  expected  to  have  a  seat  in  it — ^that  was 
not  the  description  of  Church,  he  contend- 
ed, that  was  wanted  in  Ireland.  What  they 
wanted  there  was  free  churches  which 
would  be  open  for  the  people.  That  was 
one  species  of  reform  which  he  wished  to 
see  introduced.  With  regard  to  the  Ves- 
try-cess, the  noble  Lord  had  not  explained 
how  that  portion  of  it  was  to  be  provided 
for,  which  went  for  the  maintenance  of 
parish  children,  and  providing  coffins  for 
the  poor,  and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  to  be  provided  by  the  Bill,  or  pre* 
sented  by  the  Grand  Juries  ?  He  objected 
most  strongly  to  giving  persons  salaried  by 
Government  such  monstrous  powers  over 
the  religion  he  professed,  as  the  Bill  con- 
ferred. He  viewed  with  constitutional 
jealousy  such  appointments,  and  if  the 
clause  were  not  struck  out  of  the  Bill,  or 
that  the  four  Bishops  who  had  served  the 
preceding  year  in  Parliament  were  net 
added  to  the  Board,  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  propose  the  Amendment,  of  which 
he  &ad  given  notice. 

•Mr.  Secretary  Stanley  observed,  it  had 
been  argued  that  the  business  might  be 
transacted  by  a  Board,  similar  to  the 
Board  of  First  Fruits  in  Ireland.  Now,  he 
certainly  did  not  approve  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  that  Board.  It  consisted  of  Arch- 
bishops, Bishops,  Judges,  Law  Officers, 
and  '^  two  other  proper  and  discreet  per- 
sons." Now,  he  would  undertake  to  say, 
that  more  of  the  business  was  performed 
by  the  two  "  proper  and  discreet  persons" 
than  by  all  the  others  put  together.  The 
Board  would  be,  however,  in  some  degree, 
similar  to  the  Board  of  First  Fruits ;  but 
Government,  instead  of  adding  **  two  pro- 
per and  discreet  persons,''  had  extended 
the  number  to  three.  It  was  said,  that 
this  plan  was  adopted  to- increase  the  pa« 

tEonage  of  the  Crown ;  but  tiie^  BillwouM 
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do  away  with  ten  Bishops,  which,  he 
thought,  had  proved  that  Ministers  felt 
no  very  inordinate  desire  for  an  increase 
of  patronage.  He  should  support  the 
clause  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  there  was  no  part  of  the 
Bill  to  which  the  Irish  clergy  generally, 
and  those  most  interested  in  the  welfare  of 
the  Established  Church,  so  much  objected, 
as  the  tendency  of  this  clause  to  lower 
ecclesiastical  authority,  and  to  place  the 
spiritual  concerns  of  the  Church  in  the 
hands  of  laymen.  View  the  proposed 
Commission  in  any  light,  the  preponder- 
ance was  given  to  the  lay  members.  In 
the  permanent  Cominissions,  they  were  in 
the  proportion  of  two  to  one  in  numbers 
-*-and  in  those  who  were  removeable,  as 
the  lay  Commissioners  were  to  be  paid  and 
permanent,  they  would  be  at  least  in  the 
same  proportion  in  influence.  Now,  he 
admitted,  that  there  was  some  weight  in 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ailment  in 
favour  of  a  few  paid  Commissioners  to  do 
the  routine  busmess  of  the  Board ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  adduce 
a  single  rea^n  against  the  continuance  of 
all  the  Bishops  in  the  same  authority  they 
had  exercised  at  the  Board  of  First  Fruits. 
No  person  had  ventured  to  cast  an  impu- 
tation upon  the  manner  in  which  they 
performed  their  important  duties  as  mem« 
bers  of  that  Board.  The  professed  object 
of  the  present  Bill  was  to  promote  the 
building  of  churches,  the  residence  of  the 
clergy,  and  the  dissolution  of  unions ;  and 
he  would  entreat  the  Committee's  atten* 
tion  to  this  fact,  that  within  the  last  thirty 
years,  there  had  been  built,  under  their 
direction  and  superintendence,  about  480 
churches,  whereas  in  the  entire  preceding 
century  there  had  been  but  134  built.  So 
they  had  caused  480  glebe  houses  to  be 
erected,  while  in  the  whole  of  the  seven- 
teenth century  there  had  been  only  163 ; 
and  in  much  the  same  ratio  had  unions 
been  dissolved.  He  could  corroborate  the 
statensent  of  his  right  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Ooulburn),  that  where  Churches  were 
built  they  soon  drew  congregations  to 
them  I  apd  he  could  instance  a  case  in  his 
own  neighbourhood  where  the  late  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin  had  first  licensed  the 
oelebration  of  service  in  a  school-house, 
then  procured  the  building  of  a  church, 
and  now  there  was  on  that  spot  a  most 
flourishing  congregation.  How  powerfully, 
too,  did  this  bear  upon  that  most  objec- 
tioiiftbl»  prpfiiioa  of  tb9  BUI  wbicb  «a* 


abled  the  Commissioners,  principally  lay* 
men,  to  suspend  the  appointment  of  a 
clergyman  to  a  parish  where  serviee  bad 
been  intermitted  for  three  yean.  Besides 
the  cases  he  had  alladed  to,  he  was  aware 
of  one  diocese  in  which  there  were  now 
twenty  parishes  with  officiating  resident 
clergymen,  in  no  one  of  which  Church 
service  had  been  performed  for  much  more 
than  three  years  previous  to  the  appoint- 
ment of 'the  present  ministers  by  the  (w. 
sent  Bishop.  Above  all  things  he  depre- 
cated this  transfer  to  laymen  of  the  just 
and  due  authority  of  the  proper  heads  of 
the  Church,  and  so  powerfully  did  this 
sentiment  operate  upon  the  mtnas  of  maoy 
clergymen  and  laymen  of  the  Estahlishea 
Church  in  Ireland,  that  he  knew  the  coo- 
stitution  of  the  Board  as  now  proposed  bad 
induced  a  willingness  on  their  paiti  to 
separate  themselves  from  connexion  with 
the  Establishment  altogether*  He  trusted, 
however,  that  on  this  point  the  Govero- 
ment  would  give  way.  He  defied  tbe 
breath  of  slander  to  rest  on  the  conduct 
of  the  Bishops  in  the  administration  of 
the  funds  of  the  First  Fruit  Board,  and  if 
the  Government  should  retain  some  of  tbe 
lay  Commissioners,  he  thought  they  eoald 
not  reasonably  object  to  the  retention  of 
all  the  Bishops  as  the  ecclesiastical  ones. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley) 
objected  to  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  firieod 
(Sir  Robert  Bateson)  to  have  the  Bishops 
who  should  have  attended  the  pfe?ieos 
year  in  Parliament,  because  it  would  take 
the  Bishops  for  two  successive  years  from 
their  dioceses,  but  then  the  improvement 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make  was, 
to  have  always  the  same  three  Bishops  and 
only  the  three.  So  that  they  roust  by  the 
effect  of  that  arrangement  be  not  only  two 
years,  but,  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  argument,  constantly  abaent  from 
the  scenes  of  their  own  diocesan  duties. 
He  would  say  no  more  upon  the  clauia, 
warmly  as  he  felt  upon  it,  until  be  heard 
from  the  noble  Lord  what  he  would  con- 
cede upon  the  point  to  the  univeisaUy  ex* 
pressed  desire  of  every  friend  to  the  £sta- 
blished  Chureb,  and  he  was  peranaded  be 
could  not  reasonably  refuse  very  consider- 
able concessions  upon  it. 

Mr.  Wynn  had  no  objection  to  some 
parts  of  the  Bill,  though  he  had  to  others. 
He  was  of  opinion,  that  two  lay  Commis* 
sinners  would  be  sufficient,  and  be  thought 
that  the  Archbishop  of  Dnblin  and  tbe 
Daaa  of  St,  Patrick  pug^t,  to  aocoual  of 
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their  coastant  residence  in  Dublin,  to  be 
added  to  the  Commission. 

Lord  AUhoirpAxA  not  object  to  a  major- 
ity of  the  Ckimmiasionere  being  of  the 
clerical  character.  Neither  did  he  fbel 
any  objection  to  adding  the  Archbishop  of 
Dublin  and  another  Bishop  to  the  Com* 
mission. 

Colonel  Pereevai  said,  he  was  anxious 
some  time  since  to  make  the  suggestions 
which  had  that  night  been  thrown  out  by  his 
friends,  but  the  nobleLord,  having  in  some 
degree  given  way,  he  should  not  now  tres- 
pass with  the  time  of  the  Committee  fur- 
ther than  to  state,  that  he  considered  the 
power  given  to  the  Lerd-lieutenant  by 
the  BUI,  of  removing  at  his  pleasure  any 
member  of  the  Board,  was  an  insult  to  the 
hierarchy  of  Ireland.  The  Lord-lieutenant 
had  the  power  of  selectmg  the  Bishops 
who  were  to  have  seats  at  the  Board,  and 
he  had  also  an  eui^Hhiium  power  of  capri- 
ciously removing  them.  That  was  a  power 
which  he  would  never  consent  lo  place  in 
the  hands  of  any  Lord*lieutenant. 

Mr.  Ward  was  surprised  to  have  heard, 
ia  the  course  of  the  discussion,  that  the 
moment  new  churches  were  erected  in 
Ireland,  they  were  filled  with  congrega- 
tions. That  statement^  which  was  not 
supported  by  any  documentary  evidence, 
applied,  it  appeared,  only  to  new  churches ; 
for  it  was  generally  admitted,  that  the 
old  churches  were  very  scantily  attended. 

Mr.  Ja$ne9  Qraitan  said,  this  was  a 
.^ery  important  part  of  the  Bill,  as  it  pro- 
vided a  Commission  to  superintend  the 
ecclesiastical  establishment  of  Ireland. 
They  had  been  advised  to  make  use  of 
the  Board  of  First  Fruits.  To  that  he' 
could  not  agree,  because  that  Board  had 
not  worked  beneficially  fbr  Ireland.  The 
hon.  member  for  Montgomeryshire  had 
recommended  that  the  Archbishop  of  Dub- 
lin and  the  Dean  of  St.  Patrick  s  shouM 
be  added  to  the  Commission  on  account  of 
thehr  constant  residence  ni  Dublin;  but 
that  very  dicamatance  made  agamst  the 
propoeitien,  because  they  would,  in  conse- 
quence of  their  general  residence  in  Dob- 
li6,  be  ignorant  of  the  sttuation  of  the 
remote  parts  of  the  country. 

Lord  Sandon  recommended,  that  the 
Arehbishope  and  Bishops  shouhl  select 
delegatea  to  act  as  Representatives  of  their 
awn  body  in  the  capacity  of  Commission- 
ers, instead  of  giving  that  power  to  the 
Government,  They  would  thus  escape 
being  mixed  up  with  any  appearance  of 
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political  feeling,  which  would  be  likely 
to  excite  jealousy  in  the  minds  of  their 
brethren^ 

Colonel  Wood  defended  the  conduct  of 
the  Board  of  First  Fruits.  The  whole  of 
the  First  Fruits  last  year  amounted  to 
40,000/.,  and  that  Board  had  expended 
23,000/.,  or  more  than  that  amount,  in  a 
most  beneficial  manner.  He  thought,that 
they  ought,  in  this  instance,  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  assistance  of  the  Board  of 
First  Fruits.  AH  the  machinery  was 
ready,  and  might  be  immediately  put  in 
motbn. 

Lord  AUhorp  then  moved^  ^*  That  af^ 
the  words  *  Lora  Primate,'  the  words '  Lord 
Archbishop  of  Dublin'  be  added.'' 

Mr.  Wynn  thought  it  would  be  much 
better  if  the  Commission  were  placed  under 
the  control  of  the  head  of  the  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  than  of 
the  Lord-lieutenant, 

Sir  Robert  fnglis  observed,  that  when 
it  was  stated,  that  laymen  had  as  much  right 
to  interfere  with  the  Church  as  Church- 
men, he  protested  against  the  doctrine, 
as  contrary  to  the  principles  of  an  episco- 
al  establishment.  But  if  the  noble  Lord 
ad  said,  that  the  laity  ought  to  bear  the 
burthens  connected  with  the  Church,  in 
that  proposition  he  would  concur. 

Mr.  Estcourt  thought  it  desirable  that 
Bishops  from  all  parts  of  Ireland  should 
be  members  of  the  Board,  and  protested 
against  the  exclusion  from  it  of  any  Arch- 
bishop or  Bishop. 

Dr.  Lushinffiou  objected  to  an  exten- 
sion of  the  numbers  of  the  Board  as  likely 
to  retard  business,  fbr  the  due  execution 
of  which  a  certain  portion  of  lay  members 
was  necessary. 

Mr.  Shaw  explained,  and  assured  the 
noble  Lord,  that  he  had  in  no  way  enter- 
tained the  notion  that  there  could  be  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  canvassing  for 
votes  at  the  Board.  What  he  contended 
for  was  a  due  weight  of  opinion  and  sound 
rational  influence  of  the  heads  of  the 
Church  in  matters  essentially  ecclesiastt-* 
oal,  but  as  the  noble  Lord  had  conceded 
two  additional  Bishops  in  the  composition 
of  the  Board,  and  the  Committee  appeared 
disinclined  to  go  further,  he  must  yieM 
his  own  opinmn,  strong  as  it  still  continued, 
on  the  point,  and  he  would  not  put  the 
Committee  to  the  trouble  of  a  division. 

The  Amendment  agreed  to,  and  the 
clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  BUI* 
Clausea  t«  the  14tk  agfreecl  I9f 
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Clause  14»  empowering;  the  Commis- 
sioners to  make  a  valuation  of  all  livings 
and  levy  a  yearly  assessment  therefrom^ 
subject  to  deductions  mentioned  in  the 
schedules,  such  assessment  to  commence 
from  next  avoidance,  was  read* 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  in  taxing  the 
benefices  of  the  parochial  clergy,  the  sche- 
dules at  present  were  regulated  upon  a 
much  smaller  scale  of  per-centage,  than 
those  already  prepared.  The  effect  of  this 
arrangement  would  be  to  relieve  almost 
entirely  all  livings  from  200L  a-year  to 
250/.  a-year,  and  to  press  very  lightly 
upon  livings  from  250/.  a-year  to  300/. 
Now  it  was  well  known,  that  200/.  a-year 
in  Ireland  would  enable  a  man  to  live 
better  than  300/.  a-year  in  England. 

Mr.  Shaw  assured  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
demands  upon  the  Irish  clergy  were  much 
heavier  in  proportion  to  their  incomes  than 
those  upon  the  English.  They  were  often 
the  only  resident  gentlemen  to  answer  the 
calls  of  benevolence  and  charity.  On  a 
former  evening  he  thought  the  principle 
of  not  taxing  future  incumbents  even  on 
incomes  under  300/.  a-year,  had  been  cor- 
rected by  the  noble  Lord.  It  really  would 
be  but  taking  with  one  hand  to  give  with 
the  other,  under  the  head  of  Augmenta- 
tion of  Small  Livings.  He  had  trusted  the 
noble  Lord  would  exclude  all  incomes 
under  300/.  a-year  from  taxation. 

Sir  Robert  Bateson  said,  that  though 
he  felt  happy  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
made  the  concession  which  he  had  done, 
yet  he  trusted  he  would  go  a  little  further, 
and  not  commence  the  tax  on  any  living 
under  300/.  a-year.  One  of  the  professed 
objects  of  the  present  Bill  was  to  increase 
the  smaller  livings  and  provide  for  the 
working  clergy  in  Ireland.  But  as  yet 
be  saw  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  carrying  these  obiects  into 
effect.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that  200/. 
a-year  in  Ireland  was  better  than  300/.  a- 
year  in  England ;  but  he  seemed  to  forget 
that  the  •  clergyman  in  Ireland  was  fre- 
quently the  only  person  in  the  rank  of  a 
gentleman  residing  within  a  large  space. 
There  were  therefore  constant  calls  upon 
him  for  private  charity,  and  besides  there 
were  many  taxes  which  they  were  obliged  to 
pay.  It  was  mandatory  upon  the  clergy- 
man to  give  an  annual  sum  in  support 
of  the  parochial  as  well  as  the  diocesan 
schools.  He  was  also  obliged  to  contri- 
bute at  the.  visitation,  and  there  were  in 

fact  80  mapy  c^  upou  bis  pecuniary 


resources,  that  his  income  was  consider- 
ably reduced  beyond  its  nominal  amount. 
When  the  House  recollected  the  educa- 
tion a  clergyman  received,  and  the  station 
he  must  uphold  in  society,  he  trusted,  that 
they  would  not  consider  it  too  great  a 
boon  to  .commence  the  taxation  at  300/. 
a-year. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  that  a  petition 
had  been  presented  to  the  House  by  his 
hon.  friend,  the  member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Shaw)  from  the  curates  of 
the  diocese  of  Ferns,  in  which  they  stated, 
that  the  proposed  measure  would  be  in- 
jurious to  them,  inasmuch  as  if  the  incomes 
of  the  Rectors  were  reduced,  they  wonld 
be  obliged  to  dismiss  their  Curates,  who 
would  then  have  to  seek  for  some  other 
means  of  subsistence.  He  thought  the 
system  of  taxation  unfair  in  all  its  parts, 
but  particularly  so  in  that  which  pressed 
upon  the  working  classes  of  the  clergy. 

Mr.  Goulbum  said,  he  could  not  ac- 

Siiesce  in  any  clause  imposing  a  tax  upon 
e  clergy.  If  it  were  necessary  to  raise 
a  tax  at  all,  he  saw  neither  justice  nor 
equity  in  taxing  the  clergy  alone.  They 
were  about  to  abolish  a  number  of  Bishop- 
rics ;  and  the  incomes  that  would  thns  be 
saved  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  adequate 
for  all  the  purposes  required.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  entering  his 
protest  against  the  clause. 

Mr.  Henry  Orattan  said,  the  arguments 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  quite 
untenable.  He  could  occupy  two  hoars 
in  reading  quotations  that  would  sink  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  arguments 
to  the  bottom  of  the  earth. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  that  notwithstanding  the 
formidable  threat  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Grattan),  to  sink  his  right  bon. 
friend  (Mr*  Goulburn)  and  his  arguments 
into  the  earth,  and  to  bring  forward  align- 
ments of  two  hours*  length  in  support  of 
his  favourite  position  as  to  the  appropria- 
tion of  Churcn  property,  he  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  undertake  to  disprove  the  assertion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  whenever  he 
thought  proper  to  bring  it  forward,  bat  he 
would  not  anticipate,  at  present,  the  two 
hours'  discussion  promised  by  the  bon* 
Gentleman,  further  than  by.  disttnctly 
denying,  that  any  part  of  the  property  now 
possessed  by  the  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church  had  ever  been  appropriated  in  tbe 
manner  stated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Clause  14  ordered  to  stand  part  of  tbe 
BUU 
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Clause  15y  enacting  that  the  tax  shall 
be  paid  half-yearly  on  the  1st  day  of  July, 
ana  Ist  day  of  Febraary,  the  first  pay- 
ment on  account  of  such  annual  tax  to  be 
made  on  the  1st  day  of  July  or  1st  day  of 
Febniaryy  as  may  happen,  next  after  the 
oonsecration,  installation,  induction,  or 
collation  of  the  person  succeeding  thereto, 
was  then  read. 

Mr.  Estcouri  objected  to  the  payment 
being  made  half-yearly,  when  it  was  well 
known,  that  the  revenues  of  the  clergy 
were  only  paid  annually.  He  wished  to 
know  what  was  to  be  done  in  the  event  of 
the  clergyman  receiving  no  revenues  ?  If 
the  tax  was  one  upon  receipt  he  could 
understand  it,  but  as  it  stood  he  wished 
to  know  how  Government  meant  to  act  ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  it  was  quite  mani- 
fest, that  if  the  clergyman  had  no  funds 
he  could  not  pay  the  tax.  It  was  impos- 
sible in  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  recognise 
the  principle,  that  a  man  was  not  to  re- 
ceive what  was  his  due. 

Mr.  Estcourt — But  it  would  remain  as 
a  debt  against  his  executors. 

Mr.  Poulter  said,  that  the  tax  ought  to 
be  placed  upon  the  actual  perception  of 
profits,  and  not  on  the  abstract  right  of 
receiving  the  amount.  Supposing  the 
incumbent  to  die  before  the  harvest,  he 
would  not  have  received  any  profits  at  all, 
though  his  executors  would  be  liable  to  the 
amount  of  the  tax. 

The  Solicitor  General  said^  it  would  only 


be  necessary  to  introduce  a  proviso  in  abate* 
ment  where  no  profits  were  received. 

Colonel  Perceval  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether  it  was  just  that  a  liv* 
ing  should  be  taxed  where  no  payments 
had  been  made  to  the  Rector  ?  He  was 
acquainted  with  a  parish  in  Erris,  co-exten- 
sive with  the  county  of  Dublin,  in  which 
only  one  Magistrate  resided;  The  parish 
was  valued  at  300/.  a-year,  and  for  the 
last  two  years  only  lOZ.  had  been  received 
out  of  it.  And  why,  it  might  be  asked,  was 
this?  The  clergyman  had  applied  fre- 
quently to  appoint  a  second  Magistrate— 
two  being  necessary  to  enable  a  person  to 
recover  tithes — ^but  the  Irish  Government 
paid  no  attention  to  his  remonstrances. 
The  Rector  of  that  parish  was  now 
acting  as  a  Curate  in  the  county  of  Sligo, 
and  bad  sent  his  brother  to  officiate  for 
him.  On  last  Good  Friday,  he  was  ob- 
liged to  remain  in  his  House  to  avoid 
being  arrested  for  7/.  This  was  one  of 
the  instances  be  (Colonel  Perceval) alluded 
to  the  other  night,  when  he  asked  the 
question  respecting  the  appointment  of  a 
(Jhief  Secretary. 

Mr.  Anthony  Lefroy  said,  that  he  knew, 
several  clergymen  who  had  not  received 
tithe  for  two  years,  in  his  neighbourhood. 
He  thought  imposing  the  tax  half-yearly  a 
great  hardship. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  the  clauses 
to  1 9,  when  the  House  resumed,  and  the 
Chairman  obtained  leave  to  sit  again. 
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Mt.  Pduteit  Thomson  could  assure  the 
Hoiise,  that  it  was  with  great  pleasure  he 
had  given  way  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Foster),  whose  speech  could  not  havfe 
failed  to  produce  a  great  effbct  upon  the 
Hbtise,  coming,  as  it  did,  from  one  prac- 
tically engaged  !h  the  banking  anfl  com- 
mercial affairs  of  this  country.  Re  was 
tiot  suirprised  that  the  hoh.  member  (br 
Knairesborbugh  should  coinplain  of  the 
thantier  in  which  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  WhilehaV^ii  {i&d  been  met : 
fd^  he  seeihed;  by  &dbie  napjpy  turn  of 
mind,  to  imagine,  that  he  could  engraft 
oh  a  Motion,  iiilrbduced  distinctly  and 
Avowedly  for  one  purpose,  another  purpose 
completely  lihd  entirely  differeni ;  and  that 
he  would  have  an  opportunity,  by  voting 
for  the  Committee  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
of  making  that  Committee  subservient  to 
{)romote  his  own  plaii.  Such,  however, 
could  Ta6i  be  the  case.  After  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  friend,  it  was  impossi- 
ble that  the  House  could  consider  that 
any  other  question  was  before  it  than 
whether  it  should  affirm  or  negative  a  de- 
parture from  the  standard  of  value  as 
established  by  law.  That  was  the  ques- 
tion which  was  tloW  hef^f'e  them»  and 
that  was  the  question  on  which  the  coun- 
try was  now  looking  for  the  decision  of 
the  House.  The  people  anticipated  that  an 
end  would  be  put  to  the  agitation  of  the 
question — an  agitatibn  Which)  ie^en  theti, 
,  was  paralysing  in  some  degree,  the  trade  of 
the  country,  and  which,  if  allowed  to 
continue,  would  be  likely  to  be  attended 
with  yet  more  disastrous  consequences. 
The  simple  question  before  the  House  was* 
^-shall  there  be  depreciation  or  no  depre- 
ciation ?  The  hon.  Member,  in  introducing 
his  Motion,  had  entered  into  a  long  dis- 
cussion respecting  the  distress  which  he 
alleged  existed  in  the  country,  and  no 
doubt  the  hon.  Member  acted  wisely  in  so 
doing  for  the  purpose  which  he  bad  in 


view,  because,  by  taking  thilt  course,  lie 
might  find  support,  perhaps,frocn  some  f^w 
whO|  differing  from  hitn  a&  to  the  fhtneAf^ 
would  wish  to  go  into  a  Cotnmitt^  With  a 
view  of  inquiring  into  the  cdusesbftB^  dis- 
tress.    He  was  pfepat^  to  mtiintd{n,that 
although  there  might,  and  uiifortuhftt^iy 
did,  prevail  among  certain  dlliss^  ti  c6q- 
siderabte  degree  of  distress,  yl^t  the  eoh- 
dition  of  the  country  at  Idrg^  tr^d  v^ 
far  from  what  th^  hon.  M^mMf  had  lie- 
scribed  it  to  be.     tn  s^ite  ^  tfafe  hon. 
Gentleman's  stieer  ii  ombMt  lltf^dmehtl, 
be  should  venture  tb  advSH  tb  abtn^  to 
which  his  position  tn  the  Qbverbm^ht  had 
given  him  access,  and  which  bfe  thdtigbt 
the  House  would  consider  neither  delusive 
nor  valueless.   Unless  the  House  #iis  will- 
in?  to  take  some  of  the  general  facta  upon 
which  the  hon.  Member  relied  in  detad — 
unless  it  was  willing,  tii  some  degree,  to 
take  the  amduht  of  relief  afforded  to  the 
poor  as  a  guide  to  show  their  increase  or 
diminution — unless  it  was  willing  to  look  to 
the  consumption  of  the  country  and  the 
statements  of  intelligent  individuals — he 
knew  not  what  could  be  had  recourse  to 
as  indices  of  the  public  welfare.       He 
t^ished  to  Itohth  lightly  on  the  subject  of 
the  distress ;  but  at  the  same  time  lie  did 
not  consider  it  consistent  with  the  honest 
and  upright  condlict  he  should  alwa^ 
desire  to  pursue,  if,  entertaining,  as  be 
did  I  VieWs  diffhtisnt  from  those  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  did  not  state  his 
opinions  respecting  that  distress,  notwith- 
standing the  unpopularity  which   might 
attach  to  the  avowal  of  them.     He  did 
not  mean  to  deny  that  distress  always 
existed,  and  always  must,  to  a  certain  ex* 
tent,  in  the  country;   but  diat  was  not 
the  position  of  the  hon«  member  for  White- 
haven (Mr.  M.  Attwood).    He  had  stated 
that  the  distress  at  presentwasunparalleled 
— that  every  branch*of  industry  was  gs^ing 
to  decay — that  the  landholders  were  all  bat 
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TUined— that  the  fartoers  were  iaftstiate 
x}(  bankruptcy— ^that  the  merchants  were 
Midy  to  dosis  their  concerns — that  inatiu** 
fiftctilri^g  capital  yielded  in  the  sha^e  of 
profits  little  or  nothing.  From  these  po« 
sitioh^  bf  the  hon.  Getitlenian  he  entirely 
dissented ;  ai^d  he  believed  the  condition 
of  the  seve^l  iriterests  of  the  country  to 
be  ih  a  very  diflferent  state  from  that  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  ^presented  theHu  to 
be  in.  To  show  that  the  slatemenls  i^hich 
had  been  Mn^de  to  the  Hl)bse  were  greatly 
exaggerated,  he  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson) 
^oM  proVe  what  the  tbndition  of  the 
poor  had  been  during  the  ten  years  ending 
in  1 82 1 , as  eompahed  With  the  ten  yearsend- 
ingin  1631,. by  reckoning  ihk  sum^  de- 
voted to  the  relief  of  the  poor  during  these 
I^HodS.  In  the  earlier  pieriod  68,000,000f. 
had  been  given  ibr  the  relief  of  th6  poor, 
being  an  average  of  6,800',00(W.  a-year; 
whilid  in  tiie  ten  years  i^ndin^  iti  1831,  only 
62,900,00pr.  were  devoted  to  the  same 
object ;  beihg  an  dvetag^  of  6;S90,O0Of. ; 
eoi\set|nehUy^  upoH  the  llftst  period  of  ten 
yeard  theire  hkd  beisn  a  redoctioh  bf  tteArly 
6,0d0,009{.i  AUhougti  the  populatbn  had 
increased  sixteen  per  eent  within  that 
period.  There  bad  been  a  redaction  dn 
the  charge  in  proportion  to  the  popblatioti 
since  that  time  of  not  less  than  twenty-six 


per  cent,  the  chafrge  having  been  at  the  rate 
of  1 3*.  1  d.  per  head  in  1 81 1 ,  and  di.  9tf •  In 
1831.  The  foDo^ihg  tables  (which  the 
right  hon.  Member  read)  woold  show  the. 
House  the  particulars  of  his  statement : — 

Swns  e±!fmndedfoT  ih»  Relief  6/ thePt&r. 

AvcmgeordyftiMl748,49,a:5tt    .   ^«89,97l 

1788     .    .    t 
Average  ofa  yrs.,  1783, 84|  &85 

1803     i     .    . 


l,l>58.80e 

2,004^837 
4,267,963 


lai^.i^ 

1813-14 
1814-1(1 

1815-16 
1816-17 
1817-18 
1818-19 
1819-20 
1820-21 
1^-21-2S 


6,^i,Si^ 

6)6S7|d0D 
5J4M09 


5,724,606 

7,fe9a,U8 


7,531  vWK) 

6,958,446 
fe,:i5B,70S 


In  10  years  to  25th  Mareh  1822    6^,603,584 


1822-2< 
1823-2^ 
18^4^21 
1829-26 

1826  27 
1827-28 
1828-29 

1830-31 
]831-3t 


5.772.95? 

«,75g,99l 
9^928,502 

5i4i.l»«« 

6(2^,003 
B,33j;41iO 
li,i!^9,042 
6>798,888 
7,036,968 


In  10  years,  to  25th  M^arch,  1832     6^,^59,066 


THr». 

Popalntittn 

or  die  Uttited 

KiQldoni. 

Amomit  ntred 
in  Taxes. 

Eipended 

Ibr  tbcreltef  of 

Poor. 

Proportion  of 

'nieitoFopalaUoD 

of  Unitnl 

Kingdom. 

Proportion  of  Poor  Rate 

to  PopahtJon  of 

England  arid  WaIm. 

iftoi 

1811 
1821 
1831 

16,338,102 
18,347,720 
2 1,1  §3,458 
24,271,763 

£. 

34,115,146 
65,173,545 
55,834,192 
46,424,440 

£. 

4,017,871 
6,656,106 
6,358,703 
6,798,888 

£.   S,     d, 

2  19 

3  10    3 
2  12     8 
1  18     3 

£.   S,    d, 
0     9     1 
0  13     1 
Cf  10     t 

0    9    d 

In  order,  however,  to  show  the  real  state 
of  the  cade  still  more  clearly,  he  had  en- 
desiVoured  to  obtain  information  frohi 
sdme  of  the  principal  towns,  and  he  had 
sele<^t^d  fbilr  manufacturing  places  of  great 
cWitequence, (Glasgow,  Msinchester,  Shef- 
field ^  ^nd  Birmingham).  He  considered 
that  the^e  four  toiVhs  attbrded  a  fair  sample 
of  the  town  population  of  Great  Britain ; 
and  if  them  were  anv  liiateriai  distress  ih 
the  countri^,  it  conld  not  fail  to  pervade 
those  industrious  communities.  He  would 
begin  with  Gla^^^ow,  and  first  call  the  at- 
tdhtibti  of  the  Hous^  X6  a  Statement  as 
to  the  boor,  the  right  hon.  Member  read 
the  fbllowing  p\iper:— 

Glasgow. — Poor    Rates.~The    assessment 
for  the  maintenance  of  paupers  in  the  ten 


parishes  o^lhe  Royalty,  exclusive  of  the  sub- 
urbs, was — 


In  1800 

. 

• 

m 

-  4,534 

-  5,71^0 

1810 

. 

. 

m 

1820 

- 

m 

. 

-    13,136 

1830 

. 

m 

- 

-     7,866 

*  tn  the  towh  and  subut-bs  the  pophla- 

*  tion  in  1830  Was  402,426;  the  ttumber 

*  of  paupers    5,006;   and  the  totd  sum 

*  expended  on  their  relief,  17,581/.* 

The  House  miiSt  remember,  that  the 
population  of  Glasgow  in  1831  was  nearly 
double  what  it  was  in  1810;  so  that, 
with  double  the  populatioii,  there  was 
A  dirointitibn  of  the  Poor-rate  by  nearly 
one-half.  He  Would  next  read  to  them 
an  extract  of  si  li'lter  froni  the  Seciretary 
to  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  at  Glasgow, 
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a  man  oq  whose  authority  the  House  might 
place  the  utmost  reliance : — 

*  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  during 
the  year  which  has  just  expired,  the 
band-weaving  branch  has  been  enjoying 
a  profitable  trade,  and  the  prospects  for 
the  coming  year  are  so  favourable,  that 
the  more  prudent  manufacturers  entertain 
fears  that  a  little  further  prosperity  may 
occasion  a  revival  of  the  spirit  of  over- 
trading. The  calico-printing  business  is 
understood  to  have  been  extremely  pros- 
perous from  the  moment  of  the  repeal  of 
the  tax  on  that  article,  and  its  prosperity 
still  continues.  The  silk  manufacture, 
too,  is  considered  to  have  been  doing 
well.  The  bands  generally  belonging  to 
the  different  branches  of  industry  are  in 
full  employment,  and,  with  the  exception 
of  the  hand-loom  weavers,  at  good 
wages.' 

He  would  next  go  to  Sheffield,  the  par- 
ticulars of  which  were  equally  striking,  as 
appeared  by  the  following  statement : — 

'  Population  .of  the  township  of  Sheffield 
*  — 1811,  31,314;  1821,35,840;  1831, 
'59,011. 

'  Poor-rates  of  the  township  of  Sheffield 
* —1818,  .31,189/.;  1820,  37,467/; 
'  1830, 18,691/. :  1832,  17,342/.' 

Thus  there  appeared  to  be  a  diminution 
of  the  Poor-rate  by  one-half  since  1 820, 
during  these  ten  years,  which  had  been 
spoken  of  as  years  of  misery  and  dis- 
tress, in  a  town  with  a  population  increased 
from  35,000  to  60,000.  From  the  state- 
ments of  the  Master  Cutler,  it  appeared, 
'  that  the  artizans  in  that  town  were  receiv- 
ing, in  general,  good  wages.  He  next 
came  to  the  town  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent  (Manchester). 
He  knew,  that  if  he  looked  only  to  the 
increase  of  his  popularity,  the  argument 
which  he  now  brought  forward  with 
regard  to  the  distress  complained  of  was 
not  the  right  way  to  attain  that  object. 
But  he  never  meant  to  deny,  that  distress 
did  exist  there  ;  he  only  contended  against 
the  exaggerations  which  prevailed  upon 
the  subject ;  and  he  would  do  so  in  the 
face  of  his  constituents  as  well  as  of  that 
House,  because  he  thought  it  ar  better 
that  the  truth,  and  the  truth  alone,  should 
be  stated,  than  that  any  delusions  should 
be  suffered  to  prevail  through  the  means 
of  statements  that  required  only  to  be 
touched  to  fall  to  pieces.  How  could  it 
be  possible,  accordmg  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven,  that 


four-fifths  of  the  working  popnlatiqn 
of  that  town  were  in  the  parish  bpoks. 
when  the  Poor-rate  was  only .  four 
shillings  in  the  pound.  He  had  not 
the  slightest  hesitation  in  giving  a 
direct  contradiction  to  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven, 
and  that  contradiction  was  confirmed  by 
the  following  facts  respecting  the  great 
county  of  Lancashire,  which  included, 
not  only  Manchester,  but  Liverpool,  and 
many  other  large  towns.  The  asrgregate 
Poor-rate  in  Lancashire  was,  in  18)7, 
336,000/.;  1818,  372,000.;  1831, 
290,000/.  Thus,  there  was  a  dimiouiion 
of  thirty  per  cent  in  the  Poor-rate, 
although  the  population  had  increased  by 
300,000  souls.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
communication  from  Manchester,  in  which 
it  was  stated  that  since  1813  there  had 
been  a  progressive  and  very  material  itn- 
provement  in  the  condition  of  the  people : 
that  in  consequence  of  the  new  inventions 
and  increased  speed  of  machinery,  one- 
fourth  fewer  hands  were  required  to  produce 
a  given  quantity  of  yarn  than  twenty  years 
ago  (and  the  reduction  had  been  chiefly 
in  the  labour  of  children);  the  people 
were  better  fed  and  clothed,  and  their 
employment  was  never  more  regular  and 
constant.  He  would  then  proceed  to  the 
town  last  upon  his  list,  which  had  been 
referred  to  on  a  former  occasion  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite,  who  represented  it; 
and  which  he  had  represented  in  sacb  an 
extraordinary  state  of  distress,  that  had  be 
not  before  his  eyes  the  evidence  of  the 
parliamentary  writ  by  which  the  hon. 
Member  was  returned,  he  should  almost 
doubt  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
ever  set  his  foot  within  the  place.  He 
had  been  forestalled  in  his  intended  stale* 
ments  of  the  decrease  of  pauperism  in 
Birmingham  by  the  hon.  member  for  Wal- 
sall (Mr.  Foster),  and  the  House  could  not 
have  failed  to  observe  how  completely  his 
statement  negatived  the  exaggerated  ac- 
counts of  the  distress  of  Birmingham. 
The  fact,  that  the  number  of  paupets  had 
decreased  as  compared  with  the  popolatioo, 
from  eighteen  per  cent  in  1811,  and  twenty- 
four  per  cent  in  1817,  to  sixteen  per  cent 
in  1832,  was  one  of  great  importance. 
The  hon.  Member  might  doubt  his  state- 
ment, and  he  would  therefore  read  the 
particulars  of  the  progress  of  Paaperism 
in  Birmingham  obtained  from  the  autfaoii- 
ties  of  the  town. 


1801  to  1810 
181 1  to  1820 
1821  to  1830 
1830  to  1833 
In  1817 
1833 


Population.  ATenige  No. 
ofPaiapcn. 

-  64,848  .  10,117  -  15 percent. 

-  76,689  .  13»800  .  IS 
•  95,868  -  12,606  -  13} 
-110^64  -  16,612  .  15 

-  78,870  -  19,278  -  24 

-  113,106.  18,516  .  16 


But  he  would  go  further,  and  produce 
to  the  House  indubitable  evidence  of  the 
increased  prosperity  of  the  town.  The 
hon.  member  for  Birmin^^ham  said,  in  his 
evidence  before  a  Committee,  that  capital 
was  extinct  in  Birmingham,  and  that 
although  numbers  of  the  people  were  en- 
joying luxuries  and  spending  money  in 
amusements,  they  were  growing  poor.  He 
should  be  glad  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion, 
that,  in  spite  of  growing  poorer,  men  were 
able  to  enjoy  more  of  the  pleasures  of  life; 
but  not  being  able  to  do  so,  he  was  fain 
to  believe  that  they  enjoyed  more  of  the 
pleasures  of  life,  because  they  were  better 
able  to  afford  them.  One  of  the  best 
proofs  of  the  prosperity  of  Birmingham 
was  afforded  by  the  two  great  canals ;  and 
he  would  read  to  the  House  an  account  of 
the  revenues  derived  from  them  during 
several  years  :— 


1409         Monetary  System-^         {Aprii:.22}  Corrected  Speech.  1410 

documents  furnished  by  the  Magistrates, 
were  most  deserving  of  confidence.     He 
had  another  document  to  which  he  would 
call   their  attention,  and  leave  them   to 
judge  of  its  value.     It  was  an  extract  of 
a  letter  from  the   senior   Magistrate  of 
Birmingham,  dated  March,  1833,  and  that 
Gentleman  had  the  reputation  of  being 
every  way  qualified   to  give  a    correct 
opinion  on  the  subject.    He  wrote — *  From 
an  experience  of  more  than  fifty  years, 
I  can  safely  aver,  that  I  never  saw  the 
artizans  of  this  place  better  fed,  clothed, 
or  more  comfortably  housed,  than  at  pre- 
sent.     As    respects    the    town    itself, 
there  are  manifest    symptoms  of   im- 
provement.    From  adequate  authority, 
I  may  say,  that  the  property  of  the  place, 
'•and  within   four  miles  of  it,   has  in* 
creased  in  value  twenty-five  per   cent 
within  the  last  fifteen  years.  More  build* 
ing  is  now  going  on  than  has  been  known 
for  many  years.    The  increase  of  pa- 
rochial expenditure  is  trifiing  compared 
with  the  greatly  augmented  population. 
Contrary  to  all  former  precedents,  nearly 
all  transactions  in  business  are  on  money 
terms.      The   Birmingham   canal — that 
great  duct  for  the  conveyance  of  our  raw 
materials,  and  heavy  articles — has  a  larger 
tonnage  than  ever  was  known,  and  all 
the  public  institutions  are  well  supported.' 
He  had  thought  it  right  to  dwell  on  these 
facts,  because  the  hun.  Membec  grounded 
his  Motion  on  the  assertion,  that  the  dis- 
tress of  the  country  was  great  and  un- 
paralleled.   After  the  facts  which  he  ha(| 
stated,  he  did  not  believe  that  the  House 
would  adopt  the  hon.  Member's  conclusion. 
He  was  however  prepared  to  go  further, 
and,  in  spite  of  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
member  fbr  Oldham,  who  asserted,  that 
an  increase  of  consumption  was  only  an 
evidence  of  increase  of  distress,  he  would 
refer  to  the  increase  of  consumption  in  the 
United  Kingdom  of  the  four  great  articles, 
all  entering  largely  into  the  consumption 
of   the   poorer  classes — tobacco,    sugar, 
tea*  and  coffee — as  evidence  of  the  not 
decaying  prosperity  of  the  kingdom.     For 
this  purpose  he  would  proceed  to  mention 
the   particulars  in    the  following  Table 
of  the 


1826  - 

1827  - 

1828  - 
1839  - 

1830  . 

1831  - 
1633  . 


ToUtwUieOfciBiF- 
*Tlirgbini  CaaaL 

-  ^88,394  - 

96,332  - 

-  101,933  -  . 

-  102,485  .  . 

-  106,125  .  ' 

-  107,033  -  . 
^  105,855  -  . 


Tolls  OB  the  Wisw 
Qoter  and  Binniqg- 
hamCaoaL 

.  £20,255 
24,912 
27,895 
38,053 
31,291 
33.246 
33,700 


That  was  tolerably  good  evidence,  that 
trade  was  not  on  the  decline  in  Birming- 
ham, that  the  town  was  not  going  to 
decay,  and  that  capital  was  not  annihil- 
ated, as  was  represented  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  that  town. 
.  The  Tolls  on  the  Market  formed  an- 
other criterion  of  the  state  of  the  town 
which  was  equally  satisfactory.  They 
amounted,  in  1826-27,  to  1,025/.;  1827-28, 
1,078/.;  1828-29,  2,383/.;  1829-30, 
2,925/.;  1830-31,  3,077/.;  1831-32, 
3,096/.  Provisions  had  also  fallen  in  price 
since  1826:— At  the  rate  of— Meat  23, 
Bread  7|,  Bacon  31,  Cheese  40— per  cent. 
He  would  not  pretend  to  say,  that  his  in- 
formants weie  more  correct  than  the  hon. 
Member,  but  they  had  the  advantage  of 
stating  figures,  and  they  bad  access  to  all 
the  documents  of  the  town.  It  was  for 
the  House  to  judge  whether  the  vague 
statements  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  or  the 
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CONSUMPTION  IN  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM. 


Tobacco  •  • 
Sugar .... 
TcA  •  •  •  •  • 
Coflhe  •  •  • 


1814. 


I5,373.S21  lbs. 

3.3!t4.aSl  cwt 
22,611,000  Ibt. 

5.775.000  Ite. 


.832. 


20.235,468 
3.655.535 
31.548,407- 
22,952.527 


INCREASB. 


31  percent. 
57     — 
59     ^ 
297     — 
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l*hu8,  whilst  the  increase  of  thepopula- 
tion  had  been  only  about  twenty-four  or 
twenty-five  per  cent.,  there  had  been  an  in- 
crease in  the  consumption  of  all  these  arti* 
cles  far  beyond  that  proportion.  He  went 
back,  it  would  be  observed,  to  the  year 
1814,  because  that  year  had  been  selected 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Whitehaven 
as  the  halcyon  period  of  unlimited  paper 
issues,  and  unbounded  prosperity.  Let 
the  hon.  member  for  Oldham  say  what 
he  pleased,  he  was  sure  the  House,  after 
hearing  such  a  statement  would  be  con- 
vinced that  the  mass  of  the  people  enjoyed 
a  greater  command  over  the  comforts  of 
life  than  formerly.  The  rich  man,  it  would 
be  remembered,  added  little  or  nothing  to 
his  consumption  of  the  necessaries  of  life, 
however  much  the  price  might  fall,  and 
therefore  he  was  justified  in  assuming, 
that  the  increased  consumption  he  had 
pointed  out  had  taken  place  exclusively 
among  the  lower  and  middle  classes,  and 
was  a  sure  proof  that  they  had  increased 
in  comfort  and  opulence.  He  would  next 
refer  to  the  consumption  of  cotton  and 
sheep's  wool,  constituting  the  great  staple 
manufactures  of  the  country.  He  had 
separated  these  from  the  other  articles, 
because  a  large  portion  of  them  were  ex- 
ported ;  but  the  increase,  as  a  large  part 
was  consumed  at  home,  might  be  taken 
both  as  a  proof  of  additional  enjoyment 
and  additional  employment  for  the  labour-* 
ing  classes.  The  consumption  of  these 
articles,  then,  was  :~^ 


Cotton  Wool . . , 
Sheep's  Wool .  . 


18S0. 


I59»9f9,635 
9.775.605 


183f. 


159.41 1, 463 
27.666,350 


INCtlAM. 


70  per  cent. 
183     — 


InoreHe  of  Popuktioa  in  Uie  tune  period  16  per  oenU 

Perhaps  he  had  better  not  speak  of  silk, 
as  there  had  been  several  alterations  in  the 
duty.  Another  point  which  he  considered 
not  lessdeserving  of  notice  was  the  great  di- 
minution of  the  rate  of  mortality  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  country  during  the  last 
fifty  years,  as  it  showed  an  increase  of 
comfort.  In  1780,  one  in  forty  died 
annually ;  at  present  the  proportion  was 
not  more  than  one  in  fifty-eight,  being 
a  diminution  of  thirty-six  per  cent.  Was 
not  that  also  an  evidence  that  the  condi* 
tion  of  the  people  had  improved?  In 
adducing  these  returns  he  was  replying  to 
that  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
in  which  he  stated  that  the  power  of  con- 
sumption of  the  people  had  only  increased 
eleven  per  cent,  whUe  the  population  had 


increased  thirty  pet  cent   The  documeoti 
he  had  quoted  showed  the  case  to  be  very 
different.    He  regretted  as  much  as  any 
man  that  there  should  be  distress  in  the 
country,  and  the  rather  as  he  feared  it 
was  a   condition    of  affairs   for   which 
patience  was  the  only  remedy;  he  should 
DC    the     first    likewise     to     advocate 
the  principle  that  it  was   the  boandeo 
duty  of  rarliament  to  seek  a  remedy 
for    distress,     and,     whenever     inquiry 
appeared  likely  to  point  out  a  remedy,  it 
ought  to  be  instituted.     To  any  inqoiry 
which  seemed  to  hold  out  a  promise  of 
utility  he  would  readily  assent ;  bat  the 
present  proposition  he  considered  would 
prove  disastrous  in  its  consequences.    He 
was  not  deaf  to  the  cry  of  distress— he 
wished  to  diminish  and  relieve  it  to  the 
utmost  extent  possible,  but  he  looked  upon 
the  proposition  now  before  the  House  to 
be  one  made  solely  with  a  view  to  depre« 
ciate  the  standard,  and  therefore  calculated 
not  to  inquire  into  distress,  and  still  len 
to  afford  a  remed  v  for  it.     On  the  contrary, 
be  thought  that  ne  should  be  aUe  to  shov, 
that  by  granting  the  Committee  Mked  for 
by  the  hon.  Member,  and  granting  the  de* 
preeiatiDQ  which  might  be  tbeconseqaence 
of  it,    the   House   would    inflict  upon 
the  mass  of  the  coromuoity  (the  laboorio^ 
classes  especially)  an  amount  of  misery 
and  wretchedness  such  as  never  was  before 
inflicted  upon  any  country.    Allbiitoiy 
demonstrated,  hoVever  beneficial  a  depre- 
ciation of  the  currency  might  be  to  the 
debtor,  who  wished  to  acquit  himself  of 
his  obligations  at  a  reduced  standanl  of 
value — ^however  beneficial  for  a  time  to 
the  tradesman  who  held  a  stock  of  goods, 
it  must  be,  as  it  ever  had  been,  the  most 
severe  infliction  possible  for  the  labouring 
classes.    He  wished  that  this  qoeslioa 
should  be  well  understood  by  tbecosotry; 
not  but  that  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Geo* 
tteman  behind  him  (Mr.  Poster),  thatthere 
was  far  from  being  that  feeling  upon  the 
subject  amongst  the  industrk>us  claoes 
which  had  been  described  by  (be  hoo. 
Member.     He  had  coutinued  intercourse 
with  people  of  various  classes,  and  fnm 
his  experience  he  must  say,  that  although 
among  certain    currency    doctors  there 
might  be  a  cry  with  respect  to  this  ques- 
tion, and  there  might  have  been  attempts 
made  to  enlist  the  people  on  their  side, 
yet  those  attempto  had  all  failed,  and  the 
people  were  indifferent,    if  not   Mfette, 
to  the  change  contemplated  by  the  hoo. 
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Metnben  In  order  to  render  tliem 
decidedly  hostile  to  it,  it  was  only  neces- 
sary to  inform  them  upon  the  true  stale  of 
the  question.  For  this  purpose,  he  would 
find  it  necessary  to  refer  the  House  to  four 
distinct  periods  which  marked,  in  the 
strongest  and  clearest  way,  the  real  efTects 
of  a  depreciation,  whether  forced  or 
natural,  of  the  standard  of  value,  and  on 
the  other  hand  exhibited  in  the  most 
striking  manner  the  beneficial  consequences 
of  a  steady  and  uniform  value  of  money. 
For  the  first  of  these  instances  he  should 
have  to  go  back,  very  shortly,  to  rather 
an  early  period  in  the  history  of  this 
country,  that  in  which  the  first  con- 
siderable depreciation  took  place  in 
the  value  of  gold  and  silver,  in  conse- 
quenjce  of  the  opening  of  the  South  Ame- 
rican mines.  Between  1527,  and  about 
1540,  the  pound  sterling  was  depreciated 
nearly  one«third.  All  the  writers  of  the 
time  describe  the  miserable  condition  to 
which  the  poor  of  England  w^re  rediiced. 
Before  the  passing  of  the  43rd  of  Eliza- 
beth, they  were  represented  as  wandering 
about  begging  or  committing  the  most 
horrible  crimes  in  open  day.  It  indeed 
had  been  disputed,  whether  the  distress 
thus  described  was  not  owing  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  monasteries  in  the  reign  of 
Henry  8th ;  but  when  a  similar  state  of 
distress  existed  in  other  states  of  Europe 
where  no  monasteries  were  abolished,  and 
no  Poor-laws  established,  it  was  right  to 
infer  that  those  writers  who  attributed  the 
distress  to  the  depreciation  in  the  value 
of  money  formed  a  correct  opinion,  and 
the  correctness  of  that  view  was  now 
universally  acknowledged.  He  would 
quote  only  one  sentence  to  the  House 
upon  this  subject,  from  the  writings  of 
Mr.  John  Smith  who,  in  speaking  of 
the  distress  of  1550,  said — *  The  principal 

*  real  grievance  at  this  time  of  the  poorer 

*  manufacturers,  they  do  not  appear  to 
'  have  been  sensible  of,  and  historians 

*  have  since  overlooked  it,  was  the  state  of 

*  the  coin.    The  debasement  of  the  coin, 

*  which  was  now  of  several  years  standing, 

*  had  undoubtedly  given  a  nominal  ad- 
'  vanee  to  all  things  vendible;  and  though 

*  perhaps  to  wages  too,  yet  probably 
'  nothing  near  in  proportion  to  the  differ- 

*  enee  of  the  coin.     And  as  the  money  in 

*  which  they  were  paid,  not  containing  as 

*  much  silver  as  it  did  before,  would  not 
'  purchase  the  same  quantity  of  necessa- 
'  ries  of  iifo  it  was  wont  to  do — that,  in 


*  course,  must  have  bore  hard  upon  the 

*  lower  sort  of  people  especially,  who  had 

*  everything  to  buy,  and  nothing  to  sell, 

*  except  their  labour.'  Were  Mr.  Smith 
writing  with  all  the  experience  of  the 
present  day,  he  could  not  more  accurately 
describe  the  effects  of  depreciation  which 
had  taken  place  in  our  times;  or  what 
would  be  the  effects  of  the  depreciation 
now  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member.  In 
1550,  in  consequence  of  this  depreciation 
in  the  value  of  money,  and  the  miserable 
condition  of  the  people,  a  maximum  price 
was  actually  placed  on  all  the  commodi- 
ties sold  in  this  country,  which  many 
writers  ascribe  to  the  proper  cause. 
The  second  period  to  which  he  begged  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House,  was  that 
from  1660  to  1760,  during  which,  with 
one  exception,  the  value  of  money  re- 
mained nearly  equal ;  and  there  had  been 
no  period,  with  that  one  exception,  of 
greater  prosperity  to  the  labouring  classes. 
He  would  state  the  evidence  upon  which 
he  came  to  that  conclusion.  In  the  year 
1680,  the  Poor-rates  were  computed  by 
Davenant  at  665,000/.,  for  England  and 
Wales;  in  1750,  nearly  a  hundred  years 
afterwards,  they  amounted  only  to 
689,000/.,  having  increased  only  24,000/. 
in  the  long  period  of  a  century,  during 
which  the  precious  metals  retained  nearly 
the  same  value.  There  was,  however, 
one  exception ;  that  was  about  the  year 
1695,  when  the  coin  of  the  country  was 
debased.  If  Gentlemen  would  turn  to 
the  history  of  that  day,  they  would  see  to 
what  a  state  of  misery  and  distress  the 
labouring  classes  were  reduced.  Mr. 
Lowndes  said,  in  his  Report  to  the 
Treasury,  in  1695,  that  the  degraded 
state  of  the  coinage  was  **  one  great  cause 
of  the  raising  the  price,  not  only  of  all 
merchandises,  but  of  every  article  neces- 
sary for  the  maintenance  of  the  common 
people,  to  their  great  grievance."  Mr. 
Locke,  in  his  answer  to  Mr.  Lowndes,  con- 
firmed this  statement,  and  said,  that  *'  the 
money-price  of  all  sorts  of  provisions  had 
risen  excessively."  Let  the  House  see  the 
effect  of  this  upon  the  Poor-rates.  In 
the  year  1700  they  had  risen,  according  to 
Sir  P.  Morton  Eden's  calculation,  to 
1,000,000/.  Afterwards,  when  the  cur- 
rency had  been  restored,  and  had  again  be- 
come settled,  they  fell,  in  1750,to  680,000/. 
That  proved,  bethought,  that  the  only 
interruption  to  prosperity  which  oc- 
curred in  the  course  of  a  centary,  origia- 
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ated  in  the  debasement  of  the  coinage, 
and  lasted  till  wages  had  righted  them- 
selves   by    being    raised    in  proportion. 
The   third    period   to  which  he  wished 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House — 
that  from  1770  to  1816,  was  one  of  con- 
siderable   depreciation.      The    evidence 
for  this  period  was  much  less  easily  dis- 
puted than  that  to  which  he  had  hitherto 
adverted.     Mr.  Arthur  Young  took  great 
pains  upon  the  subject,  and  spent  three 
years  as  Secretary  of  the  Agricultural  So- 
ciety, in  carrying  onan  inquiry  into  the  state 
of  the  poor,  the  amount  of  their  wages,  and 
the  prices  of   their   provisions;  and  he 
stated,  that  the  mean  price  of  agricultural, 
labour  in  England  and  Wales,  during  the 
three  years  ending  1 770,  was  about  7$. 
6d,  per  week,  or  Is.  3d,  per  day ;  that  the 
mean  price  of  agricultural  labour  in  1810 
and  1811,  when  the  depreciation  was  at 
its  acme,  was  14s.  6d,  per  week,  or  2s.  5d. 
per  day,  being  a  rise  of  nearly  100  per 
cent  on  the   former  period ;  but  in  the 
mean  time  beef  had  risen  from  about  1/. 
7s.  to  3/.  10s.  per  cwt.,  or  nearly  300  per 
cent. ;  bread  had  more  than  doubled;  butter 
had  risen  from  6^d,  to  Is.  2^(2. per  lb.,being 
a  rise  of  about  1 20  per  cent. ;  cheese  had 
risen  from  3^d.  to  8^c2.,  being  more  than 
200  per  cent ;  oatmeal  had  risen  from  4s.  9d, 
to  lis.  6d, ;  salt  had  risen  400  per  cent; 
malt  140  per  cent;  and  other  articles  in 
proportion.     It  appeared,  therefore,  that 
whilst  wages  rose  only  1 00  per  cent,  some 
of  the  most  essential  articles  of  provision 
rose  .120,  200,  and  even  400  per  cent. 
Hence,  said  Mr.  Young,  the  extreme  dis- 
tress of  the  labouring  classes — a  distress 
which,  at  the  end  of  the  war,  was  evinced 
by  the  great  increase  of  the  Poor-rates,  to 
which  he  was  always  willing  to  refer  as  a 
test.     In  1783^  1784,  and  1785,  the  Poor- 
rates,  according  to  the  Returns,  averaged 
2,004,000/. ;  and,  in  1 81 5,  they  amounted 
to  5,724,000/.,  being  an  increase  of  more 
than  150  per  cent.     In  the  fourth  period 
during  which  the  standard  of  value  had 
been  raised  in  the  manner  so  much  ob- 
jected to  by  the  hon.  member  for  White- 
haven— he  found  the  greatest  difficulty 
in  dealing  with  the  subject,  and  in  bring- 
ing undoubted  facts  to  bear  upon  it ;  but 
there  were   documents  which  would,  he 
thought,  be  sufficient  to  decide  the  point. 
The  Tables  kept  at  Greenwich  ^hospital, 
containing  the  prices  of  provisions,  and 
the  wages  of  labour,  and  the  extremely 
able  statistical  tables  kept  at  Glasgow^  by 


Dr.  Clelondy  whose  accuracy  and  reseaidi 
it  was  impossible  to  praise  too  hi{cbly» 
would  throw  light  on  the  subject.  What 
were  the  real  wages  of  artisans  in  1814» 
1815,  and  18]6,somuch  lauded  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  7  And  what  were  they  at 
present  ?  Whilst  the  prices  of  commodities 
had  fallen  very  materially,  owing  to  the 
rise  in  the  value  of  the  currency,  the  wages 
of  labour  had  not  fallen  in  the  same  pro- 
portion. From  Dr.  Cleland's  tables  be 
would  quote  this  statement:  — 

Mflduoiici.  Wesvwi. 

s»  dm     $,  d,  *,    d,       U  dm 

Rate  of    1 1819    .      S6to39  .OS^tolS} 

Wages    f  1831    .do.        dOw  •    0  11    to  1  4 

Thus  the  rise  in  the  money  wages  of  weav- 
ers, since  1819,  had  been  fifteen  to  twenty 
per  cent,  and  that  of  mechanics  stationary. 
The  prices  of  provisions  during  the  aeaie 
periods  stood  thus  : — 

Bread  per 
OatmeaL    qr  loaf.     CheeMw    Candlei.  Soft  Su^i. 
«.    d.       jw     d.        9*    d,        #.4.      Mm    ^ 
1819    .    1    3    .    0    11^    .    0    Si    .     10.07 
1831    .IS.O      8$.06^07.OSJ 

FaUnnoelSM:— 
7  per  cent.  S5  p.  oent.  99  p.  cent  41  p.  cent.  SI  p.  eeut. 

Thus  showing  a  great  advance  in  the  real 
wages  received.  The  Greenwich-hospital 
tables,  to  which  he  appealed  with  coDfi- 
dence,  because  they  were  official,  and 
regularly  kept,  showed  the  same  results. 
He  had  taken  three  periods  from  these 
tables,  and  had  placed  against  them  the 
amount  of  wages  paid  to  bricklayers,  and 
the  price  of  meat  and  flour.  The  account 
stood  thus : — 

WagaiorBjiekkym.        Fledi  per  art, 

t,        d.  «.       dm 

1790    ...24.    ...36    10.* 
181S    ...55....78     0     .. 


18S0 


4  10 


43    6 


«.  dm 

43  4 

107  5 

4ff  O 


It  thus  appeared,  that  between  1790  and 
1812,  there  was  a  rise  in  wages  of  132  per 
cent.;  and  upon  flesh  and  flour,  of  110 
and  150  per  cent.  Between  1812  and 
1830  there  had  been  a  fall  of  only 
ten  per  cent  in  wages;  whilst  thediffereiic*e 
in  the  price  of  ReStk  and  flour  was  seventy* 
seven  per  cent  and  133  per  cent ;  and 
everything  else  in  proportion.  These  facts 
deserved  the  consideration  of  those  iriio 
were  to  pass  judgment  upon  the  question 
before  the  House,  because  they  showed 
indisputably  that  depreciation,  however 
brought  about,  must  be  injurious  to  the 
operative  classes.  Wages  never  rose  in 
proportion,  or,  at  least,  only  after  a  Terr 
long  period,  to  the  rise  in  the  value  of 
commodities;  and  it  was  impossible  to  iin* 
press  too  strongly  upon  the  atlentioa  of 


the  House  or  of  the  country  this  fact — that 
the  labouring  classes  would  not  profit  by 
any  attempt  to  depreciate  the  currency. 
The  more  the  history  of  the  different 
periods  to  which  he  had  alluded  was 
studied^  the  more  evident  would  that  con- 
clusion/ he  felt  satisfied,  appear.  What 
had  been  characterized  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Whitehaven  as  a  *'  system  of  con- 
fiscation and  public  robbery,^  had  cer- 
tainly then  not  been  one  of  confiscation  to 
the  great  mass  of  operators.  He  did 
not  indeed  admit  the  justice  of  those 
words,  as  applied  to  the  Act  of  1819; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  thought  proper 
'so  to  apply  them>  he  must  admit  them 
as  applicable  to  what  roust  be  the 
result  of  his  proposition,  with  this  dif- 
ference, that  if  the  system  of  confisca- 
tion and  public  robbery  now  proposed  were 
adopted,  it  would  tend  most  materially  to 
injure  the  operative  classes;  so  that, 
whilst  they  participated  in  the  shame  of  the 
Act,  they  would  not  only  be  excluded 
from  any  of  its  supposed  benefits,  but  reap 
from  it  inevitable  misery.  But  if  the  hon. 
Member's  proposition  would  not  benefit 
the  labouring  classes,  whom  would  it 
benefit?  The  hon.  Member  said,  that  the 
country  prospered  under  the  former  system, 
but  he  only  showed  that  a  factitious  paper 
money  for  a  time  increased  the  industry  of 
the  country.  He  entirely  failed  in  show- 
ing any  connexion  between  the  simple 
fact  of  returning  to  the  metallic  standard, 
and  the  distress  of  the  present  time.  No 
over-issue  of  paper  could  take  place,  with 
whatever  apparent  prosperity  it  might  be 
attended,  without  there  necessarily  being 
a  reaction  productive  of  misery;  and  in 
proportion  as  oveir-issues  took  place — in 
proportion  as  the  stream  had  been  unduly 
supplied — would  the  returning  rush  of  the 
waters  be  great,  and  barrenness  and  dearth 
be  spread  over  the  land.  He  had  beard  it 
said,  indeed  by  some,  **  We  do  not  wish 
to  produce  depreciation  by  any  violent  or 
sudden  measure ;  we  mean  to  obtain  an 
over-issue  of  paper,  which  will  create 
greftt  temporary  prosperity,  to  be  followed 
by  contraction  of  the  currency,  by  distress, 
by  applications  for  gold,  by  the  inability  of 
the  Bank  to  meet  those  applications;  and 
thus  arrive  at  an  inconvertible  paper  cur- 
rency, which  once  again  obtained,  you  will 
never  more  return  to  cash  payments." 
That  was  a  doctrine  which  he  had  heard 
propounded,  although  he  did.  not  believe 
its  advocates  would  be  foutid  openly  tq 


avow  themselves  iu  that  House.  But,  in 
case  they  should,  he  rejoiced  that  this  Mo- 
tion had  been  submitted  to  the  House — he 
rejoiced  that  this  question  of  a  straightfor- 
ward, downright  act  of  spoliation  and 
bankruptcy  had  been  offered  for  decision, 
because  it  would,  he  trusted,  entirely  pre- 
vent any  attempt  at  arriving  at  the  same 
result  by  a  sidewind  which  would  lengthen 
present  suffering,  and  increase  the  ultimate 
distress.  But  he  roust  return  to  his  former 
question.  Whom  did  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man propose  to  benefit  by  the  depreci- 
ation ?  He  had  shown  that  it  could  not 
benefit  the  labouring  class.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  the  landed  interest 
was  suffering.  He  admitted  it ;  but  would 
the  landed  interest  be  relieved  by  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind,  except  in  so  far  as  it 
would  be  relieved  in  a  manner  which  he 
respected  the  gentlemen  of  England  too 
much  to  suppose  they  would  accept — 
namely,  by  paying  off  their  fixed  eng^age- 
ments  in  a  depreciated  currency.  Would 
their  rents  be  better  paid  in  that  currency 
than  in  any  other?  No  such  thing. 
Supposing  their  rents  were  raised  in  this 
way,  all  other  things  would  be  raised  in 
proportion,  and  then  could  they  purchase 
more  of  the  enjoyments  of  life  than  they 
could  command  at  present  ?  They  could 
not.  They  could  receive  relief  in  no 
way  but  that  which  he  believed  every 
man  of  honour  would  spurn.  Then  as  to 
the  manufacturers  and  shopkeepers,  how 
would  it  benefit  them  ?  It  would  benefit 
them  to  the  extent  of  their  stock  on  hand, 
and  no  more.  That  might  be  to  the  ex- 
tent of  five,  or  ten,  or  twenty  per  cent, 
or  whatever  might  be  the  amount  of  the 
depreciation.  That  would  be  the  work  of 
a  single  day.  When  the  next  day  he 
cdme  to  purchase,  he  would  find  that  his 
condition  would  not  be  improved.  Then 
was  there  any. other  party  who  could 
derive  a  benefit  from  it  ?  He  might  be 
told  the  debtor  would.  But  why  should 
the  debtor  be  more  an  object  of  sympathy 
than  the  creditor  ?  Potting  aside  all  con- 
siderations of  honesty,  he  saw  no  claim  the 
debtor  had  to  the  consideration  of  the 
State.  The  creditor,  it  was  generally  who 
had  amassed  capital,  and  who  had  contri- 
buted to  the  increase  of  the  national 
wealth,  while  the  debtor  might  have  con- 
tracted engagements  he  could  not  fulfil, 
and  who  had  dissipated  gains  he  had 
not  honestly  acquired.  So  much  for  the 
immediate  oonsequencea  of  a  measure  for 
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depreciating  the  standard,  but  there  were 
remote  evils  to  be  considered  not  less  im- 
portant. For  his  own  part,  he  asked  for 
equal  justice  for  each  party,  for  both 
debtor  and  creditor;  but  looking  to 
the  general  policy  of  such  a  measure  as 
that  before  the  House,  he  would  ask 
what,  if  it  were  carried  into  effect,  would 
become  of  the  desire  of  accumulating? 
and  who  would  wish  to  have  property, 
when  the  simple  ^t  of  the  Legislature 
might  destroy,  in  a  few  hours,  the  result 
of  fifty  years'  persevering  toil,  and  the 
hopes  of  parents  and  children?  And  upon 
what  grounds  too?  Simply,  that  the 
poor  debtor  was  distressed,  whilst  your 
rich  creditor  was  enjoying  all  the  sweets 
of  opulence.  There  was  much  capital  in 
the  country,  which  must  always  remain  in 
it,  and  which  could  not  be  applied  except 
where  it  stood  ;  but  there  was  much  also 
that  might  be  transferred :  let  the  experi- 
ment now  proposed  be  once  tried,  and 
away  would  go  a  large  mass  of  the  capital 
which  had  tended  so  much  to  invigorate 
the  industry  and  add  to  the*  resources  of 
the  country.  This  was,  in  his  opinion, 
the  fair  view  of  the  question,  and  that  was, 
he  repeated  it,  one  of  depreciation  or 
no  depreciation.  The  Committee  which 
the  hon.  Member  called  for  once  granted, 
that  roust  follow  (he  would  not  say  that 
it  must  necessarily  follow  as  the  result  of 
that  Committee's  acts),  but  in  the  minds 
of  the  public  it  must  follow;  and  the 
effect  must  be  worse,  from  the  fact  of  the 
hon.  Member  leaving  the  extent  of  the 
depreciation  undefined.  If  he  had  said 
that  it  would  be  five,  or  ten,  or  fifteen  per 
cent,  men  would  be  prepared  for  the 
result ;  but  leaving  it  mdefinite,  he  left 
them  nothing  to  guide  them.  Every  cre- 
ditor in  London  would  know  it  to-morrow, 
and  what  would  be  the  consequence  ?  An 
hon.  Member  had  stated  some  time  ago, 
that  such  was  the  distress  of  the  country, 
that  every  second  or  third  house  from 
Charing-cross  to  the  Exchange  contained 
an  insolvent.  Suppose  that  to  be  the  fact, 
what  would  the  creditors  say  when  they 
found  a  proposition  of  this  sort  entertained 
and  agreed  to  by  the  House  ?  The  cre- 
ditor would  go  to  his  debtor  and  say,  *^  Pay 
me  at  once,  or  I  shall  sell  all  you  possess ; 
and,  though  it  may  be  at  a  sacrifice,  that 
must  be  better  than  the  indefinite  loss 
which  I  may  sustain  by  waiting  to  obtain 
payment  in  a  depreciated  currency.  I 
•haU  realize  what  1  oaoi  and  transfer  it  to 


a  country  where  the  principle  of  de|ireci- 
ation  may  not  be  so  much  in  laahion/' 
What  would  be  the  situation  of  the  bank, 
if  this  Committee  were  appointed  ?  Was 
there  a  man  who  had  a  bank-iiote,  who 
would  not  at  once  endeavour  to  turn  it  into 
cash,  that  he  might,  as  much  as  possible* 
^uard  against  the  impending  depreciation? 
The  sheets  would  be  scarcely  dry  by  the 
means  of  which  the  proceedings  of  that 
House  were  circulated  throughout  tho 
country,  before,  if  the  hon.  Member's 
proposal  was  adopted,  there  would  ensue 
a  scene  of  universal  bankruptcy  and 
confusion  never  witnessed  in  any  country. 
And  for  whose  benefit  was  this  to  happen  ? 
Not  for  the  benefit  of  landed  proprietors ; 
not  for  that  of  manufacturers  and  mer- 
chants, since  their  benefit  would  be  only 
for  a  day ;  not  for  the  good  of  the  labour- 
ing and  operative  classes,  since  they  wouM 
be  deeply  injured  by  it ;  not  for  the  benefit 
of  the  fundholders.  since  they  would  be 
actually  pillaged  by  it !  For  whose  bene- 
fit was  it  then  ?  Solely  for  that  of  debtors. 
By  it  Mr.  A,  the  debtor,  would  have  so 
much  the  more,  and  Mr.  B,  the  creditor, 
so  much  the  less.  On  one  hint  that  bad 
been  thrown  out  in  the  course  of  the  even- 
ing, he  would  say  a  single  word«  It  had 
been  said,  that,  by  this  depreciation,  the 
public  burthens  would  be  diminished ;  he 
admitted  the  assertion,  but,  at  the  saoie 
time,  he  would  say*  that  there  were  other 
ways,  and  happily  honest  and  honourable 
ways,  to  diminish  those  burthens,  without 
disturbing  public  contracts.  Would  not  a 
reduction  of  taxation  be  a  more  direct  and 
a  more  honest  mode  of  relieving  those 
burthens  ?  And  had  nothing  been  recently 
done  in  that  way  ?  Upwards  of  6,000,000/. 
had  been  reduced  within  the  last  four 
years,  and  relief  had  thus  been  afforded  to 
the  people  in  a  more  upright  and  equitable 
manner  than  in  the  way  suggested  by  the 
present  Motion,  because  the  public  cre- 
ditor had  not  been  deprived  of  that  to 
which  he  was  fairly  entitled.  The  hon. 
member  for  Birmingham,  indeed,  contend- 
ed tbatreduction  of  taxation  gave  no  relief, 
which  was  a  remarkable  doctrine  to  be 
entertained  by  gentlemen  who  proposed 
to  depreciate  the  currency  as  a  means  of 
lightening  the  public  burthens.  The  boo. 
Gentleman,  the  member  for  Oldham,  had 
given  utterance  to  the  oft-repeated  fallacy, 
that  the  creditor  had  gained  enormously 
by  the  appreciation  of  money.  He  veiy 
much  doubted  die  correotoesa  of  thin  s)^ 
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sertion.  Mr.  Mushet  had  shown,  as  dearly 
as  could  he  done  by  figures,  that  the 
public  creditor,  instead  of  gaining  by  ttie 
appreciation  of  money,  was,  taking  into 
consideration  the  loss  he  suffered  during 
the  depreciation,  a  loser  to  the  extent  of 
somewhere  about  44,000/.  a-year  perpetual 
annuity.  He  objected,  then,  to  the  pro- 
positions of  the  bon.  Member  even  on  this 
ground.  If  they  could  no  longer  bear 
the  public  burthens,  or  pay  that  which  was 
due  to  the  public  creditor,  he  should  say, 
**  compouna  with  him ;  exhibit  the 
state  of  your  affairs;  say  that  you 
are  not  able  to  pay  the  28,000,000/. 
which  be  at  present  receives ;  but  do  not 
adopt  that  which,  was  only  a  dumsy  means 
of  arriving  at  the  same  end — which  car- 
ried with  it  a  complete  disruption  of  all 
other  money  contracts,  and  rendered  inse- 
cure private  and  public  credit — which 
would  reduce  to  beggary  not  only  a  few 
rich  fundholders,  as  they  were  termed,  but 
no  less  than  275,000  public  creditors,  who 
received  dividends  under  400/.,  and  which 
would  take  the  means  of  livelihood  from 
the  widow  and  the  orphan.    He  had  pow 


concluded  what  he  wished  to  address  to 
the  House.  He  would  offer  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  his  determined 
opposition.  He  would  do  so,  because  it 
was  founded  on  injustice,  and  would  be 
followed  by  ruin.  As  a  proposal  for  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  distress,  it 
would  be  useless,  if  it  were  not  dangerous. 
As  a  proposal  to  lower  the  standard  of 
value  which  it  really  was,  it  was  at  once 
fraught  with  dishonour  and  prospective 
ruin.  In  it  he  saw  the  coiAplete  disarrange- 
ment of  the  whole  commercial  and  social 
system  of  this  country.  In  it  he  saw  the 
loss  of  that  high  reputation  which  this 
country  possessed  amongst  the  nations  of 
Europe,  as  such  be  earnestly  implored  the 
House  to  reject  it.  Let  them  avoid  it,  not 
only  because  it  would  inflict  on  the  country 
all  the  misery  he  had  pointed  out ;  but 
let  them  do  so  because  it  would,  he  in  his 
conscience  believed,  cause  them  to  forfeit 
thftt  which  ought  to  be  as  dear  to  a  nation 
as  to  an  individual,  an  hitherto  unspotted 
name  for  honour  and  integrity. 
Debate  Adjourned. 
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